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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTEOD.
By the Premier: Returns under the Life

Assurance Companies Act, 1889.

QUESTION-MINING SUBSIDY TO
MR. HATT.

Mr. BATH asked the (Minister for
Mines: 1, What amount of money has
been advanced from the Mines Depart-
mnent to Mr. Hatt, mineowner of Southern
Cross, and for what purpose? 2, What
is the amount of subsidy he receives
for crushing for prospectors and lease-
holders? 3, Has Mr. Hatt furnished the
monthly returns of all gold wvon from the
Never Never mine, and also the returns
of gold won from public crushing since,
the date wh-len Government subsidy was
first contributed? 4, Is the subsidy
granted on 'condition that Mr. Hatt
crushes for the public? 5,'Has the con-
dition been fulfilled in its entiretyl 6,
What steps does the Minister take to see
that the conditions under which the sub-
sidy is granted are fulfilled?

The MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied: 1, £1,000. For the purpose of re-
moving certain plant consisting of a bat-
tery, etc., from Southern Cross to gold
mining lease No. 665 ait Never Never. 2,
le was required under his agreement to
crush for the public, so long as any money
waq owving by him, at the scale in opera-
tion at State batteries at the time, viz.,
May, 1906. In May, 1909, he was re-
q"!'sted to alter his scale to the one then
obtaining at State plants. The minimum
charze, So. 6d., heing less than that fixed
in :iii agreement, viz., 10s., he was then
given a subsidy up to is. 6d. or less per
Ion to make the minimum up to 10s. 3,

All returns for the current year to Sep-
tember inclusive have been furnished.
Difficulty has been experienced in the
past, and proceedings have had to be
taken to compel him to furnish them. 4,
He is required to crush for the public
so long as be owes any money under his
agreement. 5, Dissatisfaction has been
expressed by some of the customers, and
recently the inspector of mines wats direc-
ted to proceed to the locality and hold
an inquiry into the whole question of
methods pursued in crushing for the pub-
lic. A set of rules, which lie will be re-
quired to conform to, are now being
drafted, and failure on his part to com-
ply with the departmental requirements
wvill result in foreclosure under the miort-
gage. His affairs at the present time
are being controlled by his creditors, the
department withholding any action in the
way of foreclosure so long is everything
is going on satisfactorily; and since the
taking over of his business by the eredi-
tars repayments of the advance to the
extent of £121 17s. 4d. have been made.
6, Answered by No. 5.

QUESTION-LOCAL COURTS,
KANOWNA ELECTORATE.

Mr. WALKER asked the Attorney
General: 1, Has he instructed the Public
Service Commissioner to report a% to the
wisdom or otherwise of abolishing cer-
tain local courts in the Kanowna elec-
torate? 2, Is it his intention to abolish
the local court at Broad Arrow?9

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, No. The special board appointed to
inquire into the service as a whole are
applying for information as to the vol-
umne of work performed at various courts.
but no specific courts have been picked
out for their consideration. 2, It is un.-
derstood that Broad Arrow Local Court
is amongst those at present being investi-
gated by the hoard, but 11o reeomrnenda-
tion has as yet been submitted for the con-
sideration of the Government.

Mr. Walker: Will the Attorney Gen-
eral let me see the reiomamendation early?

The Attorney General: When I re-
ceive it, certainly.
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BILL,-LARD ACT AMENDMENT.
Head a third time and transmitted to

the Legislative Council.

BILL-AOURICIUhTURAL LANDS
PURCHASE.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 23rd Noven-

ber.
Air. BATH (Brown Hill): Granted

that the p)olicy embodied in our Agricul-
tural Lands Purchase Acts which have
lpreflollsly been placed on our statute-
book is accepted, then the drafting of
the Bill submitted by the Minister for
Lands, so far as I can see, leaves little
to he desired. But to my mind there are
some aspects of this policy of repur-
chasing estates which certainly do not
emphasise the wisdom of a continuance
of the polity on the scale contemplated
by the demand for extra capital embodied
in this Bill. In the first place, in West-
ern Australia we have made a repeated
boast of the facility with which we sell
out lands, and also of the very large area
which is alienated each year; and yet on
the other hand wve have to carry legisla-
tion to enable its to repurchase this land,
and in some instances at a very short
period after it has been sold, and even
before the full conditions on which the
landh has been alienated have been ful-
filled. This aspect of the question struck
Mi~r. Tlhrossell as a result of his know-
ledge of the working of the Lands De-
partment, because I remember in this
House he pointed to instances where the
(;overnment had repurchased estates, and
a process of building these up again into
large areas were going on. One of the
estates which was repurchased some years
ago after a considerable amount of in-
vestigation and report by the Lands Pur-
chase Board, and which has since been
regarded as a good bargain, was the
Mount Erin estate; but I am given to
understand that since that estate was re-
purchased by the Government and cat up
into lots and sold, the building up of a
portion of it in considerable areas has
gone on, and that only a short time back
ain offer was made to the Government for
the purpose of buying back a portion of

that repurchased estate with a view to
selling it for closer settlement. If that
is the sort of thing that is going to re-
sult from our policy, it will he a bad one
for Western Australia.

Mr. Angwin: Was that offer made by
the same owners?

Mr. BATH: Not by the same owners
but by others who had acquired the land
on the Mount Erin estate, and who, hav-
ing acquired a considerable area-I pre-
sume by purchasing from others-have
made all offer, which, of course, I am told,
was not entertained, but certainly was
made, to sell land to the Government to
be again cut up and sold as before.
Again, on the Throssell estate, which was
one of the repurchased estates, that pro-
cess is going on. There arc some fairly
large holdings on that area, and if this
policy is with a view to closer settlement
then that ideal is not being realised, be-
cause we have a process of building up
estates going on on these repurchased es-
tates. There are several areas which
have been purchased in the Geraldton
district, and purchased recently, and al-
though the Government have prided theim-
selves on the bargains, and the people in
the district regard them as good deals in
the interest of the district, still we have
to bear in mind that on two of these es-
tates to my knowledge the land was sold,
some of it under third-class conditions,
at a very low price, and the Government
have had to pay as much as eight, if not
tea times that price in order to repur-
chase the land for closer settlement. On
the dakabella estate part of that area
was undoubtedly dummied; it was held
under conditional purchase by the agents
of the owner of the estate, and in some
of the areas in thii estate the whole con-
ditions with regard to the payment of the
purchase money had not been completed.
In the purchase of it the vendors had to
give consideration to the Government for
the unpaid portion of the purchase of the
conditional lease. On the Bowes area a
considerable portion of that was taken
up under eonditional purchase, or grazing
lease, which is the samne thing only that a
smaller price is paid, and here again the
price paid to the vendor is much in excess
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of that under which the land was origin-
ally taken up.

The Attorney General: It has never
been purchased.

Mr. BATH: I understood the Govern-
ment bad closed with the offer. I know,
however, that the Narra Tarra estate has
been purchased, and undoubtedly the
price is ahead of the price the vendor
paid for it.

Mr. S. F. Moore: What about the im-
provements done9

Mr. BATH: The Premier, when some
remarks were made by the member for
Mount Margaret, said that although this
additional money had been expended in
the purchase of estates the Government
would get it back. In this respect the
Government are taking tip the erroneous
attitude of dissociating the State from
the people who really constitute the State,
because in order to realise the price
which they have given for it, allowing of
course for the expense of cutting it up,
and the interest on the money invested,
the Government had to get this price out
of those who purchased the land, that is,
the people who constitute [lie State had
to pay a higher price for the land secured.
If the Government were to purchase to-
morrow a big estate for 30s. an acre and
were to nmake a profit of, say, 5s. an acre,
it could not be said to be a good deal for
the State b.1ecause that profit is made out
of the people who have to purchase the
land. It is a good thing for the speim-
lator, but the lower the price the genuine
settler has to pay the more money he
will have with which to develop the area
and effect improvements on it, and put
it to a productive use, and if the Govern-
ment have to pay an enhanced price the
settler has to pay a high price too, and it
means that he has less money with which
to carry on operations. Very often the
price which the settlers have to pay con-
stitutes a burden which hampers their
efforts for many yewrs. Take the pur-
chase of the Cold Harbour estate in the
York district. There was a considerable
amount of crowing at the time as to
the deal which had been made by the
Government, or rather with regard to the
prices realised by the Government for
±hat land. In some instances the prices

which settlers had to pay were so high
that application had to be made for a re-
duction of the price. I know that during
the time I was in the Lands Department
I reduced the price of one area oa the
Cold Harbour estate because I considered
that the price which had to be paid was
too high, and that the purchaser had no
chance of doing any goad with it. I do
not know the promise under which it was
sold, but I know that the price was alto-
gether too high for the area. In my
opinion it was altogether wrong for the
Government to make a huge profit out of
that land wvhich they sold to the man and
handicapped him for the whole of his
lifetime in his endeavour to make a pro-.
fitable ae out of it.

Mr. George: Do not they sell the land
slightly above the price given so ats to
recoup themselvesi

Mvr. BATH: It would not be so bad
if they were to do that, hut in some in-
stances, and in the case of the Mount
Erin estate they made a considerable pro-
fit out of it, a profit of some £6,000.

Mr. George: Where did that money
go?~

Mr. BATH: It did not go into the
pockets of the settler; it must have gone
into the coffers of the State. That profit
had to he found by those who went on
the land, and they had that much less
money to spend on improvements. This
policy has proved rather disastrous in
the Eastern States of recent years and
the Governments of Victoria and New
South Wales have had to consider alto-
gether different means for bringing the
areas uinder closer settlement. They found
that the very expenditure of money, loan
money too, in purchasing estates for
closer settlement had the effect of put-
ting a speculative value on the land, and
in Victoria the holders of land, in view
of the fact that the Government were
purchasers were standing out for a
higher price. Those who were attempt-
ing -to purchase privately found that
through being competitors with the Gov-
ernment they were paying exorbitant
prices. The same position obtained in
New South Wales, only to a lesser de-
gree. In New Zealand the Government had
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an Agricultural Lands Re-purchase Act,
hblt there was this stipulation, and it
seemed to be one which was made in en-
lire conformity with the idea underlying
the repurchase of estates. They said there,
"We repurchase these estates for the pur-
lpose of getting rid of land monopoly,
and therefore when we repurchase land
wre are not going to sell it again in order
that the old process may go merrily on."
The lands therefore are leased under a
system of lease iii perpetuity, and the
system has been found to work advan-
tageously. The Opposition there sought
Ic, work up an agitation amongst these
people in favour of granting freeholds,
but they got the greatest rebuffs from the
people themselves, and they still stick to
the policy of only leasing areas which are
repurchlasedl. There may be occasions
wvhen the Governmient may find the op-
pirtUnity as 1)rivate people do of repur-
ellasilig an estate oji advantageous terms,
and under those circumstances cue would
not object to having money at their dis-
lpo~il for availing themselves of an op-
portunity of that kind. To my mind the
policy is altogether erroneous, and if we
are going to grant this money we should
(10 as they dto in New Zealand, stipulate
that the land shall be leased and not re-
soldl. Uniies" there is some attempt to
deal with this aspect of the question I
.,hall feel imipelled to oppose the second
reading- of the Bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): With-
out any reservation whatever, I feel im-
pielled to vote against the second reading
and every other reading of the Bill. I
must say without using harsh terms, I do
not think it is possible to reach a greater
degree of idiocy than to sell land and buy
it back again later on. I cannot imagine
rrenlter idiocy outside a lunatic asylum,
and I do not think it has occurred any-
where else. We have a proposal here
that wve are going to pass an Act to re-
purchase estates; at the same time the
Minister has painted the whole of West-
ern Australia green with the object of
selling Western Australia. If we are go-
ing- to sell it, leave it sold; if we are go-
ing to retain it for the State, then do not
sell it; but the idea of repurchasing and

selling, and repurchasing again should
not want any consideration whatever. I
ana surprised at the leader of the Op-
position wanting an explanation from the
Minister As far as I am concerned
there is ino earthly explanation that can
lie given why we should be haying and
selling land at the same time. If we have
land for sale, we do not want to buy.
That must be apparent to smaller intel-
lects than mine. and there are many in
this Chamber. Let us take one or two
estates, the Norra Tarra estate to begin
with. We find that questions with regard
to this estate were not answered fully by
the Minister. It appears that the estate
originally cost Messrs. Borges, Waugh,
Wittenoom, Bush (who represents Dal-
gety & Co.), F. Moustaka-I would not
like to say whether he is a Japanese, or
what he is-and Dalgety & Co. Dalgety
& Co. hear in mind have two cuts, their
own and that of Bush, who represents
them. Those are the people who have
dummied Narra Tarra, not to put
too fine a point on it. Originally
the Government sold 5,597 acres
at lid., 6,724 acres at 3s. 9d.,
6,676 acres at Os. 3d., anid 4,759 acres of
first class land at 9s. ld. They bought
back 23,000 acres for £26,000, and this
is wvhat we are asked to continue to do.
Certain improvements have been made
there. We are told that a house, out-
buildings, stables, shearing and machi-
nery sheds are there; that 1,000 acres
have been cleared out of 26,000 acres-
That seems to be the usual percentage in
Western Australia-one in 26.

The Minister for Lands: We will alter
that later on.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Then there ap-
pear to have been 3,000 acres riugharked
150 miles of fencing carried out, and
eighlt good wveils and windmills on the
property. The water is shallow in that
district, so that we can reckon these wells
are practically soaks.

Mr. George: How much has been spent
on it?

Air. UNDERWOOD: They paid the
Government £7,962 16s. 10d. According
to my calculation, to put these improve-
ments in, would cost something like
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£7.000. There are a house, outbuildings,
stables, and machinery sheds, and for all
the possible use they would be to the se-
lector £1,000 is full value for them. No
selector Could possibly afford to pay
£1,000 for his house and sheds. There
ame 1.000 acres cleared-f 1,000. That
count, v could be cleared for £1 per acre.
That makes a total of £2,000. Then
there are 3.000 acres ringharked at 2s.
per aere-£300. Then there is 150 miles
of fencing at £20 a mile, or £3,000. Then
we have the eight good wvells. We all
know that in the Narra Tarna country
the wells are shallow, in soft sinking
and present no difficulties. If you go
through these items it will be found that
there are not L9,000 of improvements on
the place. These people expended about
E6.000 on the improvements and about
£7,000 for the land; and they have re-
ceived from the Government £C22,000,
showing a net profit of about 100 per
ceat, on their outlay. Advantageously
for the coming selector the Goverment
could put all these improvements on laud
that we own at the present time, instead
of giving Dalgety, and Bush and others
these profits. If we want. to have land
improved, we have millions of acres of
it; let uts go and put the money into
that and we will have improvedl land to
put the people on. Then we could afford
to build a railway to it. By having his
land improved the selector could take his
crop off the first year and so wye would
have the railway paying from the jump.
But these people are allowed to get in
and hold the land and then make 100
per cent. by selling it to the Government.
The leader of the Opposition spoke of
the huge profits the Government make
from the next purchaser to whom they
sell; but I protest on behalf of Western
Australia against the huge profits we
allow Dalgety and 'Moustaka to get out
of it. Even if we were to allowv them
to make a profit once and stop at that T
would not mind so much; but when we
enact that the land can be sold again on
non-residential conditions, we let flalgety
and Co. get in once more and make an-
other £12,000 or £14,000 out of uts. The
position is absurd in the extreme.

Mr. 'Monger: Did you say Dalgety &
0). made all this?

Mr. UNDERWOOD : Dalgety and
Moustaka, Dalgety & Company. And,
after all, Dalgety & Company are chiefly
Japanese; they run their Japanese boats
tip and down our coasts. We were told
the other night that the Savings Bank
had no money with which to provide in-
creased advances to settlers taking uip
land; hut in the Bill we are providing
that that institution, which has no money
to advance to settlers, is to provide the
money to purchase these estates. I do
not think we could have a more ridicu-
lous and absurd proposition put before
a House of thinking men.

Mr. Angwin: The settlers pay 5 per
cent., but -this is taken up at 4 per cent.

M1r. UNDERWOOD: I am aware of
that: 4 per cent. is paid by the Agricul-
tural Bank to the Savings Bank. Here
we have the position, that there is no
money in the Savings Bank to assist set-
tiers to gV on Government land, yet we
are going to take from the hank money
to repurchase estates wvhich we are going
to sell on non-residential conditions. I
wvish to enter my protest against this,
and against the policy of buying land
on the one hand and selling it oa the
other as being the most ridiculous and ab-
surd ever put before any body of men. I
amn positively sine the Australian abori-
gines, who are supposed to be the lowest
race on earth, would know considerably
better than to follow a practice of that
sort.

Air. MONGER (York) : I had no in-
tention of speaking on this Bill until the
last moment when I came in and heard
the member for Pilbara speaking in the
wvay he did of a firmi which has done
more for the adivancement of Western
Australia than any other banking in-
stitution in the State. It would be un-
becoming on my part if I did not tell
hon. members a little of what that in-
stitution has done. Whether they be, as
we so frequently hear, employers of col-
oured labour I am not going to touch
upon, but I would like the member for
Pilbara to hear these few words that I
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cam going to say this afternoon in favour
of Dalgety & Co.

Mr. Scaddan: Put them on a grams-
phone.

Mr. 'MONGER: I wish that hyaenish
laugh, which so often emanates from
the member for Ivanhoe, would for a few
moments cease. I was going to say, that
if it were not for the efforts made by this
firm during the trying times of the early
nineties, there would be very few of the
old settlers occupying the prominent posi-
tions they do to-day.

Air. Swan: They do not seem to bless
Daigety & Co. much.

Mr. MONGER: There is not one man
in Western Australia who has had deal-
ing with the firm of Dalgety & Co.--

Mr. W. Price: On a point of order, I
-would like to know if we are discussing
Dalgety & Co. or the Agricultural Lands
Purchase Bill. I have no desire to listen
to a eulogism of Dalgety & Company.

The SPEAKER: The bon. member for
York is somewhat wide of the mark.

Mr. MONGER: I have no desire what-
ever to eulogise the fim of Dalgety &
Company nor have I any axe to grind,
but I would be wanting in my place in
this House, as an old West Australian,' if
I were to allow the remarks and innuen-
does of the member for Pilbara to pass
unnoticed.

Mx. Underwood: You can scarcely eal]
them innuendoes.

Mr. MONGER: I would like to tell
the member for Pilbara, and that smiling
genius on the cross benches, that flalgety
& Company have at the present moment
more money legitimately invested in
Western Australia, than all the rest of
the banking institutions of Western Aus-
tralia put together.

Mr. Swan: Why don't you go down
on your knees to them?

Air. MONGER: Personally I have no-
thing to thank them for, hut I like to see
praise given where it should he given; and
I do not like to see a lot of men who
know nothing about -what the state of the
country was twenty years ago when Dal-
gety & Company camne here" do not
like to bear them make disparaging state-
ments about that firm. I say with all

respect there is no firm in Western Aus-
tralia that has done more for Western
Australia and West Australians than Dal-
gety & Company.

Mr. Collier : Have they not made
money out of Western Australia?

Mr. M1ONGER: They have not been
here from philanthropic motives, but they
have been absolutely fair. There are men
in this Chamber and in another place who
should go down on their knees every night
and thank God that Dalgety & Company
came to Western Australia. Were it not
for that fact those happy homes, those
big homes they are now residing in would
have been resided in by some other in-
dividuals. If the member for Pilbara
had made reference to some of those
wealthy squatters flourishing in the
mother country and who are deriving big
dividends through the assistance rendered
them by this firm-if he had asked for
increased taxation in that direction I
would have agreed with him. However,
I think the member for Pilbara, will
agree with me, that in his references to
this firm he was somewhat out of place.
In connection with this Land Purchase
Bill, I think the Government are going
in a fairly wise direction, and so long as
the selection board consists of gentlemen
who--

Mr. Heitmaun: They are going to in-
crease the number on the board to twelve;
do you agree to that?

Mr. MNONGER: So far as the members
of the board are concerned, personally I
have every confidence in them.

Mr. Collier: Who are they?

Mr. MONGER: They are Mr. Pater-
son, Mr. Cook, and Mr. Richardson.

'Ur. Heitmann: Why, they are the
Agricultural Bank trustees!

Mr. Troy: You have not been in the
State sufficiently long to know these
things.

M r. MNONGER: All the gentlemen as-
sociated with the Agricultural Bank and
the Land Purchase Board are men held in
the very highest repute throughout the
length and breadth of Western Australia
and any recommendations that may em-
anate from those gentlemen will receive
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my' support. There may be one or two
items in the Bill I wiUl disagree with.

M~r. Scaddan: Do you agree to reduce
the salaries of the board*~

Mr. MION(OER: I once referred to the
hyenaish laugh of the member for Ivan-
hoe. During the present session he has
taken up so much of our time laughing
not only at himself, but at every expres-
sion that falls from this side of the House
that it is nearly time he was put to his
proper bearings. I support the second
reading of the Bill.

Mr. CARSON (Oeraldton) : I am very
glad that -the Government have intro--
duced this measure, for I believe it will
work great good to the State. It is wise
to secure large estates dlose to railways
for the purpose of closer settlement. I
admit that we have plenty of Crown
lands tor disposal, but if it is possible
to secure these estates, we shall get a
ready sale for them. Most, if not all of
these estates, bare the railways passing
through them, or at all events in close
proximity, and if wheat is grown there,
instead of their being used solely for
grazing1 purposes. it will mean a very
great increase to the traffic on the rail-
waqy system. I feel sure that thle Same
amount of sheep will be carried on the
estates with closer settlement as those
estates carry now, and there will be the
great advantage of the land being set-
tled by very many more families than is
now the case. The close settlement of
those lands will mean more work for the
various industries. If members knew the
condition of affairs in the Victoria dis-
trict they would not oppose the motion.
Within a radius of 30 miles of Gerald-
ton we have eight estates comprising over
270,000 acres& Of this quantity 150.000
acres is cultivable land capable of grow-
ig cereals estimated to produce, at an
exceedingly low average. 10 bnshels per
acre. This would mean the export of a
million bushels of wheat from Geraldton.
There have been three estates there re-
purchased by the Government, Oskabella,
N'arra, Tarrra, and Mount Erin. We have
heard a good deal from the member for
Pilbara with regard to she price of these
properties. It is not for members to criti-

ewe the prices, more especially as we
have a competent board to value the pro-
perties. The leader of the Opposition
referred to the M~ount Erin estate %vhich
brought a profit of something- like £6.OU0.
With regard to the Oakahella estate, it
h as y et to be proved whether the price
paid for it was too high; also whether
the price for the Narra Terra estate was
too high. As to the latter, I can informi
members that while I recognise that the
full price has ben paid, still a short time
ago 1,000 acres of the estate purchased
at lid, per acre-probably that was
poison land-were repurchased by IMr.
Lacey for £1 an acre.

Mfr. Underwood: It was 5,900 acres.
Mr. CARSON: There was 60,000

acres in the property, amud the wheat
yield averaged 15 bushels an acre. Some
of the crops this year will give 30 bushels
an acre. Land values are going up con-
siderably. The member for Pilbara, has
said it would be idiotic to buy these lands
and then sell them. If hae found that he
could purchase land and sell it again soon
afterwards at a higher price he would re-
alise what a wise proposition it was. This
is the position the Government are
in at the present time. There are plenty
of people to buy that land because it
is near the railway. Bowes' estate of
40,000 acres has been offered to the
Government, but it is impossible for
them to secure it unless this Bill becomes
law. There are several other estates avail-
able in the same district, and in other
parts of the country. The Government
cannot get them now, however, as there
is no authorisation. The property I have
mentioned is one of the best in the dis-
trict, and it will mean a very great deal
to the locality if it is purchased. It -will1
be in the best interests of the State if
the Bill becomes law. Of the other large
estates which will be available for pur-
chase. I feel su"re that if they are se-
cured, they will he the means of bring-
ing a great deal of traffic to the railways,
makting them in consequence a better
paying proposition. It has been pointed
out that this money will came from the
Savings Bank. That is not at all neces-
sary, for the Government can give de-
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beatures for 20 years beating interest at
4 per cent., and there is no need to go
to the bank. -Members have complained
repeatedly about there being no laud
available wvithin 15 miles of a railway.
Here we have 275,000 acres within a
radius of 15 miles of a railway.

Mr. Collier: We can build a railway
to where the Crown lands are.

Mr. CARSON: The railway to this
district is already built. I support
the second reading with great pleasure.

Mr. AV. PRICE (Albany) : I rise to
oppose the second reading and I do so
de.,pite the fact that I know there are
estates in proximity to my electorate
which have been offered to the Gov-
ernment, and which I believe, if
purchased, would result in closer
settlement springing up. It is the
duty of every member however, to con-
sier the best interests of the State as a
whole, and not only the interests of a
particuilar section. In travelling along
the various lines, particularly through the
agricultural areas, members cannot help
being struck wvith the fact that the best
areas of land are lying idle and are mon-
n',,,ised by persons holding them
piurely- -

Yr. Underwood: For the Government
fo repurchase.

)fr. WV. PRICE: Either that or for
pi:vate individuals to purchase. Until the
(iovernment have done al they can to
cc mpel the holders of Ithe land at present
lying idle to place it to profitable use,
t.ier should not ask the House to agree
to th~e systemn of repurchase. I cannot
rrdler~tand why with millions of acres
ol' land lying idle members should be
a'4;ed to agree to the Hill. If we had a
eon~e'ted population and there was no
lurid 1telonging to the Government avail-
-''e for the people, we might well be
asked to consider such a measure as this,

14v he present time the Government-
T 1 I'fe assurance of the Mlinister for

I : , -Iave millions of acres of land
oirl' vaitin-, for settlement to become
i " ';,e. and for the people to become

sad1( prosperous anon it. In view
I cannot imagine what prompts

4-, orzment to ask members to agree

to a measure of this character. I call to
mind an estate I pass through about
once a fortnight. It consists of several
thousand acres on the Great Southern
railway obtained originally by a Crown
grant, so that the Government have never
received one penny for it. Not a single
hour's work has been put uponI that es-
tate, which is held by the wife of a one
time prominent politician of this State.

Mr. Heitmann : Where is lie now?

-Mr. WV. PRICE: In the Federal P'ar-
liamient. The estate is valued at £5per
acre.

The M1inister for Lands: I ,,an buy it
for one-third of that.

Mr. W. PRICE: If so why is it that
the Government go into the back blocks
to repurchase estates? The railway line
runs iright through it. r am assured by
a member wvho knows the country well,
and is a large landowner himself in the
district, that hie is prepared to give L5
an acre for that estate, and still there
is nothing done on it, while bona fide set-
tiers are forced 40, .50, and even 60 miles
from the railway in order to get land.
If the Government were sineco e in their
d1esije to see the unoccupied land settled
they uiiold introduce such a system of
laud taxation as; would compel the owners
of th~ese large e~tateA, either ti, improve
tbeirn themselves. 'is allow ot ),gi to dto
it fm i them. If the Governm ent took
steps in that direction, and forced these
unoccupied estates to be used they might
reasonably bring forward a measurem of
Ihis kind, but until they do that, ntil
th@ show they have used every effort
to force the people who at present own
lands, either to use them or to make them
available for others, they should not ask
us to pass a Bill of this ind. We are
asked to pass this Bill for the repurchase
of certain estates. Those estates are not
named, but it is understood that certain
estates are in view. The Government
l'avinme once sold the land are now buying
it bark asrain and will proceedl immiedi-
ately afterwards to sell it a second time.
acting, the part of land jobbers. We are
assured by the member for Ger-ldlton
that the value of the land is grailu all.
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Is it because the value is going uip that
the Government are to be laud jobbers?

Mr. Underwood: If it is going uip why
sell our milions of acres?

Mrf. W. PRICE: I might consider the
Advisibihty, of supporting the Hilt if in-
stead of selling the land once it was re-
purchased, tie Government were pre-
pared to lease it out. We have the ex-
perience of New South Wales in this con-
nection. They went in for a system of
repurchase, hut they -were not foolish
enough to -sell the land again but tet it as
leasehold, perpetual leasing. They never
parted with the fee simple of the estates
they repurchased. If the Government
-were prepared to lease the land which
they repurchased there might be some
justification for the measure; but in view
of the fact that the Goverment propose
to sell the land after repurchase, and will
not take steps to compel the owners of
targe. estates to put their estates to the
best use, I must oppose the Bill, and I
express the sincere hope that it will not
pass the second reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERJAL (Ron.
. L. Nanson) : The hon. member who

lies just spoken is apparently uinder the
impression that these estates which
are repurchased by the Government
are invariably hield by their original
holders unimproved and unused, and
in an idle condition. So f ar as
the estates toi which reference has been
mnade, and to which -the major portion of
the criticism has been levelled, the es-
tates around Geraldton, no description
zan be mote erroneous. Oakabella. Narra
Tarra, the Mount Erin estate, and the
'Bowes estate-the latter has not yet been
purchased-all of them are properties
which in the hands of the original ow-
ners were returning handsome profits.
They are not estates that date from yes-
terday1 but they go back to a date prior
to the existing land laws of the State.
They are properties from which hand-
some revenues have been derived for
many years past. When 30 or 40, or
even 50 years ago people went to the
Champion Bay district and saw the rich
land there they took uip these estates,

(64)

and they have been devoted to grazing
purposes for many years.

Mr. Underwood: The Narra Tarra e.4-
estrte was not taken uip 50 years ago.

The ATTORNEY GEN ERlAL: ft has
been in existence many years; it was
taken ltp before the jiresent land laws
care into existence, and since opportuni-
ties have been offerer] o~f taking uip land
under eonditional purchase those uppor-
(unities have Ifeeli avai~led of as far as
possible by tile o wners of Narra Tarrn
and flakahella What the Government
bare to) ask themselves in regard to
estates of this character is 'whether
it is better for the State, whether it is
better for the districts in which these es-
tates are situated, that they should, al-
though profitable, he limited to carrying
a number of sheep with a limited popula-
tion, or whether they should be subdivided
and instead of carrying nothing but sheep
and cattle, should carry a considerable
population. I remember the ease of the
Mount Erin estate when I first repre-
sented the Greeno ugh constituency in this
Parliament. At that timne it was a large
p astoral property, alnd there was no
population on it 'with the exception of
the owner of the estate and a few boun-
daryw riders. A\t the present time tiLe
whole of that estate has been subdivided,
and on that estate there is ai large num-
ber of settlers and their families,' and so
far as 'I amn aware these settlers are do-
ing- welt out of their holdings.

Mr'. Taylor: HOW much is unsettled
there?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
whole of the Mount Eria estate has been
taken uip or at least by far the larger
portion of it. The Minister for Lands
informs me that the whole has been taken
up. It has been said as to the Mount
Erin estate that the Government made at
profit of £G.O00. I am not aware if that-
is the ease. I should like certainly that
substantiated, to see if it be trule or not,
because there can be not questionl when
this policy of repurchasing estates was in-
troduced it never was the intention thathe
Government should make a profit out of
the lands, but should merely act as inter-
mediary hdtwecn the large holder, to buy
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from him and to sell to other people, to
make sufficient provision against risk, and

also perhaps to provide a certain amount
of money for making roads and similar
conveniences for the settlers, but it was

never intended that a large additional
profit should be made out of the trans-
actions. The Government sold at a value

and it may happen, as fortunately in

Western Australia at the present time it

does happen, that agricultural lands are

increasing in v-alue. It may happen that

the land which a few years ago was con-
sidered worth only a small sum, may to-

day be worthi a much larger amount. The

mnemlber for Pilbarat in referring to the

ease of Narra Tarra and other estates

seemed to look on it as a grievance that

land which some years ago was fetching

only a few shillings an acre, and in

some cases only a shilling an acre, to-day

is sold for much larger amounts. instead
of regretting that circumstance, I look

upon it as one of the most satisfactory
and hopeful features in Western Austra-

lia to-day. It has never been suggested,

and it -has never been shown in regard

to these repurchased estates, that they

have not in the great majority of eases

been sold at a fair market value. In re-

gard to these estates in the North, the

Narra Tarra and the Oakahella, if it

were shown that a fair market value was

paid, and I -believe no more than a fair

market value was paid, it should be a

source of satisfaction to all of us to

think that the low values placed on lands

a. few years ago, because people did not

realise the high productive capacity Of
these lands, has -been proved by subse-

quent experience not to be justified. Do

members opposite suppose for a moment

that the agricultural lands in Western

Australia are going to stand at the value

they are fetching to-day? I shall not be

satisfied, and no member who has studied

the question will be satisfied, until the

value of land in Western Australia, that

is agricultural land, is of a value equal
to~ that of similar lands in the Eastern

States. it is a great advantagze we

havje v, offer that we are se;lling

in, Western Australia to-day land which

is very muceh below the vatlue it will be in

a few years to come. It would be a set-
back to the agricultural industry if the
Government threw overboard the policy
of repurchase which has been such a sue-
cess, and allowed the large estates wvhiclh
are in close proximity in most cases to
towusites and railways to rest and pre-
vent them being turned to the best pos-
sible account. If members can show that
in any case hardship has been caused to
any particular section of the community,
and that the State is really losing money
on the transaction, if it can be shown that
the land is not being put to profitable use,
there might he some reason for abandon-
ing the system of repurchase; but it in
all to the contrary. It is shown by ex-
perience in regard to these estates that
land which hitherto has been returning a
profit in some cases, and possibly in other
eases not returning a profit because it
was not utilised, that that land is to-day
returning a handsome profit. The set-
tlers who have gone on repurchased es-
tates are satisfied with the productive
capacity of these estates, and increased
freight has been provided for ouir
railways. In the Geraldton district, the
Northampton railway which was orig-
inally built as a mineral line, and was
the first railwvay built in Western Aus-
tralia, for many years wvas run at a great
loss, when the lead mining industry de-
clined. And it is only nowv becoming a
profitable proposition. What is the rea-
son of the change? It is because of the

policy of repurchasing and the resump-
tion of pastoral lands by the Government,
and the devoting of the lands to wheat
growing and mixed farming. While it
is possible that criticism may be-
directed against individual repurchases,
I do not think it is possible to get
away from the broad general conclusion
that this policy has been not merely a
qualified success imut has been a success of
a very striking and emphatic description.
The argument has been used that because,
we have large areas, enormous areas o
Crown lands suitable for settlement, and
which we are ready to sell, that this policy
of repurchase should cease for the time-
being. Dlo members who advance that

Prgument fully realise what it meanst
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IP ieans that this land along the rail-
ways and iii pvoxiwity to the coast is not
to be utilised to its full -productive
capacity and that the railways serving
these properties are to be deprived
of a considerable proportion of their
prafit-earning capacity. That being'
the case it is incumbent upon members
who oppose die polity of repurchase to
submit something practicable in place of
it. To merely urge that the holders of
these estates, who are in many cases
turning them to a good purpose,
though possibly not to the best
purpose, hut which they find personally
profitable, to urge that the holders should
be taxed to such an extent that they
would be compelled to sell seems to be
only a euphemistic way of declaring that
the tax should be so heavy that the pro-
perty of these people should be confis-
cated. It is an easy matter to urge in
a general sort of way that properties
should be so heavily taxed that the ow-
ners should be compelled to sell.

Mr. Taylor: To work.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: They

are being worked; they are highly de-
veloped pastoral properties carrying
large -numbers of sheep and -bringing in
thousands of pounds to their owners.
Are you to take individual properties
and specially tax them, or are you to
take the properties as a. whole and put
on a general tax? Uf you take the in-
dividual properties and tax them in order
to compel the owners to sell you commit
an injustice. If you try taxation all
round you will find that in order to get
at a few large holders you will inflict a
hardship on a large number of smaller
owners. The problem is not such an
easy one as some members imagine, There
is no reason why wve should exchange a
policy which has justified itself for one
the result of which must be highly prob-
lematicaL. arid would not do the work so
speedily or so satisfactorily as it is done
by the well-tried repurchase system.

Mr. GORDON (Canning) : I support
the second reading of this Bill because
I believe in the principle of repurchas-
ing estates under certain conditions.
There is only one thing I wish to point

ut, that is how this proposition of re-
purchase is likely to be abused, that is
in the repurchase of laud not likely to be
snitable for agriculture. That is what we
mean by first-class land. Now the present
Land Purchase Board has made a very
marked departure from what was or-
iginally intended in the Act. The Act in-
tended that only' first-class land was to
be repurchased, but we find the board
-and of course the Government have to
accept its decision-buying second end
third-elass land, and I do not know where
this is going to end, At any rate I
strongly object to the principle. The
prices of the Narra Tarna land show me
that the laud is not suitable for agricul-
ture, and I think the board was wrong
in purchasing that estate with so much
inferior land in it. I hold with the policy
of repurehasinlg estates for the reason
that the class of land repurchased the
Government have not got for sale; and
especially is it necessary in the case of
Oeraldton where there is no Government
land available in the neighbouirhood of
the port; but I do not think the Govern-
ment should repurchase second or third-
class land.

Mr. Carson:, Would you throw the es-
tate out because it is only th~ree parts
good.

Mr. GORDON: Of course it is hard to
get a big block of country without in-
ferior land in it, but when we have a
pl ace like Narra Tarra with nearly all
second and third-class land, the Govern-
ment should look into the transaction and
find out whether the Lands Purchase
Board is to blame or not. Of course it
may be that land classified in the past as
second and third-class lanid may to-day
be classed as first-class,! but it does not
appear to me that this land has been
taken up aA third-class long enough to
be classed as second-class to-day. Now,
following on the principle of buying
second-class land, we find in the Bill that
a thousand acres 'of second-class land is
not good enough, and it is to be extended
to 2,000 acres. Then of course it will fol-
low that" if we buy third-class land we
will have to extend the area to 5,000
acres. I hold that the intention of the
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original Act was that only first-class land
should be repurehased and that this
should be the intention of the amending
Bill before us.

11r. WA-LKER (Kanowvna):- 1 in-
tend to vote for the second reading if
it be only to fight against those very evils
pointed out in the alleged opposition to
the Bill. The Government must retain
in their hands the power to take back es-
tates for the purpose of subdividing them
.and] allowing our people to occupy them.
If thle Government do not keep that pow-
er in their hands, then the capitalists and
large owners will take it in their bands.
We have seen s;omething of this onl the
Midland Railway, If the Mlidland estate
bad been in the possession of the State
there is no doubt it could have been used
to far greater advantage so far as in-
coming settlers are concerned' than is the
ease now when it is manipulated by those
who have it in charge.

Mr. Heitwiann: They are settling more
on their land than the Government at
present,

Mr. WVALKER: I know;- not alto-
gether on 'the terms the Government can
give. At all events the power should not
be out o? our hands to do so. Individual
eases, particularly the striking case point-
ed out by the leader of the Opposition,
must be dealt with on their merits. We
ought to have the capacity of reviewing
all options of sale in the House. I am
under the impression that when the pur-
chase of a large estate is under consider-
ation it should have more review than it
gets. No one can hare a greater horror
of the land jobs that may be perpetrated
in this country, as they have been perpe-
trated in the East, than I have; hut the
policy, 1 take it, should be close settle-
ment;- and when any large estate stands
in the way, whether it is being utilised
or is lying idle, whenever it stands in the
way of settling popiation, we should
have it in our power, without doing an
injustice to anybody, fairly to take that
land, buy it back and utilise it.

Mr. Collier: The better way would be
to legislate so that it is not profitable to
hold these estates.

lr. WA[TCEIR: I am with the hon.
niember there, but we are in the position
of a young settlement. We have what
may he very well described as our mil-
lions, not a few thousands, and we may
give a moan a larger estate to encourage
himt to go further out away from populla-
tion-we may do that, T say-where for
a time his employment will be chiefly
that of a pastoralist: hut it will not be
many years before population overtakes
that pastoralist, and he who is a solitary
pioneer, having, to travel miles and miles
to get to any centre of civilisation, will
be right in the thick of population and
settlement. Then shall we say to him,
"You can hold your- big estate still and
.still hold it as a pastoral run," when we
want it for agricultural purposes? No.
Neither would it be fair to say to him,
"YOU have helped to develop this country.
you have gone back and invited people
to come after you, you went where few
would follow at the time; you have had
trials and difreulties, and now that you
have done so much, hand it back, give it
ip without any reward or compensation."'

There is no mnan, I do not care what
principles he holds, who would be unfair
enough to take uip Lhat position. There
should 'be some rccognition of those who
have taken uip land in the early days
when at the time these lands were right
out of the track. We must recognise that
they have as much vested interest, while
the law is there, as the man who has
taken tip a sinall block within a few miles3
of the metropolis, and we must give them
what is fair-but no wore. I object dis-
tinctly to anything like rookery, but I
say we should recognise Lair play and
justice and should give fair play if the
State can use the land better. In the
meantime I aim one8 who is anxious to
push along everything that will compel
all men holding or owning land to put it
not only to his private interiest, but also
to public utility. That is one thing we
must not neglect; but the two things can

bedone, 'we can give fair play, we can
give a fair price-and no more; ire
should not give at penny more than a
fair price in purchasing any big estate
that is blocking the possibility of settle-
ment in settled districts.
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Mr., GEORGE (Murray): I hare list-
ened with a great amount of interest to
the remarks -of the hion. member and it
wasS quite refreshing to me at any rate to
hear the spirit of what I think we must
term fair play running- through hi-,
speech. The general impression I gath-
cued fromn some remarks- made by some
of the previous speakers was that any
person holding a large estate is neces-
sarily a criminal against the State.

Mr. Collier: Not at all.
Mr. GEORG-'E: And should be taxed

to hurst uip his estate if possible, or else
muake him work it and so give more em-
ploymeenL on his land. I am not against the
principle of a man, if he has land, pro-
viding employment. I think it is a duty
everyone owes to the State that as far
as our means allow we should provide
sufficient; emnployment and sufficient pay.

Mr. Collier: To monopolise the land
Mr. GEORGE: The member for Kan-

owna talked about fair play; let us hare
a bit of fair play. What has been the
laud policy of Australia. from the in-
ceptioni I1; has been to get people to

settle on the land and occupy it and do
something with it.

31r. Collier: With what result 9
Mr. GEORGE: If the lion. member

iit hold himself in patience a little I
shall get on with my argument, and give
him the result, and perhaps a little more
-because I hold startling ideas wvith re-
gard to private proprietorship of land.
I am with the member for Kanowna in
believing that if any State puts forward
a, land policy and invites people to settle
on the land, it owes some amount of fair-
ness to those people it gets to comne and
settle on the land. The idea that because
in former times. or perhaps at the present
time, people arie invited to settle on 2,000
or 5.000 acres of land. as years, pass by
they must be looked upon as almost
criminals because they hold that land.
is foreign to any sense of fair play and
foreign to the principle of inviting people
to comne and settle on the land.

Mr. Collier: Then you will oppose the
Billq

Mr. GEORGE: The Attorney General
spoke with regard to the selling of land

aud putting'L a tax upon people to
make them part with their estates,
and realise, and so forth. Hle
mi~rht have gone further and put
a tax on the people who will not go
Prnd buyv land. I can avsure members
that th~ere are mnany landowners who
would onily be -too iglad to sell if they
had the oppor3tciiity because they find
flint with the legi-ation-I am not de-
erying ic-thiat iq looming- in the near
future in this place to possess land will
almost be sntlicient crime to consign a
man to Karrakatt..

Mr. Scaddan: There is an easy way
out of it.

Mr. GEORGE:- Many persons in the
Slate who by some means or other have
suburban lands would be very glad to,
get rid of their land at almost any price,
but there are no buyers. It seems to me
that when people talk about the sin of
the unearned increment and speculation
and so forth they must remember that this

speulaionand Suich like has been en-
courvaged by the Gov-ernment of the day,
and the Glovernment of the day have
been presumably directed hy Parliament-
However, in connection with the Bill,
one of the reasons tha t seems to justify
the repurclHasinig of estates is this, that a
inan who hans selected a piece of ground.,
and whot is married, or very sooli will be,
as he CFLLWII to~ be. iii the course of time
is blessed with a, large f amity, and what
is mor-e natural for him when that family
-~rows uip around him than to desire that
they should settle around him if they
(-an? There is a good deal of the old
patriarchal spirit with people settled on
the land. They like to have their sons
and daughters and relatives round about
them. In many instances that is the rea-
son why a large area of round is taken
up in the first instanLce.

Mr. Heitinn: No one objects to that.
Mr. GEORGE: Mlost of the people

who take uip land, whether it is freehold
or under selection, do go with thie idea
that when their children grow up
thecy would like to have themn
mou1nd about then). As I say,
there is a good deal of the patriarchal
spirit surviving at the present time-
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I can give instances in the Murray elec-
torate where there are large families. I
know of one family of 22, and more
power to them. This particular family
illustrates the case that I am referring
to. There is no land for them in that
particular district, but there is a large
estate belonging to that fortunate firm,
Dalgety & Cu., wvhich I should like to see
neptirchased, so that these people might,
be settled on it. If the sons want a
p)iece of land they have to go into the
niever-nev'er countr,,and then run the risk
of not being able to get it there. Farm-
ers like to get their children around them,
and it is a laudable desire and one that
we should assist to bring about. I think
the Government are justified in acquiring
large estates if they carry out the prin-
eiples, not of land jobbers, but of a
progressive Government, with the desire
to do the best they can for the people of
the country. I have some figures before
me from a return obtained from the
Minister, and I find that on 13 estates,
which have been purchased there is a loss
of £17,000. Perhaps that amuount is not
much if you take the acreage, but the
p~art I ohiecti to is that on another five
estates there is a profit of just over
£17,000. I contend that if the Govern-
ment purchase an estate it is not for
them to fix the price of the land at such
,a figure that it will bring them within
range of the charge of being land jobbers.
The Government purchase land to dis-
tribute to the small holder, and conse-
quently, if the Government step in to
distribute this land among small people
they should do so in such a way
as to recoup themselves for the ex-
penditure incurred and not one cent.
more. Whien we take this return
and we find that on five estates
Cold Harbour, Dudara, Bolgart, Mount
Erin, and Wallya a proft of ;£17;000
was made, I contend that that money has
been taken from the pockets of the
people. If it had been left there much
more good would have resulted to the
State. We all know that when we start in
life a pound in our pockets is more im-
portant to us than £5, or £10, or even
£50 when we get older. It is when at man
starts that his troubles begin. This

£17,000 profit belongs to the people of
[lie five estates, and should not have been
taken fromu them. The Mlinister will say,
"Oht, well we have to take it in one big
lot." [ say that is not so, you cannot rob
one part of the State to pay the loss of
another part and the C17,000 profit be-
loogn; to those five estates, while the
£17,000 loss should not be hidden, hut
should be shown so that the House should
he able to deal with the question of the
management of the Land Purchase Board.

Mr. Troy: Would it not be better to
put the surplus aside to provide roads
in the estatesl

Mkr. GEORGE: I have no objection to
a proposal of that sort. If the people get
conveniences in the shape of roads they
have got what they have provided money
for. It should be done in that way, or
the moneyv should not be taken from their
pockets. The amount lost in connection
with these estates should be presented to
the House in such a form so that it might
be reviewed, and so that members might
deal with the question as to whether the
Land Board has or has not been carry-
ing out its work properly. Another state-
ment made by an hon. member, which
gave me a certain amount of concern,
and which I should be glad to have the
Minister's views upon when he replies,
was that certain large estates had been
purchased and instead of them being
kept for the small people a certain sec-
tion had been able to pick the eyes out
of them and take the bigger portion of
the land. The statement is either erron-
eous or correct. If it is erroneous it should
be contradicted. If it is not erronqous
then such a condition of affairs is not
right, and we should have the opportunity
of expressing our opinion on it. The re-
purchase of these estates can only be
justified by the fact that there are people
who are desirous of getting land, and
will take it up in reasonable blocks and
not block further settlement. It is my
intention to support the Bill, but there
are a few alterations that I shall en-
deavour to make in Committee. I should
however like the Minister to take into
consideration the fact that the profit be-
longs to the people, and I should like
him either to repudiate or affirm the as-
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sertion made that the eyes have been
picked out Of some of these estates. I
have heard it said, and I give it f or
what it is worth that in connection with
some of these properties there has been
some undue preference shown in connee-
tion with the allotmnent of the blocks, I
know at the same time that it is hardly
possible to do anything without someone
coming along and finding fault, but I
would like the Minister to explain to the
House whether it is or it is not possible
for such a thing to be done.

Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet) : The oppo-
sition to this Bill is largely based upon
the objection bon members have to the
existence of large estates, and I do not
think that if the Bill is prevented from
passing the House that objection will be
overcome. I am prepared to vote for the
second reading of the Bill though in Com-
mittee I intend to move an amendment
with regard to the manner of disposing
of an estate when it comes into the hands
of the Government. There are two ways
of getting rid of these large estates. The
first is by means of taxation, taxing the
properties so heavily as to compel the
owners to put them into use, or giving
another person the opportunity to use it,
and secondly, repurchase by the Govern-
ment and disposing of it to the selectors
at first hand. I know from experience
that there is in this State a v'ery large
number of estates, particularly in the
districts spoken of by the Attorney Glen-
eral, which are very valuable, and which
should be purchased as soon as possible.
If these estates are not purchased the
State will not get that advantage from
the land which it would get if the pro-
perty were in the hands of a greater
number of persons, and in this way put
to better use. If the Bill is not passed,
and if any opposition is shown and the
opposition proves successful, these es-
tates may remain in their present condi-
tion for many years to come, and one
day they will have to be purchased and
forced into use. If, therefore, we delay
in this connection we will be asked to
pay about ten times the price that we
might be able to get them for at the
presentL time. Every year the value of

land is going up in this State, and in the
near future our agricultural lands will
be equally as valuable as the best lands
in the Eastern States, and if that be so,
the sooner we get hold of these large es-
tates the better it will be for the people in
the country. If we wait to acquire those
areas until the land is dearer, not only
will the State have to pay a higher price
but the people for whom the land will he
purchased will also he compelled to pay
the Government a much bigger sun. That
is not what f desire to see obtain, and
it is because I know that will obtain that
I intend to give my vote for the second
reading of the Bill. Hon. members will
say "Whly not compel the owners to use
their estates by the pressure of taxa-
tion " Unfortunately we have a Gov-
ernment, in Power which will not carry
Out such a policy as that. The Govern-
ment will not force these people to use
their leases by pressure of taxation, and
since that Government is in power
wve must adopt the best mecans at our dis-
posal to secure those lands so that they
might be distrihuted to the people of the
State and be developed for the good of
the State. What I object to in connec-
tion -with the Government's land policy
is thle policy of selling areas once they
have been repurchased. That merely
Mens perpetuating the old eils which
wre arc seeking to remedy by the passage
of this measure. There is no doubt these
lands will again become large estates
when the very people possessing the am-
bition spokcen of by the member for Mar-
ray and who desire to see all their rela-
lions settled arouni them, acquire these
properties little by little. These people
with large families naturally will get
hold of these farina and so form large
estates again. While these properties may
be secured in comparatively small areas
for large families of sons, the possibility
exists that these sons, like many others,
will not remain around their homes, but
will depart for fresh fields. That is where
the danger lies.

Mr. George: Let us have the delusion
for the time being.

Mr. TROY: There is the danger of the
estates drifting back into the hands of

1-753



1754 [ASSEMBLY.]

one owner, and that is the end which we
shall certainly bring about by purchas-
mng estates and selling them again. There-
fore, when the Bill reaches the Commit-
lee stage, 1 intend to move an aimend-
ment by whichi these estates will be dis-
posed( atf by way of lease such as, is done
in connection with our pastoral areas. I
merely rose to saiy I recognise that an
injury will he done to this State if we
permit the existence of these large es-
tates to continue. I will give my vote for
the second reading of the Bill.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30
P.M.)

_1r. RE1TMANN (Cue):. I have lis-
tened to the debate this evening, andI I
must say that the remarks made by the
Minister -when moving the second reading
'were the most striking of all. He made
a statement which has been made times
out of number in the House, and which
has been contradicted by various mem-
bers of the Mlinistry. That was the state-
ment of the effect that adjacent to ojur
railways we have thousands and thou-
sands of acres of land held in large es-
tates, and which are not being put to any
use at all. I agree with the Minister in
that. 1 agree that along the Great South-
ern Railway there are thousands of acres
which, so far as I can see, have been
simply fenced without further improve-
ments whatever. I travelled over the
line two or three months ago, and I saw
miles of country along the line absolutely
unimproved except for the fences. As
the Minister has stated, we have lots of
land favourably situated as far as rail-
ways are concerned, but which is not be-
iug used at all. It should be the endea-
vour of -the House to see that it is put to
use. So far as this is coucerned I agree
with the Bill; but I disagree with the
method adopted by the Government in
bringing this land into use. I believe
that those people -who, by the improve-
mients made to their own land, have given
an added value to this unused land, have
the right to ask that those -holding this
land unimproved should make some use
of it, We have beard statements made
to-night. which would conivey the impres-

sion that members on this side of the
House believe that the man who holds
land without using it is a criminal. I
do not think any member on this side
of the House would go so far as that. I
have no fault to Aind with the individual
who is holding' a huge area of land and
who refuses to utilise it, but I do find
fault with the Government who know that
this is being done and yet make no at-
tempt to force the holder to use thle land.
A plea his been put forward on behalf
of those settlers who, in the early days.
wvent far out beyond the railways and
look up large areas, as naturally they
had to do for pastoral purposes, and who
now find themselves surrounded by settle-
ment. It is necessary to force these peo-
ple to put their land to 'better use.
Wihile I agree that there is something to
be said for these men, I think that the
man who 'takes up country and never
attempts to use it should be strongly dealt
with. There is an estate on the Great
Southern, valued at £5 per acre. The
holder of that land does not conic into
the cnapory of the industrious and en-
terprising class who went out in the early
days and who have made good use of
their land. This particular land is being
held for an opportunity to sell, and for
no other purpose. There is no doubt
about that. In the repurchase of these
estates the greatest fault I have to find
is with the valuation. So far as the tax-
payers are concerned it is not altogether
satisfactory. I would be prepared to
buy thes~e estates, and to give a fair value
for the land, as arrived at from what the
owners originally paid for it and the
value of the improvements since made.
But I object to a deal such as wus out-
lined 'by the member for Pilbara when
speaking of the Narta Tarra purchase.
In that case, it seems, the land was pur-
chased for a mere song in the first place.
has been held for some IS years, and has
now been sold hback to the Government at
a profit of something like 100 per cent.
I do not think that is satisfactory. While
,we have land in this country-and, as the
M1inister himself said, we have millions of
acres simply waiting for the settler-I
think we ought to direct our efforts to-

1754



[1 DECEMBER, 1909.1)75

wards settling tbet land. I believe we
have surveyed in advance of settlement
something approaching a million acres.
This alone should be sufficient for
requirements for a little time to come.
While I agree that it is not right that
these large areas, or even small areas,
Alongside the railway should be allowed
to remain idle. I think there is a method,
which has been adopted in other parts of
the world, and which could be adopted
by lhis Government. to preveiit Peo-
ie holding the land and not using it.

Another phase of the question was touched
upon by the member for Murray; and I
&in -with him when he states that he is
entirely opposed to the Government buy-
.ng uip these estates and selling them to
the. settler at a profit. It seems -to me
that the men we wan'. to assist, namely
the settlers, are not the men upon whom
we should place a burden merely that we
mig-ht make a few thousand pounds out
of t-hem. It is altogether unnecessary.
In connection with one estate I feel sure
Lu' we could hut have the opportunity
aver again, having regard to the experi-
ence of the Government . and particularly
of the settlers on the estate, we should
refuse to touch it. I refer to the Stirling
estate. I do not think this matter can be
brought up su~fficiently of tea. That it
should be frequently referred to is for
the benefit of the agricultural industry,
and particulary of the settlers on the
estate. When the Minister brings into
this country' 20 or 30 settlers with their
families we see in the newspapers count-
less interviews given by the Minister as
ic 'the progress being made in the settle-
ment of our land. But we have 20 or
PO settlers on the Stirling estate who were
misled in the first place, and to whom
the land was sold at an extraordinary
price. They have since found that the
land was not worth anything like what
they paid for it.

Mr. Layman: Try to buy them out, and
see how you would get on.

Mr. HEITMANN: I do not think it
should be the object of a Government to
endeavour to buy out settlers. Rather
should it be to keep them on the land.
As far as buying out the Stirling estate

is concerned, I know of one settler who
sold out at a price which did not pay him
for the labour and the money he had ex-
pended on the land. T refer to the cae
of Mr. Holmes. In reference to this land,
iR was bought from the private owners
for £10,'000. To that, of course, must be
added interest and sinking fund, and also
the loading of some £6,000 which has
been expended for the purpose of drain-
inig the estate. Now, for this amount the
settlers are returning to the Government
something like £26,000. If any hon.
member will tell me that there is land in
any part of that estate worth £13 an acre
I em prepared to admit that the Govern-
ment have some justification for their
treatment of the settlers.

Mr. Monger: There is plenty of it
wvorth £13.

MNr. FlEITM'vA1\N I would like to see
ilhe him. mnember trying to mnake a living
off the whole of it. T1 was boomed a-
lpihlato land. and as a mnatter of fact,
generally speaking, the settlers have not
got hack their seed. In no case have
they got more than three or four tons to
the acre. They have been loaded with
a little over £6,000 for drainage, and there
are parts of that estate which are really
worse off now as regards water than they
were before the drainage scheme was put
in. The effect of the drainage work has
heeni to drown some of the laud.

Mr. Gill: They were told that would be
the effect of it.-

Mr. HEITMANN: The unfortunate
settler can get no redress. One party
has declared that to get his potatoes out
he would require a boat. When we are
payig so much attentioni to the settler
on our agricultural lands surely it is
time that the Goverinmeut should give
these people a fair deal. I feel perfec-
tly satisfied the work performed for this
£6,000-which will have to be returned
by the settler-is altogether ineffective
and! in fact, is retarding the progress of
the estate in some respects. Certainty
the settler shouild not be forced to pay
this money back to the Government. The
Minister knows the settlers are in a baa
way. He kinows the country is not what
it was suppfsed to he, end he knows the
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estate was eat up very badly, some of tbe
blocks being as smell as 6, 8, and 10
acres. One man has 180 acres consist-
ing of no fewer than nine blocks, and not
three of them are together in one parcel.
That shows that a great blunder was made
from the start. It is time the Minister
did something for these people. The fact
that some have sold out at at fair price
sho uld not receive consideration, as the
reason for that is that those on the dr 'v
lands have to purchase a block in the xvet
area in order to get feed for their stock.
The Government appointed a hoard five
or six nmouths ago, yet it has never met
and has not considered the matter. We
are telling- the world what we are pre-
pared to do for the settlers hut let the
Minister stay at Stirling for a little while
and lie will get the opinion of the set-
tlers as to the sort of encouragement
farmers receive. T am opposed to the
Bill as I think we have any quantity of
land in the couintry,. and there is a method
of dealing with the large estates other
than by hnuying themn with the people's
money. I intend to vote against the Bill,
I will not use the underhand methods
adopted against the Labour Government
when they brought in a proposal to buy
the Midland lands, and when charges
were brought against Ilie GTovernment.
The opponents; of that scheme are those
who are now% supporting the Bill, which
is something on the same lines. T do
not say there is something wrong, as they
did then. as T think the Minister has the
best intentions: bitt I see no reason for
the measure and will vote against it.

Mr. JOHNSON (Guildford) : Before
the Mtinister replies T desire to make a
few remarks. T cannot follow those
members who aire opposing the Bill and
say they will vote against the second
reading, not because they object to the
pninciple. but because they object to the
,details, or that portion of the Bill which
proiddes for the purchase of estates with
a view to selling them again. I agree
with members who look upon that as a
ridiculous proposition, and while I will
take every mneans in my power to amend
the Bill by providing that when the lands
are repurchased they shall be held and let

out on the leasehold system, still I am
with the Nfinister in his desire to get bold
of these big estates and utilise them for
close settlement.

Mr. Underwood:- The Minister believes
in getting hold of them.

Mr. JOHNSON: And I will help bim
to get hold of them. Some members
think that by means of a land tax we
would reach the same result; but in New
Zealand there is a laud tax, and a gradu-
ated one as well, hut it is essential there
for the Government kto repurchase es-
tates. They adopt a very wise course
there of leasing, the Tand instead of sel-
ling it again. It must be ho-me in mind
that some of the estates are very well im-
proved. Some members think that the
estates the Government will purchase are
only those that are not improved. That
is not so. I know of estates in Western
Australia, numbers of them, which it
would be a distinct advantage to the State
for the Government to buy, and cut them
up into small areas. If that is done often
ten times the population will he settled
on the land that is there to-day. These
estates are highl-y and f ully improved and
return a very large amount of profit to
those holding them. They are, however,
too large for one man and it is to the dis-
tinct detriment of the State for one man
to hold such big areas. We want some
means; by which we can get these estates
back, so that the M1inister can let them
out in smaller areas and to other people
for the purposes of closer settlement.

tIn many of these largely improved estates
the land tax would have no effect and
they should. be repurchased. I propose
to support the second reading, and when
we arrive at the Committee stage, to as-
sist those members who desire to see the
Bill amended in the dirction of protect-
ing the interests of Western Australia
to a rester extent than is proposed by
the Bill as introduced.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (in
reply): When I introduced the Bill. I
explained that we desired to have the
land adjacent to railways already con-
strueted brought into use. It might be
that a heavy land tax would have that
effect. but was the idea of having that
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tax ever sug.gested when the opportunity
arose? It seems to me that the speech
itiade by the mnember for Kanowna is a
very reasonable find sensible one. The
owners of the large estates are almost
without exception the men who were the
pioneers, who went into the wilderness in
the early dlays and blazed the track. They
are entitled to consideration. We desire
that those lands abutting on or adjacent
to railways should be brought into use.
The measure will not cause the taxpayer
one pienny of expense for some years.

Mr. Collier: It will do no hairm.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is s-aying a good deal, but 1 go further
and say it will do a great deal of good.
It will bring- lines alongside non-paying-
railway lines into cultivation. For that
reason alone the Bill is justified: hut
there are other reasons. We wish to see
settled on areas now supporting a few
people. a great many farmers. Instead
of there being- eighteen families on es-
tates which the Government have repur-
chased there are now three hundred and
sixty, and in addition manny are living
on small suburban blocks. The eighteen
families would perhaps total one hundred
persons, while there are now on the es-
tates probably twelve hundred. Refer-
ence has been made, I do not know why,
to the Throssell area at Northam and to
estates in the Geraldton district. The
Attorney General has put uip a good de-
fence for the district he represents; now
for the Throssell area of which I know
something. A f ew years ago but a few
sheep were running on it, while to-day
it is practically all cleared and under cul-
tivation. It is true that some of the or-
izinal purchasers of small blocks have
added to their holdings. Surveyors in
cutting up land then did not know as
mnuch as they do now, for they cut up
the blocks into 100 acres or 200 acres at
the most. Mfen who got those small blocks.
have been compelled to add to their hold-
ings. It was wrong in the first place to
ask men to work on the wheat lands on
200 acres People have bought their
7neighbours out and some of them now
hold a square mile of country. There are

no big estates being built uip there but
reasonably comfortable farms capable of
supporting families. There is no objec-
tion to that. Sinee I have had control of
the Department I have instructed that
blocks in the wheat areas should be cut
up into holdings of nol less than 750
acres, The ideal farmn in the drier areas.
is one of 1,000 acres, and if I had had
the cutting up of the estate in question
it would have been into blocks of not
kpss than a square mile. Now corning to
the estates at Geraldlon. The member
for M1urray used somie of my figures but
did not g-et themr all, therefore he got on
the wrong track. He said we had made
an enormous profit from Aft. Erin, but
lie dlid not rend far enough. If he had
dlone so hie would have seen that the es-
tate owes the Government for -the lands
£11,000. which nearly balances the profit.
Thlese estates% have been the subject of
criticism. The Oakabella estate has sold
satisfactorily and is mutch hetter than
most people think. Tt will support a
large number of people and support themn
wvell. Narra Tar-a too has come in for a
good deal of criticismn. I would consider
myself very fortunate if I had ten thou-
sand acres of the best of the land there
art the price we paid for the whole of it.
This estate should be cut uip and pur-
chased f or it is the nearest wheat land
to a port in Western Australia, Imagine
land twelve miles from Geraldton running
sheep. when it should be growing wheat I
The Geraldtou district has not distin-
gished itself in the past as a cereal
growing one, hut it will in the future,
and largely because wve have been able by
aid of the Act to cut uip estates and hing
the land under cultivation. Ten thousand
acres of the land there is 20 bushel land,
just as is a great deal of the land that
has not been considered wheat land in
that district. The Narre Tarna estate in-
cludes I am bound to admoit a consider-
able area of second-clas land, hut it is
a fine estate and it was quite right to re-
purchase it for subdivision. The Cold
Harbour estate was referred to. I believe
it made a profit, and I think it was sold
by auction, and the result was that the
competition forced* the land uip until it
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got beyond a paying proposition. The
leader of the Opposition when Minister
for Lands did quite right to reduce the
value in order to enable settlers to make
a living, particularly as he had a profit in'
hand. There are estates onl the Albany
line. The member for Albany objects to
cutting them uip, but I would like to see
somie of those fine areas, not far frn
-Albany, properly cut uip.

Mr. George: Who owns the big estate?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Hassell. Reference was made to the es-
tate owned by Lady Forrest and it was
said that the owner_ wanted five potinds
per acre, also that it was tunimproved.
That estate tias been improved for many
years. It is no(w reted by somne1who
uses it for a fanin and sheep) run.

Mr. WV. Price: No one mentioned Lady
Torrest's name.

The MINISTER P0R~ LANDS: That
estate conud, 1 am sure, be obtained
at anl outside price of £3 an acre.
The objections that have been raised to
the Bill have "ot been of a very streuu-
Ott-, character. The administration of
the past has beeni criticised. but it could
be said with equal tnithi that the f'unc-
emtintent had very little to do with- the
cutting Up, of those estates. The Stirling
estate especially has come in for somne
criticism. [t was bought and sold before
the Government came Into power. It is
quite t rue the land on the Stirling estate
is valuable. The expenditure in connec-
tion with the drains onl that estate has
not so far had the desired effect, but
each year the land is sweetening, and in
a year or two it will be Just the kind of
land that we expected. You cannot ex-
pect land that has been 'flooded by the sea
for years to become sweetened in a short
space of time. The member for Cue ad-
mitted that the holders of the land can
easily obtain buyers whenever land on
the Stirling estate is on the market. I
believe the estate was badly subdivided,
but everything that can be done ought
to be done to enable these on the estate
to make a comfortable living, and with
that end in view, a few months ago we

(letermlined to send down a board to
dea] with the matter on the spot, and it
is to he hoped when that board visits the
estate they wvilI mnake the conditions under
which the people are living much brighter.
lion. mnembers will have an opportunity
Of dealing with the Bill in Committee.
It haqs been said by several members
who have spoken that the idea contained
in the Bill is a good one. I be-
lieve il is- It is the only3 ia~y to bring

into cultivation large areas which ar now
lying idle. If 'we wait until the tax
cnmprls the people who own the acres to
improve them, -we shall wait for a very
long, timl. Surely it is good business for
the Government to have these lands
brought into use. We are particularly
anxious that the land adjacent t4o our
ports should be the first lands to he dealt
with, and the G~eraldton land has received
siome attention because the land along the
-Nortthamptoin line is all within 40 miles
of a. port and anyone who is a wheat
.-Tower or grower of cereals munst realise
that it is; advisahie to he near a. port.
It would he a crimuinal thing if the Gov-

ermin or the House allowed the land
to remain lying unused when by the aid
of a few hundred thousand porunds we can
hrintr it into use, especially when the
State is not asked to pay a penny in
connection with the subdiv ision of it.

Question put and a divson taken with
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

26
17

Majority for..

Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Cowoher
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Davies
Mr. Draper
Mr. George
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Keen an
Mr. Layman

Ayrs.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
11lr.
Mr.
Mr.
M!r.
Mr.
Mtr.
Mr.

Mitchell
monger
N. J. Moore
S. P. Moore
Nason
Osborn
P I ease
.1. Price

Tray
Walker

. Wilson
Gordon

(Toue4r -
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Mr. Angwin
Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. GUi
Mr. tonurtey

Mr. H4olman
Mr. Hloran
Mr. Hudson
Mr. McDowalI

NOS.

Mr. O'I-~gblen

M.W, Price
Mr. Seaddan
Mr. Swan
Mr. Taylor
Mr, Underwood

Mr. Ware
Mr. Heitmann

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1909410.
In Committee of supply.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr.
Daglish in the Chair.

Mines Department (Hon. H. Gregory,
Minister).

Vote-]1ines Generally, £41,920:
Item, State Mining Engineer, £800:
Mr. HEITIWIANW: What were the ex-

-act ditties of this thlicer? Reports made
liv this officer had appeared from time
to time, and hie (M1r. Heitman) bad
come to the conclusion that for techni-
,cal Matters and matters dealing with the
higher knowledge of minerals generally,
the officer wvas a capable man, but for
giving, nsistazice to the prospector and
the F11all wan- the State Mining Engineer
was not of mucih use. The Minister had
great faith in the officer, but personally, he
(Mr [Ieitmann) had come to the conclu-
sion that we were not getting full value
for our mnoney. 'What work did this offi-
cer perform, and was he doing it well?1

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
was recognised years ago that it was nie-
cessary to have a highly trained and
technical officer to adv.ise the Minister in
matters pertaining to the mining indus-
try. This officer's abilities were unques-
tiouahle. Prior to coming here he was
chief inspector of mnines and Government
geologist iii Tasmania, and as to having
practical knowledge, he was manager of
one of the largest gold mines in New Zea-
land. Tn this State his duties were, first
as chief inspector of mines to control the
various inspectors, and formulate the
regulations. He had to deal with all
applications made under the M1ines De-
velopment Act. to make reports in Con-
nection therewith, and advise. It was to

be regretted that Mr. Montgomery had
not gone more out into the field. We
required his services for the purpose of
visiting the outlying places to advise what
8110111d be done so as to assist those en-
gaged in the mining industry. There was
no doubt as to the abilities of this gen-
tleman. and no doubt as to the value of
the reports published in connection with
his work, more especially the report re-
cently published as to-the geological for-
mation in the Great Fingal mine, and
his reports on Quinn's and Eurnaakuirra.
A. few years ago* Mr. Montgomery met
with anl accident and to some extent he
had been incapacitated from work in the
field for some time. In the future he
would expect more outside work from
this officer than had been the case in the
past. At present his services were re-
quired in connection with the Commission
-which it was proposed to appoint in re-
gard to tuberculoDsis.

Mr. LScaddan: After our experience
of previous Commissions I do not care
whethet there is a Comunission or not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member's opinion was not asked for.

Mr. Scaddan: I give it without the
askinig.

The MINISTER,1 FOR MINES: No
one was more capable in a work of this
sort than the State Mining Engineer.
The Commission would deal almost en-
tirely with tuherculosis as far as it per-
tained to mining, and it was necessary
that a gentleman like Mir. Montgomery
shouild have charge of that Comnmission.

Mr. Hcitmann: Is he to be the Chair-
Inanj

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
matter had not been decided by Cabinet,
but it hiad been recommended that he
should he chairman.

Mr. Holman: Was hie not chairman of
a Commission before?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
previous Commission dealt with the- ven-
tilation and sanitation of mines, and this
Commission would, of course, deal some-
what with the same subject. The Com-
mission would deal with the degree of
permanence of pulmonary diseases, the
nature of the disease, and the extent to
which it. was caused by mining work.
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Secondly the Commission would be asked
to soy what steps should be taken to im-
prove (lie working conditions in mines in
ordler to minimise the occurrence of pal-
mionary diseases. Afterwards we could
inerease the scope of the Commission by
asking them to inquire as to what action
should be taken in regard to the men
debarred from working in mines through
legislation introduced as the result of the
Commission; but when dealing with that
phase of the question, the social or politi-
csl phase. some outside representatiov
should be given on the Commission, and
we could make the Commission larger.
The State Mining Engineer was of vtalue
to the department, his reports were ap-
preciated all over the world, and he was
one of the most highly scientific men
from a mining standpoint in Australia.

Mr. COLLIER: Some time ago state-
msents were made in the House in connec-
tion with an advance to a, mine in the
Davyhurst district. The Minister pro-
mnised a report 'by the State Mining En-
gineer. Had the inquiry been held, and
what wvas the result?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member bad the papers. It was
pointed out that the shaft had not been
worked since operations were suspended
some yers ago, and that it was impossible
to make fui.rther inquiry without great ex-
pense. He had mnade 110 further inquiry
other than that shown on the file, where
ii said there were tin appliances to de-
seen(l thle shaft, and that it was believed
a certain amount of debris had fallen down
the shaft.

Mr. COLLIER was surprised if that
was the only information the "Minister
had. There was a report on the file 'by
Mr. Montgomery. but that showed there
had been no investgtion by the State
Mining Engineer -as was promised. Mr.
Montgomery simply quoted from Mr.
Cireenm'd and others. A report furnished
by the State MAining Engineer without
visiting the district 'was not -making an
inquiry. 'When a deliberate charge was
made that moneys were obtained from the
deparnoen t by fraud and absolutely dis-
hunestly. was the "Minister content with
a report furnished by an officer in Perth!
Surely a charge made by a member of

the Hlouse warranted some more consid-
eirat ioii? The Minister practically con-
nived at dishonesty iii permitting this
thing to gil on.

Trhe Minister for- Ilines: Read Mr.
Grccaard's report.

'Mr. COLLIER: Air. Greenard knew
nothing: ahout it. -Mr. Cneenard visited
the shaft and reported that there was,
-no windlass and that it was impossible to
ascertain the depth. Mr. (Ireenard was,
wrong. There were ladders from top to
bottom, and any man who wished to de-
seend the shaft could do so. Was there
any desire on the part of Air. 0-reenard
to ascertain the truth of the charge when
he did nort go down the shafts It was
on Mr. Greenard's report that Mr. Mont-
gomnery based his report and concluded
'by saying he considered it unnecessary
to take further steps. The charge on
'which Mr. Montgomery was asked to re-
port was not made by M.Nessrs. Eggeling
ansd Nutt. the present holdcrs but by
himr (Air. Collier). Eggeling and Nutt
had made their- charges previously, and
it was upon those charges that Mr. Mont-
gomery reported instead of on the-
ehairges he 04r. -Collier) made. He (Mr.
Collier) imew nothing ahout [he charges
ruadp by' Messrs. Eggeling and Nutt, and
is was on the charges he made that he
had asked for inquiry to be made. Mr.
Montgomery reported -

"The facts of the loan are fairly
stated in the attached report of Mr.
tolliei Is speech, and have been given in

rem similar form in my synopsis
of Minig Development Act, loans

in the published annual reports
of the department for 1903,
1904, and 1905. There is a9 slight
inaccuracy 'ii Mr. Collier's state-
ment that part of the 2.5 ton
crushing did not come from the mine.
It came from the Mine, but about 10
tons were got directly from the mine
and not f rom the heap of 100 tons at
the Callion battery -of 'which a sample
(-rushing was intended to be taken.
The shaft was measured from time to
tinie by Mr. W. Ey, then manager of
thec State battery at Muiwarrie, whose
instrictious were to measure the work
done below the lO0ft. level. He sent in
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'certificates from time to time of hay-
'ing done so, the last showing a total
depth of l93ft., and payments were
made in accordance with the agree-
muent for, in nll, 93 feet of sinking at
£2 10s., equal to £232 10s. On 22nd
September, 1908, a letter was received
(p. 17 of file, 2556/08) by the Secretary
for Mines from Messrs. Eggeling and
Nutt, who had taken up the ground
after Berteaux's lease was forfeited,
stating that they had 'imeasured the
shaft and the accurate measurement is
146 feet! (p. 21 of 2556/08). This
allegation was referred to the inspec-
tor of mines at Menzies, who reported:
'With reference to the depth of the
shaft subsidised, I find after carefully
going into the matter with Messrs. Eg-
geling and Nutt on the lease that they
have never been down the shaft. Be-
fore the depth of the shaft can he ac-

euaeymeasured it will be necessary
to clean it out and repair it. There is
no rope or windlass on the mine fit to
descend a deep shaft. Messrs. Egge-
ling and Nutt measured the shaft from
15 to 20 feet below where it was or-
iginally measured from. This shaft
has been standing idle for several years
and there are probably several feet of
mullock in the bottom. T think the
money advanced by the department for
this work was legitimately expended.'
The loan was granted to Mr. lBerteaux
not for sinking from 100 feet below
the natural surface but for sinking he-
low the level of the bottom existing- at
the commencement of the subsidised
operations. This was certified by Mr.%
43reenard. before the sinking started,
to be 100 feet from surface; and for
convenience in subsequent measure-
ment he doubtles took the top of the
collar of the shaft as, his point to mea-
sure from. Mlessrs. Eggeling and Nutt
took a point some 15 to 20 feet lower,
which we may presume to have been the
top of the natural surface. Mr. Ey
measured from the same point as Mr.
(Ireenard and certified to 93 feet of
sinking from the time the shaft was
started. It is really not very material
whether the starting point was lO0ft.
below the brace or S0 to 85 feet below

the natural surface. The only real
question is whether 93 feet were sunk
from the starting point. The dis-
crepancy in the depth according to
Messrs. Eggeling and Nut's statement
is 47 feet; if this is reduced by 15-20
feet, it becomes 27 to 32 feet, or say
about 30 feet. This would he a large
amount for the shaft to become filled
with loose fallen dirt, as suggested by
Mr. Greenard but not at all incredible.
Seeing that Messrs, Eggeling and Nutt
had not been down the shaft to ascer-
tain the condrition of the bottom, it
does not seem to he open to them to be
positive as to the depth, and there is
no good reason to challenge the ac-
curacy of Mr. Ey's certificate. Messrs.
Eggeling and Watt were written to on
21st November, 1908 (p. 34 of 2556/
08). and informed that Mr. Greenard
said they ;iad not beeu down the shaft,
and oil 4th April, 1909 (p. 41. of 2556/
08) they say. 'Although we have not
been down this shaft and will not
swear to a foot to the depth of the
shaft, we know that it is not more than
150 feet.' 'They also question 'Mr.
Rerteaux's having spent pound for
pound on the work; lbut as we hold
receipted vouchers showing that be ex-
pended mnuch more than pound for
pound, their miere opinion cannot be
given any weight. Whether the mvotey
was wisely expended by Mr. Rerleaux
is another question altogether. The
next stage in the transactions concern-
inig this mine that is not worth noticing
in connection with Mr. Eggelin's com-
plaint, is an attempt on his parL (p. 44
of 2556/08) to transfer his interest in
rhe lease to his son, who turns out to be
only thirteen years of age (p. 4,8). This
does riot speak ver 'y well for %1r. E--
gecling's straightforwardness. It does
not appear fromn our file that Messrs.
Eggeliug and] Nntt have ever repaired
and cleaned r'rrl the Fhaft. It would no
doubt suit them very well to hare us
de) it. but it dopes not seem to nie that
ally more notice should hie taken oe
their allegations."

All through the report AMr. Muntgouery
dealt with the allezations o~f Eggeliug
and Nutt. and] nt with the statements
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mnade in (lie ]House. It was more than
surprising that when a change of dis-
honesty was miade against an officer of
the departuient the Mlinister for Mlines
was satisfied to have a report made from
an officer in Perth and took no further
steps to ascertain the truth or not. The
in formation onl which he (Mr. Collier)
hased his statements was not obtained
from Mlessrs. Eggeling and Nutt, but was
ohinined f rom an cut irelv different
S-ource. Ile repeated fliat Afr, Berteatix
ret-eived payment for 93 feet of sinking
at £2 ills, a fNot, blnuly suink the
shaft 45 feet, He also now repeated that
this shaft was uinlv 145 feet. and that
there was a ladder wvay from top to hot-
toni down which Mr. Oreenard could have
gone. Several times. men had gone down
to the bottom and found it absolutely as
clean and hard and solid ai; on the day
work was knocked off.

The Minister for Mlines: I have a later
report from Mr. Greenard. I thought
it was on the fte in the Chamber.

Ms. COLLIER: Then, had full investi-
gation been made? When a deliberate
statement was made that £120 had been
obtained by fi-aud on a certificate given
by an officer of the Mines. Department it
was up to the Mfinister to ascertain the
truth of tile statement, and that could
only he done by sending up an officer not
aifraid to go down a shaft. The only in-
formation we had (on the file was a report
biy Mr. Mlontgomery in Pert

The -MINISTER FOR MIINES: The
ins-tructionls were for a report by the
local inspector Hle thjought the file had
contained a report froni Mr. Greenard in
coinetion with the matter. Speaking
troll] memory lie could not tell the con-
tents of thie repiort, hut there wavs a re-
port since AMr. Mfontgomery made his.
The report of Inspector Crreenard was
not on the Al1e; it was his impression that
i t was.

Mr. Collier: 'What dues Mr. Green-
ard's report say?

Thle MfINISTER. FOR MINES: The
report was fairly satisfactory but the in-
spector said it was impossible to go down
the shalt. If, as the member for Boul-
dier had stated. there was a ladderway

down the shaft, Mr. Oreenard's report
could niot be understood. Thle member-
For lioulder could rest assured that he
would be supplied with the papers on
thie following day and if further inquiry
wvas necessary after Mr. Greenard's re-
port had bjeen read, the Department
would be onily too glad to grunt it.

Mr. COLIEli: If Mr. Greenard had
not gone down the shaf t it was up -to the
Minister to force one of his officers to
conduct a proper inquiry. Even if Mr.
(ireenard's statements were correct that it
was impossible to go down the -shaft with-
out a windlass, when a charge of such a
nature was made involving the honesty
of an officer of thie department, was it
too much to expect the ispector to secure,
a windlass to go down the shaft. Surely
the fact that there was no windlass at the
shaft was not sufficient reason for pas-
sing the mnatter over and not holding any
iquiry. rhe information which he (Mr.
Collier) had obtained bad come from a
very reliable source, and the man who
supplied the information did not know
either of 'the peorple concerned. He had
tbeen down the shaft several times and
had measured it himself; if it wvere pos-
sible for him to go down the laddarway
and measure the shaft, it was possible
for an officer of the Mines Depairtment
to do so. This. was negledt which did not
reflect too much credit onl the responsible
peole in the department. When a mnem-
her mnade a charge that the State had been
roubed to the extent of £1.20 in coninee-
tion with 4.5 feet of sinking, and payment
for which was mnade on a certificate of
an officer of the Mlines Departmient, and
,When a charge was made that the work
was never performed, it was the duty. of
the MNinister to hold ani inquiry, and find
out the trutth of the accusation. It was
not sufficient for the Mfinister to ,ray two
months afterwards that he believed Mir.
Greenard's report was satisfactory. Was
that the kind of reply that 'was due to the
House when a matter of such importance
was concerned ?I If the chiarge was not
going to be investigated by the depart-
nwint the House should say that the in-
vestigation should bhe carried out, The
shaft was only 145 feet deep. and not
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more than that. and £120 was obtained
by fraud and dishonesty and it was de-
sired to know whether the matter would
rest there or whether the Minister wvould
get an officer who was not too tired to go
down this depth and report.

The M1INISTER FOR MINYES : If
the lion, member was not satisfied with
Air. Greenard's report when he read it
on the next day, instructions would be
issued to Inspector Crabbe of Coolgardie
oin his next trip to go out to this mine
and investigate the whole thing, and if
the ho,,. member then was not satisfied
that everything was straight and above-
board an inquiry would -be held.

,Mr. SCADDAN: Did the 'Mlinister in-
struct Mr. Montgomery, the State Mining
En'tgineer, to inspect the shaft or did he
ask him to prepare a report from the
file'? If Mr. Montgomery was instructed
to proceed to the mine then he had ne-
gleeted his duty in not complying with
that instruction. If he wvas not so in-
structed the Minister had not kept the
promise made to the House that he
would have a thorough investigation into
the charges made by the member for
Boulder. He (Mir. Scaddan) had seen
the report, and it was at most absurd one
for a responsible officer receiving a salary
of £800 to write, anid it was a reflection
on an intelligent body to ask them to ac-
cept the statemients which had been been
drawn sip from the file. The State Min-
ing Engineer had prepared this report
apparently only to please the Minister.
Tr the statement that the State bad been
robbed of £120 was to go unchallenged
it. meant that anything might happen any
day, in connection with this particular
syitem of loans to companies and indi-
viduals in the mining industry.

Mr. TAYLOR: The remarks of the
member for Boulder after the promise
made -by the Minister two months ago
that the question would 'be thoroughly
investigated were very disappointing.
The Mlinister at that time stated that it
was impossible to allow charges of such
a grave nature to go unchallenged, and
he would immediately despatch the State
Mining Engineer to investigate and probe
the matter to the bottom. The Minister
had pointed out that he was confident that

the member for Boulder had been badly
advised, and that such a thing as he had
stated could not happen. but on the face
of that we found that the inspector of
mines. so far as could be gathered, had
set forth certain views, and Mr. Mont-
gnmery from that report had prepared
his own report to the Minister which it
was presumed the Minister accepted as
final.

The Minister for Mines: That report
WiuS Wirtlen immediately after lhe stale-
mnent was made.

Mri. TAYLOR: But the report dealing
with the charges made by the member for
Boulder against the administration of
thle department could not be treated so
lightly. He (Mr. Taylor) had every con-
fidence in Inspector Greenard doing the
proper thing as far as the safe working
of mines was concerned and giving a fair
deal to the employers, and that considera-
tion which was due to the employees. As
far as that officer being too tired to go
down a shaft, such a thing was news.
There wvas no doubt whatever as to the
vigilance of Mr. Creenard as an inspector
irrespective of whether tie pleased the
department mr the emlioyers. That offi-
cer did what hie believed to be right in the
interests of the safe working of the
mines and there surely m ust he some mis-
take if the shaft was in the position
which Air. Greenard said, namely, that
there was n windlass and no ladderway.

The Minister for Mines: He did not
say there was no windlass; he said it was
impossible to go down the shaft.

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Boul-
der had assured the Committee on the
soundest authority that the laddenvays
were there from the top to the bottom
and that the shaft was in hard ground,
and that the bottom was in the position
it was in when the work was abandoned.
When a charge of such a nature was
made against an officer of tile (department
it was necessary that an investigation
should 'be held. If Air. Greenard had
been instructed by the Minister or by a
superior officer to make an investigation
there is no doubt about it, he would have
made it fearless of the consequences. and
reported exactly as to the position.

Mr. George: Who gave the certificate I
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Mr. TAYLOR: The certificate for
payment was signed by the battery man-
ager at Muiwan-ie but that manager was
not now in the service of the Govern-
ment, and perhaps it was just as wveil he
was not. At the same time the matter
could not be allowed to drop. The House
bad been told that the State 'Mining
Engineer would make the fullest in-
vestigation; that had failed. Were the
Committee now going to accept a lesser
light in the persol of the inspector of
mines at Coolgardie to manke this investi-
gation9

Mr. George: Why did lie not do it I
Mr.. TAYLOR: It was to endeavour to

discover why that he was onl his feet.
The matter should be proibed to the
bottom. It was known that the Minister
had to accept [lie advice of his officers,
and if he had been badly advised it was
his duty to see that his advisers were
punished. This thing should not be al-
lowed to go onl. It was not the first case
of the sort although, perhaps, the most
glaig The Minister shouldgiea
assurance of some more satisfactor
action than that which he had promised
If the Estimates were to be allowed to
pass, what opportunity would hon. mem-
bers have of dealing with the subject
again this session?1 And when it was
brought up next session, people would say,
"Oh! this is the same old grievance." It
should be Aixed al, at once. and onl the
spot.

Mr. JOHNSONT : The charge made
was the most definite and serious he had
heard since being a member of the House.
The member for Boulder had distinctly
charged a person with, getting money
from the State dishonestly; yet the Min-
ister had not taken the matter seriously
enough to undertake to have it thorough
investigation made.

Mr. Heitmann: Yes he has. Be is
piuttingr on a confidential officer.

Mr. JOHNSON: In a ease of this de-
scription what was the use of a report
by a departmental officer on the inca-'
pacity of another officer of the same de-
partment? Recently he (Mr. Johnson)
had gone through in inquiry in connection
with a. charge he had made in the House,

and he had no hesitation in saying that
although he had proved his case to the
hilt, he would have failed miserably had
it not been for the special capacity of
the Public Service Commissioner, who
had conducted the inquiry. Certain files
had been put in which he (Mr. Johnson)
had been quite unable to follow. These
files had contained mysterious little pen-
cil 'lutes which, while conveying, nothing
to him, yet, conveyed sufficient to the
Public Service Commissioner. In view
of the desire on the part of depart-
mnental officers to cover up and assist one
another when in fault, the member for
Boulder had but little reason to hope for
any satisfactory issue from a departmen-
tal inquiry. Although the battery manl-
agei- at Afulwarrie had looked after this
particular bit of business, still the inspec-
tor of mines for the locality should be
made responsible to the State Mining En-
gineer in the matter. Both these officers
had failed to assist the Minister in the
protection of the funds of the State, and
the Minister had now got a report from
a subordinate officer. What was the use
of such a report in respect to a direct
and serious charge made by an hon.
member? Now the Minister said that if
this report was not satisfactory he would
get another from Mr. Crabb. Mr. Crahb,
it was to be remembered, was an officer
in the same branch. Tt was to be hoped
the member for Boulder would not ac-
eept this proposed further inquiry as
suggested by the Minister. On much
less serious charges the Minister had been
found flying into the newspapers, and
had put resident roagistrates and Supreme
Court Judges on the track of hon. mem-
bers who had dared to say a word in
criticism of some favoured officer. Yet
when a definite and distinct charge of
dishonesty was made the Minister merely
said lie would get a report. The charge
was sufficiently serious to warrant an in-
vestigation by some outside person alto-
gether.

Mr. Holman: Apparently it would
warrant a criminal investigation.

Mr. JOHNSON: it was to be hoped
that the Committee would realise the
seriousness of the charge, and see that a
proper investigation was made. It was
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desirable that ho,,. members should realise
the amount of money wasted under the
Mining Development Act. 'With a view
of putting a stop to this he -had brought
down an amending Bill earlier in the ses-
sion, but no opportunity had been pro-
vided for discussing it. However, onl the
Loan Estimates hon. members would have
an opportunity to point out to the peo-
ple of the State exactly ]how this money
was heing expended on mining develop-
mient. The Minister should he the first
to court an inquiry inito this particular
case, if only for the reason that Mr. Bert-
equx was his best and most trusted sup-
porter1 in the district, a man wvho would
stop at nothing to get a postal vote for
the Minister. Public justice demanded
that the Minister should have a complete
inquiry held, not by some departmental
officer, but by somebody from the Sup-
reme Court bench.

Mr. WALKER: It had been a revela-
tion to him that such things were possible.
Nothing could have been more definite
than the charge made, and it seemed in-
credible that an officer of the standing- of
try. Montgomery. knowing all the cir-
cumstances, could lend himself to the ac-
ceptanee of such a report as that which
had been read to-night. The charge was
that certain imoney out of the Mines
Development Vote had been advanced in
proportion to the depth sunk in a shaft,
and that the shaft was not the depth
it had been represented to be. and on
account of which representations the
money had been paid over. It was a
simple matter of measurement and the
highest officer in the Mines Department,
after the tinder secretary, wa~s apparen-
tly satisfied with the report of the offi-
cer who said that hie had gone to the top
of the shaft but did not measure the
depth, and consequently did not know.
Could the Minister be satisfied with a
report of that character? Did the Min-
ister not realise that any report short of
an exact measurement was but a subter-
fuge9 Every officer concerned in this
was deserving of dismissal without fur-
tlher consideration.

Mr. Heitmann: And all those who tried
to protect him.

Mr. WALKER : From the Minister
downwards all were betraying their trust.
Hon. members would be unworthy Of con-
fidence if they were to sit silent and be
satisfied with reports such as this. He
hoped that some other and more definite
steps would be taken in regard to the
matter.

Mr. GEORGE; Like other hon. meim-
bers he wvan seriously perturbed over this
matter. It seemed that a person had s-
cured assistance for sinking a shaft, and
that the declared depth was not in the
shaft. The bon. member for Boulder
had made a statement which was short
a ad decisive. He used words which
bore no misconception whatever, and
the Minister should realise that the
House wvould not be satisfied un-
til the matter was set right. Assuming.
the statement was true, and that a cer-
tificate had been given upon which money
tad been fraudulently obtained, then the
mail who gave -the certificate and he who
received the money should be proceeded
against at law. Even if the man were a
rasical and were a friend of the Minister,
that was no reason why if lie were charged
will, fraud the Minister would shield
him; for certainly he would he proceeded
against the same as any Other man, if
the charge were true. If there had been
wrong done the man who ]had done wvrong
would have to pay the penalty. Members
would never allow themselves to be a
party to screen anyone who had been rob-
bing the country in a fraudulent way.
lIf the charges made were proved to be
incoirrect, then the lion. member would
have to take his gruel. His statements
were so definite that it was hard to under-
stand how anyone could bring a false
statement forward in so definite a man-
ner. He had charged absolute fraud
against the man who took the money, and
the man who gave the certificate. In ad-
dition. he had made charges of gross neg-
lect against those who should have in-
vestigated the matter.

'Mr. BATH: There was no pos-
sible doubt as to the charge made
by the member for Boulder when
he brought forward his motion for
the production of the papers. it
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was not a request for an inquiry on
a matter on which he had some doubt.
Hie made specific charges of fraud in
connection with the payment of money
from the Mines Development Vote. On
that occasion the Minister seemed to have
been seized with the gravity of the
charge, and expressed anxiety to have
the matter inquired into. It was there-
fore a matter of surprise that after the
lapse of so long a period the question
had not been cleared uip. It was suffi-
ciently serious for all members to con-
cern themselves about. The proper
course for the MKinister to adopt now was
to report progress, let members have the
report of the inspector, and make a defi-
nite statement the following day as to the
action he intended to take to probe the
matter, and to protect the State against
another such transaction.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
was no necessity to report progress for
lie was sure he could promise suillicient
to satisfy members. He desired first to
refer to the remarks made by the mnember
for Guildford which were characteristic
of nearly every' utterance that member
made about him. Members would assume
from those remrarks that in connection
with this grant it was something he (Mr.
Gregory) had done himself, assistance he
had given to a friend. The assistance
was approved of by Mr. Hastie when
Minis-ter for Mines, and it came before
the member for Guildford himself, for
that gentleman had extended the timne.
Subsequently it caine before hima (Mr.
Gregory). So far as the charge was con-
cerned the member for Kanowna would
know that when the file was asked for
it was the Minister's duty to bring it to
the House as speedily as possible. There
had been a, further report received from
the inspector. That was probably satis-
factoryv to him, but might not he to mem-
bers. There had been a definite charge of
collusion made and he was prepared to
instruct the warden to conduct a special
inquin-' on the matter on his next -visit
to Davyhutrst. In connection with the
advance to Berleaux, that man was not
able to find suifficient capital to carr out
the work he had promised to do. When
he had expended the £-20 advanced fur-

ther assistance was ref used until ha
could show he had sufficient capital to
carry out the work. Exemption was
?tranlted for some time to allow Berteaux
to get further capital, and the lease was
then forfeited. When taken up again by
other parties lie had refused to give a
title unless there was a lien on it to the
extent of the amount advanced, so
that if thre lease proved payable the
owners would have to pay to the Crown
the sumn advanced on the work. A letter
was received from the leaselholders saying-
the shaf t was inot if thle depth stated. A
report from M[r. Oreenard satisfied the
State Mining Engineer that the work had
been correctly measured up, and Mr.
(1reenard was satisfied that the work upon
whichi the advance was miade had been
carried out. Whienr the chairge was made
by the member for Boulder instructions
were given to the Statc 'Mining- Engineer
to prepare a relport and also to get one
from the inspector. He had thoug ht that
lie report was on the file. He was quite

prepared to instruct the warden in the
miatter, and it would be necessary for that
official to take an inspector of mines with
him so as to make a full inquiry into the
case. It was difficult to fix a date owing
to the engagements the warden would in
all probability have made. If niembers
preferred he would have n inquiry mnade
by a couple of inspectors of mines, arid
have that done immediately, or he could
send the State Mining Engineer there
with an independent inspector so as to
prepare an exhaustiv-e report to be sub-
mitted prior to the prorogation of Parlia-
mteat. If there were airy evidence of col-
lusion either oar the pai-t of the officials
(ji- thre person who obtained the advance,
be would not hesitate a moment about
cnnnin ally prosecuting anyone who had
robbed thle department.

Mr. Scaddan: You promised that be-
fore.

The MIN\ISTER FOR MINES: The
promise was that a report would he made.

Mr. Senaddan: You said the State Min-
ing Engineer would go rip himself.

The MINISTER FOR MffhES: If
the leader of the Opposition would be
satisfied he would instruct the State Min-
lug- Engineer to hold an inquiry. or there
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-could be one made by the warden, who
~would submit his report to members.
'There was no officer of the Department
implicated in this affair.

Mr. Scaddan: What about the inspec-
tor- 7

The INNSTER FOR MINES: Cap-
tain Ey left the employment of the
Batteries Dlepartmnent oiver three years
ago, while Mr. Greenard would be the
first one to condemn any officer who made
an improper representation. Members
knew the high reputation Mr. Greenard
had. If it were found that improper
representations bad been made he would
issue instructions for a prosecution. A
report should be obtained, for unless he
was satisfied there had been improper
representation he would not initiate a
prosecuition. There could either be an in-
quiry by the State Mining Engineer, ac-
rompanied by, say, a Coolgardie inspec-
tor, or there could he one by the warden.

Mr. BATH: The -natter was of suffi-
cieni importance to warr-ant the warden
being instructed to inquire into it at once.
'So-meone outside the department could
-accompany him. The question of the
eonvenience of the warden should not be
-allowed to stand in the way of an im-
mediate inquiry. If the Mlinister would
agree to the warden making that inquiry
immediately and clearing this matter up
-definitely sueh a promise would be satis-
factory. There was no reason why we
should wait the convenience of the war-
den in going to Davyhurst in a week or
two; the Minister should have the in-
quiry made at once; probably the mnem-
ber for Boulder could nominate someone
to accompany the warden to make the
investigation.

The MINISTER FOR NHTNS: Mr.
Walters or Mr. Warden Finnerty could
lie appointed to make the inquiry.

Mr. BIUTCHER: This was a serious
matter, and an inquiry should be held
to find out if t here had been fraud or not.
After the determined manner in which
the member for Boulder had brought the
,matter' before the Committee be (Mr.
Butcher) was not prepared to wait for
a month or two to have the matter set-
tied; instructions should he given to
have the shaft measured at once. Tn-

structions could 'be issued to-mon-ow
morning and an inquiry held immediately.
The shaft could be measured and the
officer could go to the bottom of the
shaft to see if there was a cortain quan-
Gay: of mullock there.

MrNj- WV PRICE: k sug-_est tol had
1een made that the Mlinister should re-
port prog-ress, and allow the Estimates to
st-and over pending the receipt of the re-
port. In the interests of the officer the
Minister should accept the suggestion of
the leader of the Opposition. On the
15th September the Mkinister made al-
most the same statement to the House
that he had made to-night. He (11r.
Price) could not understand why there
should he uoe than forty-eight hours' de-
lay in securing this report. That seemed
to he ample time if the Minister was, sin-
cre in his desire to secure all the infer-
moation for the Comnmittee. There was no
inimediate hurry for the passing of the
E1,stimates, because they had been put off
lInny timnes to snit i lice onveitience of
the Government. and tncy might well be
suspended when a member on the Opposi-
tion side of the House made such a defi-
nite and distinct ehare as that made by
the member for Boulder. If the itemi
were carried the Minister iight do as. lie
bad dlone up to the present. and take
practically no nodie of the charge. Not
onily had certain nineowners been charged
with fraud but the inspectors of the de-
partment were accused, as being- parties
to the fraud, and the State Mlining En-
gineer was inipeached cs he had not car-
ried out his duty! that is if the Minister
had clone what he promised the House on
thr 15th September. On that occasion
the 'Minister said that if there was the
slightest reason for the statement of the
member for Boulder the State Mining
Fngmneer would have to --o up and make
an inquiry. After tent weeks nothing
had been done. The wisest course was to
report progress and have the report laid
before members. Before dealimr- with
the Mines Estimates we should be sure
whether a fraud had been perpetrated or
not. If the charge were tnie then the
State Mining Engineer and those under
him would deserve the severest censure;
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if it were not true then the House would
know how to deal with a member who
made such a charge.

Mfr. BROWN: After such a definite
charge members opposite bad no back-
bone if they did not strike out
the item, It was said the State
l3linin- Eng-ineer hadi practically con-
nived a11 . report on certain sink-
'fig that haed not taken place; inem-
b eis should strike the item out and he
would support them. On a former occa-
sion when he had made a certain charge
the floverinuent had an inquiry held and
paid a solit-itor to appear against him.

Mr. HOLMAN: Tf the member for
Perth wished to vote on this matter then
he should vote against the Minister for
Mines who was responsible for the rot-
ternness and corruption that went on in
the department, if this chairge were true.

The Chairman: The hon. member must
withdraw the remark.

Mr. HOLMAN had said, "if the charge
were true."

The Chairman: The hon. member was
a ot in order.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the Minister bad
done his duty the shaft would 'have been
measured long ago. Other men had mie-
sured the shaft and found it was not
down to the depth stated. It was not
only in this direction that charges had
been made, for time after time similar
charges had -been brought against the
officers of tbe Mines Department. At
X'alaon there was a man named Hunter.
o:- some such name. who got money for
machinery, to put on a lease when be had
no lease. We were told that we should
strike the item out and [he member for
Perth said he would support the item but
members on the 0overament side would
troop in and support the Mfinister, not
knowing what they were voting for. If
the Minister valued his reputation, if he
had a spark of that spirit wvhich a Mini-
ister should have. lie would report pro-
,aeas and refuise to bring oni his Esti-
mates again until this matter had] been
dealt with one way or the other. But
the time had come when a man valued
his reputation so little that for the sake
of getting his Estimates through the

Chamber he would listen to char.ucs and
do nothing' but would tell melihers in
the samne childish voice that lie did on the
lath September that if the charge were
p~rovedl the persons would be pun-
ished. On nown v .,ca~ion s rim rge? had

beeni tude azn-rinst I he Minister.
The Minmister for Mines: Wh'lat hearges,

have been maide against mnet

Mr. HOLMAN: Scores; and many
of their were true. The charge ahout
thle miachinery at Yalgoo was absolutely
true. 11 appeared that somec legal gentle-
'non tiad been able to get information
frin the Mfincs Department iii regard to,
decisions of Cabinet before those de-
cisions wvere arrived at, while members.
were kept in the dark. This would
go on while supporters of the Gov-
vernient trooped in and voted blindly
whichever -way the Minister directed.
When a charge was made of abso-
lute robheiy and fraud surely the
Minister had sonic spirit-hie was going
to say' in his carcase-but surely the
Minister had enough spirit left in him
to stand uip and defend his department.
if the Minister found something had
been done wrong, whether the person
who haed done the wrong was a friend
(if the Minister or not, be should not de-
fend the action. He had sufficient con-
fidence to know that the Minister, if lie
got his Estimates through would not care
a button about what charges had been
made.

Mr. JOHNSON: The Miinister must
realise that there was just cause for
stronger remarks than he, Mr. Johnson,
had made that night. This matter was
brought forward by the member for
Boulder len weeks ago; the statement
was then made as definite and distinct as
it had been to-nig-ht, and the Minister
promised then that an inquiry should be
held, yet ten weeks had passed and no-
thing had been done. When we viewed
the action-of the Minister in regard to
other matters, it was curious that nothing
had been done. Take the action against
the member for Cne when that member
passed some remarks about an officer.
Did the Minister hesitate about having
an inquiry? Did he not rush it as fast
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as he coald I We could turn to other ac-
tions on the part of the Minister. The
member for North Fremantle went
through an inquiry; the Minister rushed
it and had the inquiry held, yet in con-
nection with this matter, although the
charge was definite and distinct--

Mr. Heitmann: And more serious.
Mr. .IOHNSON: Yet we found 'the

Minister refused to do anything. The
Minister took exception to the remarks
when be (Mr. Johnson) pointed out that
the Minister should bave been more
anxious on this occasion to hold an in-
quiry because the man solely responsible,
who had committed the fraud, was a Mr.
Berteaux. his particular friend in -this
locality. The circumstances were such
that we should have had an inquiry held
before we were asked to pass the Esti-
mates.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Even
if anything wrong had been done, even
if there had been collusion and the de-
partment was defrauded, there was no
charge against any officer of the depart-
rnent. That should be made clear.

Mir. Collier: That is right.
The MTNTSTER FOR MINES: The

member for Murchison when he heard
charges were being made naturally
thought they we're heing made against
the Minister.

Mr. Holman: The charge to-night is
made against yourself in not having
made the inquiry. That is a charge you
cannot cover up.

The MINISTER FOR AiTNES: For
one thing, lie could not corer uip the
reputation of the honn. member.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr. Holman: You cannot cover tip

your own dirty trail.
The CHAVIRMAN: Order!
The 1AHtISTER FOR MINES: In-

structions would he issued to one of the
wardens to immediately proceed to Davy-
hunt. It was necessary to send the
papers and to advise Mr. Berteaux and
Mr. Crreenard to be at the inquiry. He
maintained there was no fraud though
the Member for Boulder was no doubt
in ear-nest in the statements made. In
Mr. Oreenard hie (the Minister) had un-

bounded confideuce, and members gener-
ally knew Mr. Greenard to be of good
reputation and to be an upright man.
One was satisfied there was no collusion
in the case, and there was no charge
against any officer of the department.
The only persin who could have done
1%rongf other than the applicants for the
loan wouild he the man who was a bat-
tery manager three or four years ago
and had since left the department.

Mr. Heitinann: And that mighit have
been neglect.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
Was not as if some charge was being
mnade against an -officer of the depart-
ment and another officer was being sent
to screen somethin. Mr. cfreenard re-
ported there was nothing wrong in con-
nection with the matter. However, all
the delay there would be woultd he to
send the papers to the warden.

'Mr. Collier: No papers are necessary;
all you want is to find the depth of the
shaft.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member wanted to see juistice done,
and surely he would rather lose his case
than see wvrong done to any person. One
felt sure the inquiry would show that
Captain JEy had done his duty faith-
fully. He was prepared to instruct one
of th wardens, either Warden Finnerty.
or Warden Gibbons, or Warden Walter
to make an investigation and report to
Parliament on Tuesday 'next.

AIr. SCATYDAN: It was useless say-
ing no chiarge was mnade against anyone
at -present in the department. One
could not separate the charge from the
,Minister and the Slate 'Mining Engineer.
who were responsible for lending the
money. WVhen the charge was made ina
September last, and the Minister, backed
uip by the State Mining Engineer, took
no notice of it, it was a serious aceusa-
dion against the Minister and the State
Mining Engineer. The State Mfininig
Engineer should have had the measure-
ment made in his presence. The charge
against the Minister and the State Min-
ing Engineer was that they had neg-lected
their duty: and when a charge of this
natulre was 'held over the head of a 'Ai-
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ister, until he and anyone connected with
him was cleared of blame, the Estimnates
of the department should not -be pro-
eeeded with, If the Minister were
really anxious to have the watter settled
once and for aill he could have a report
made before the House mnet to-nmrrow
evening, and if 'he had any regard for
his reputation the Minister wvould refuse
to proceed with his Estimates until the
niatter was settled.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
item weie passed it would not relieve the
officer in the slightest degree. Suppos-
ing it were found necmsary to suspend
him it woulId still be necessary to pass
the item. Even if an officer wvere sus-
p~ended ;in(] were awaiting, trial on a
criminal charge it was necessary to pass
the salary for the office. The hon. memn-
her mast give the Government credit for
every desire to see if a wrong had been
dlone. But if the principle was to he
adopted of stopping the Estimates be-
cause a charge was made against an offi-
cer in the departments we might be con-
tinually' having to report progress.

Air. TROY had every respect for Mi-.
(+reenard, but when was Mr. Greenard's
report to be hrought to the House. Would
members have an opportunity of seeing
it?

Mr. Scaddan: I had an experience
once. A report was brought down an
hour before the prorogation.

Mr. TROT: Could we expect a report
to-morrow--the latest report received!

The Minister for Mines: Yes.
Mr. TROT: If not there would be

trouble. He was not prepared to take
a pronmise and allow it to be unfulfilled.
The 'Minister wag wrong in saying Mr.
Hastie was responsible for the loan, be-
cause the loan was made just after Mr.
Mastie came into office; 'bat that loan
was A-ronglv recommended by Mr. Has-
tie's piredecessor in office who was the
present Minister for Mines. No stronger
recommendation could be given to a suc-
ceeding Minister than the recommenda-
tion of the Minister going out of office.
So the present Minister wu solely re-
sponsible for the loan to Mr. Berteaux.
The MKinister complained of the member
for Guildford misrepresenting him, but

th ere was 310 member in the Chamber
who had been subjected to more villain-
(ills misrepresentation by the present Min-
ister for Mines than the member for
Guildford.

The CHAIRMAN: The bon. member
must riot accuse the Minister of "villain-
ons misrepresentation."

Mr. TROT withdrew the word "villain-
'illS.' It was miisirepreseiitation, because,
oiver some matter in connection with the,
batterv system the member for Guild-
ford wvas'pursued for twelve months by
the present Minister and by no means
received a fair deal. The Minister for
21 ites should hie the last to complain
about mnisrepresentation. The Minister
shldt learn to give justice to other
members, and wvhen lie gave that justice,
might expect some himself.

Mr. BATH: In view of the chargr
maide 1)) the member for Boulder, and the
definite lyx in which the matter wag
brought tip on the 15th September, the
discussion should not have been neces-
san-v. The further consideration of the
Estimiates should be adjourned until the
report wvas available. If the Estimates
were passed there would he no oppor-
tunity to discuss the report.

The M~inister for Mines: The whole
qu estion was one for the Loan Estimates.

Mr, BATH: It was inexplicable how
the matter had been passed over.

Mr. GEORGE : The Minister for
Mines had said hie would do his best
to get the report by Tuesday. There
should he no difficulty in getting it by
then. There were three wardens that
could he communicated With, and the
depth of the shaft could soon be ob-
tained. The position was that there was
a shaft 145 feet deep, and application
was made for a loan to sink it further.
The accusation Was that the parties did
not sink further hut got paid for a shaft
193 feet deep. There was, therefore, the
question of 45 feet. No plumb line would
sag more than two or three feet, and the
determination as to the proper depth
could easily be arrived at. There was no
necessity to stop the Estimates, for there
was no _possibility of them being got
through by Tuesday.
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Air. Sea ddan: How shall we discuss the
report?

Mr. GEORGE: There was nothing to
prevent anl amiendment to recommit a
portion of the Estimates to discuss the
-malt cv.

.4r. Holman : There is a blind major-
ity to prevent it.

Mr. GEORGE: The inenilter had no
right to say that. He need not think the
members on the Government side would
support the Minister if they thought for
.a. moment lie would not keep his word.

Mr. Holmian: We have had experience
,of his promises before.

MAr. GEORGE: The Minister was on
his trial now in a way he had never been
before. He had given a pledge that the
report would he here on Tuesday. As-
suiming that the report on Tuesday was
-not satisfactory the adjournment of the
House could be moved.

MNr. Sceddan: There is nio chance of
getting that.

'Mr, ANGWVIN: The leader of the Op-
position 'had suggested the best waly of
getting over the difficulty, and that was
by reporting progress. Members should
-have an opportunity of dealing with the
report when it arrived. As to the part
taken by the Labour Ministry, Mr. Has-
tic, the then 'Minister for Mines, simply
-carried out the suggestion of the present
TMiister, and the latter really dealt with
the matter throughout. There should be
no necessity for any delay, and probably
time would be saved if, instead of getting
a warden from the fields, a capable -man
vwas sent up from here to make the in-
-quiry. The Estimates should be held
ofver for a few days pending the receipt
,of the report.

The PREMIER: So far as obtaining
the information desired by members as
to the depth of the shaft was concerned,
that would not entail a very great expen-
diture of time. Before it could he said,
however, whether the work had been done
by the men who received the advance or
not, it must be ascertained where the new
-work commenced. The question resolved
itself into whether the new work was
measured from the top of the dump or
from the surface of the ground. That
-would have to he taken into consideration

as well as obtaining the actual depth of
the shaft at the present time. The ques-
lion could not be elucidated unlless other
infortmatiotn besides the actual depth of
the shaft was obtained. The advance
tnotl 'Was front1 anl item in] the Loan
l'ssiimat es, arid lie opportoimity would
presetitt itself tot tinisideritig rite (Ant-
dion when those Estimates were brought,
down. Many other advances had been
muade from the same vote, so why should
not members take the opportunity of dis-
cussing the whole question on the Loan
Estimates rather than report progress
now. The Government had no desire to
buirke inquiry in matters of this kind.
Members were aware that where eases of
abuses had been brougcht under notice no
unnecessary delay had taken place. Re-
cently the member for Cue brCought tin-
der the notice of the Governmeat a
question concernitng certain subsidies
which it was alleged bad been made on
false representation in cotnection with a
certain library, As a result of this state-
menit inquiries were made without un-
necessary delay and the warden was in-
structed to hold an investigation. This
question might be treated ini a simrilar
marnner.

Mr. HOLM2AN : There would have
been no dilicolty if this had been the
first time for the matter to comie before
the Chamber. Eleven weeks ago the
"hole question, was thrashed out, and the
Minister made exactly the same promises
then that he had made to-night. Time
had been given to get the information
but it had not been brought down, and it
went to show the cavalier manner int
which the Minister treated members. In
the past the 'Minister had been able to
take any course ',he liked as bie -had the
blind support of members opposite. Any-
thing said by the Minister was backed up
by them Wvithout question. We had seen
the time when the Estimates were going
through and the Minister was the only
man on that side of the House, yet when
a vote took place every Ministerial mem-
ber flocked in and cast his vote for the
Minister. It would not be possible to
discussc this item on the Loan Estimates
and the only honourable course that could
be adopted would he to report progress
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so that the matter might be thoroughly
sifted.

(.3r. Taylor took the Chair.]

The MTNLSTER FOR MINES : A
promise had already been made by him
that an inquiry would be made at once.
It would be useless to say that any per-
son would lie condemned at. the present
time. The person who obtained the
money, and any others it was possible
to get hold of would lie examined, but
before anybody was condemned they
should have the opportunity to he heard.
Hon. members could rest aIssured that no
delay would be permitted to take place.
At the iniquiry the opportunity would
be given to all the people interested to be
present. They would appear before the
warden and whether the warden confirmed
or condemned the previous report, as soon
as the report reached the department it
would be presented to the House and no
effort would be spared to bring about its
presentation to Parliament by Tuesday.
Thea if there should be any necessity for
a special debate the Premier would be only
too pleased to agree to it. Hon. members
ought to he content to take that promise.
A warden would he appointed, preferably
Warden Finnerty, to conduct the inves-
figation, and a. wire would be sent to In-
spector Oreenard to place himself under
the diiection of the warden, A wi re
would also be sent to Mr. -Berteaux, and
an endeavour would also be made to get
Mr. Ey who was in the Battery Depart-
ment at the time tire advance was made.
With regard to the shaft itself, hon, mem-
bers had stated that there were ladders
there, but Mir. Oreenard's report led one
to believe that tbere were not.

Mr. Collier: Do you mean to say that
an officer should not go down if there
were no ladders there

The MINISTER FOR 'MINES: Oh
no. It would have to be seen whether
there was a large amount of debris at the
bottom of the shaft. Members could rest
assured that every endeavour would be
made to get at the truth, and to have the
report presented by Tuesday nest.

Mr. WALKER: The explanation of
the Minister was not satisfactory. We
were dealing with the item of the Slate

Miaing Engincer'and if the charge made
by the muember for Boulder was correct
this officer coald] not escape his share of
gulilt. If the Committee passed that
itemn they would exonerate the officer.
Wrhilst lie (Mr. Walker) believed in
every man having tie opportunity to de-
fend himself Aind explain all details, he
also believed that we should not pre-
judge a man to be innocent. The Com-
mittee would stultify themselves if they
passed the item before an inquiry was
milde, and that was why the item shouldf
rot he proceeded with. Its further con-

sideration ought to he postponed. and ir'
tire Government desired they could pro-
ceed wvith the remaninder of the Estimates.

Mr. COLLIER: All that was wanted
was an inquiry, and a fair deal. Ere
counld not agree with the -iews of the 'Ali-
idter. If we were going to have air ini-
fniry as the Minister suggested it would
be necessary for the officer holding thre
inquiry to have the file of papers there.

The Minister for Mines: We can send
it up to-morrow.

Mr. COLLIER: With regard to ther
shaft, it was either a certain depth or it
was not, and in his opinion no papers
were required, and neither was it neces-
sary for anyone to be present. The shaft
was over 100 feet deep, or it was not.
Whether they measured it from the top
of the collar or the dtunp, which was 15
feet from the surface, the file would not
show. There was nothing to show where
the shaft was first measured from. Mr.
Greenard was assured that the shaft was
measured. from the top of the collar,
which would account for between 15 and
20 feet, but there was nothing in the
reports on the matter. Even allowing
for that 15 or 20 feet there 'would still be
a difference of 30 feet to be accounted for.
He (Mr. Collier) should have the oppor-
tunity of being represented at that in-
qiry and the Cormmittee should have
the opportunity of discussing the report.

The PREMIER : Since the member
for Boulder had stated that he would be
satisfied if he obtained an assurance that
he would be given an opportunity to
discuss the question after the report had
been obtained, and that he would be given
an opportunity of being represented at

17-12



[1 DEmBE, 19N9.] 17

the inquiry, hie (the Premier) would be
prepared to give that assurance. It
would he necessary for the member for
Boulder to see the Minister for Mines so
that the matter might be proceeded with
without unnecessary delay. Immediate-
ly the report came to hand the oppor-
tunity would be given for the matter to
be fairly discussed in the House.

Mr. Walker: In the meantime the
farther consideration of the item could
be adjourned.
,,The PREMIER: Provision had to be

made for the State Mining Engineer, and
it was necessary for the item to be there,
therefore nothing could be gained by
postponing the further consideration of
it. Members having been given to under-
stand that there would be an oppor-
tunity to discuss the matter, they should
allow the Estimates to proceed.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the State Mining
Engineer agreed to the grant of money,
and did not know where the shaft was
measured from, he did not know his
business and should not be there.

The Attorney General: You have the
Premrier's assurance that there will be
an opportunity to discuss this matter.

Mr. HOLMAN: Members, however,
desired to deal with the administration
of the Mines Department, Once the
item was passed all opportunity of dis-
cussion of the subject would be at an end.

The Premier: The member for Boulder
asked only for an opportunity of dis-
vussing the report.

Mr. HOLMAN: The member for
Boulder could only speak for himself
and not for other members of the Com-
mittee. He (Mr. Holman) wished to
deal with the administration of the
Mines Department and he was not satis-
fied that a discussion of that sort would
be allowed on the report. The item
should be postponed and attention given
to some other business. Statements had
been made by the Minister for Mines
which had proved to be quite incorrect,
yet the Minister had not had the cour-
tesy to acknowledge it. All that mem-
bers of the Opposition were asking for
was an opportunity of protecting the
interestas of the people of the State. It
would be more satisfactory, even to the

Premier, to have the matter fully dis-
cussed.
.Mr. SCAIDDAN : Earlier in the evening

the Minister had stated that he proposed
to appoint Mir. Montgomery, the State
Mining Engineer, chajman of the Royal
Commission to inquire into the subject
of miners' complaint.

The Minister for Mines: I said it was
my recommendation.

Mr. SCADDAIN: Somebody had then
asked was Mr. Montgomery not previous-
ly a chairman of a similar cormnission,
and the Minister had replied in the nega-
tive. As a matter af fact Mr. Mont-
gomery had been chairman of the Royal
Comnmission on the ventilation and sani-
tation of mines. Without wishing to
deprecate Mr. Montgomery's capabili-
ties as mining engineer he (Mr. Scaddan)
desired to say-that if there was anybody
who was unfit for the position of chair-
man of a commission it was Mr. Mont-
gomery. That gentleman, as chairman
of the former commission, had made a
recommendation, and signed it, to the
effect that the system of box-rising
should be provided for in the Bill itself ;
yet the same officer had prompted the
Minister to oppose the recommendation.

The Minister for Mines: How can you
be justified in making that statement ?

Mr. SCADDAN: The statement was
fully justified on the evidence to hand.

The MWINISTER FOR MINES : In a
number of instances in connection with
the Mines Regulation Bill he had acted
upon his own initiative and not upon the
advice of Mr. Montgomery. Because he
had opposed the inclusion of a provision
for box-rising in the Bill the hon. member
was not justified in saying that Mr.
Montgomery had given him (the Minister)
specific advice inconsistent with his (Mr.
Montgomery's) own report.

Mr. SCADDAN : Notwithstanding whet
the Minister had said, the statement that
Mr. Montgomery had advised the Minister
against the recommendation of the com-
mission was fully justified. Evidence of
it was to be found on the files. If the
Minister would look up the Act he would
find that it dealt with the system.

The Minister for Mines: Was that in
the first Bill drafted?
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Mr. SCADDAK: It was in the existing
Act. During the discussion on the Birn
in 1906 he (Mr. Scaddan) had declared
that Mr. Montgomery wanted the pro-
vision to be inserted in the Bill, and the
Minister had not been able to deny it.
What, then, was the worth of a man like
Mr. Montgomery as chairman of a Royal
Commission ? Any report made by Mr.
Montgomery would not be accepted by
those most interested in the question.
The miners would not forget the way in
which Mr. Montgomery had treated them
when the Bill dealing with their lives and
their health was before the Chamber.
Undoubtedly Mr. Montgomery had
prompted the Minister to oppose the
recommendationms which he (Mr. Mont.
gornery) had himself trade as chairman
of the commission. Mr. K ntgomery
was not a fit and proper person to act as
chairman of an important commission.

Mr. HOLMAN: If we were going to
have a commission sitting and drawing
large fees, and if the commission was
going to bring in recommendations, then
in order to be sure that the chairman
would not urge the Minister to oppose
those recommendations steps should be
taken to see that Mr. Montgomery was
not the chairman. Mr. Montgomery was
not fit to be chairman of a commission,
nor was hie fit to be chief officer in the
Mines Department. Two matters had
been discussed tie evening, one affecting
the honesty and integrity of the Mines
Department. and the other the health
and lives of those engaged in the industry.
In both of these essential points it had
been found that Mr. Montgomery was
lacking in his duties. Progress should
have been reported some time ago.
There was a variety of business on the
Notice Paper which could have been gone
on with.

[Mr. Dwflish resumed the Chair.)

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
State Mining Engineer would make an
admirable chairman of the Commission.
Any representations made by members
opposite would receive every consider-
ation. Certainly there should be repre-
sentation from the department, but so
long as the best material was got for

the Commission he would be satisfied.
The Government wanted the Commiession
to be effective and wanted to be satisfied
it would meet with the approval of mem-
bers opposite. The Government wanted
members opposite to give every assistance,
and no doubt they would do so,. There
was no desire to deceive the Committee
in regard to Air. Montgomery acting as
chairman of a similar Commission. That
Commission dealt with the ventilation of
mines, and certainly also with tuber-
culosis. However, this matter should
be settled now. Why was there need
to waste timeI

Mr. Holman: Ifs the M~inister correct
in accusing me of wasting time ?

The Minister for Mines: The hon.
member was not accused.

The CHAIRMAN: Any accusation
made by one member against another
member of wasting time was not in
order, but the Minister had given assur-
ance, he did not accuse the member for
Murchison.I

Mr. BATH: The inquiry should not
be confined to phthisical or tubercular
complaints as affecting miners. If the
inquiry was to be made we might as
well make a good job of it, and deal
with the aspect of the whole occurence of
the disease. It was not necessary to
hare the personnel of the Commission a,
big one. If we had one good man with
previous knowledge of the matter, who
could deal with the mining aspect of the
question as well as with the general
occurence of tuberculosis and phithisis
in other occupations, it would be well.
The worth of the report would depend
almost entirely upon the evidence given
by those interested in the question, and
so long as there was a man interested
in the question who could elicit that
evidence, the object of the inquiry would
be served. An officer of the department
was more concerned about saving the
department a much trouble as possible
than to have -the fullest possible inves-
tigation into any matter under consider-
ation. We could do better by getting
a competent man outside the official
sphere in order to conduct these in-
quiries. The State Mining Engineer
would naturally be called as a witness in
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regard to the prevalence of miners'
disease, but that was a different matter
from constituting him chairman or a
member of the Commission. It was to
be hoped that the Commission would
not be confined to mining, and that
men would be selected from their know-
ledge of the subject, and from the zeal
they would display to get the fullest
possible information.

Mir. HEITMANN: No one could
write such extensive minutes as the
State Mining Engineer. If sent to see
the time at the town clock the officer
would write a minute a yard long.
We were told by the Minister that Mr.
Montgomery had occupied high positions
in the mining world in various parts of
Australia. But we had a director of
the School of Mines here and there was no
need for Mr. Montgomery's qualifications
in that direction. We had also inspec-
tors of mines, so there was no need to
pay a man.£800 a year to be above those
inspectors. We had a Geological Depart-
ment costing £6,000 a year. and, though
Mr. Montgomery had been chief geolo-
gist in Tasmania, he had now ye, y
little to do with the Geological Depart-
ment., and any action on his part inter-
fering with the department would be
strongly resented by the qualified men
in the department. Therefore, one failed
to see why we paid this officer £800 a
year for a smattering of education in one
direction and a smattering in another.
Not one of Mir. Montgomery's reports
would direct a prospector where to find
gold. Mr. Montgomery was like Geologist
Jack in Queensland who, when asked
by an old prospector where to look
to take up a leader which was lost,
told the prospector, " You are a practical
man and you know a great deal more
about it than I do." So far as pros-
pecting was concerned and the location
of gold in the country, the opinions of
the old prospectors were far more valuable
than those of all the geologists in Western
Australia. It had been said that Mr.
Montgc mery would be a member of the
Royal Commission about to be appointed.
The Minister said he would be pleased
to hear suggestions from members as
to that proposed appointment. -If the

reports of the State Mining Engineer
on mining and the ventilation and sani-
tation of mines were as reliable as his
report on the ventilation of the mines
at flay Dawn, and the existence of phthi-
sis in that district, they were of no value
at all. Some time ago he (Mr. Heitxnann)
had called attention to the matter and
the Premier and the present Minister
for Works asked Dr. Blanehard to
report. In the report was, the following:;

-"A very considerable increase in the
number of eases of miners' phithisis
has taken place recently here, and all
persons so affected have almost in-
variably been working underground in
the Great Fingal mine for a longer or
shorter period." What did the State
Mining Engineer say. He visited the
district, and in his report Maid as fol-
lows:

"When at Day Dawni at the end
of last July I went through the Great
Fingal mine, taking special notice
of its condition in respect to dustiness,
and made numerous inquiries from the
residents of the district likely to be
acquainted with the facts as to the
alleged prevalence of miners' phithisis.
The mine is not an especially dry or
dlusty one, though at times there are
dusty places in it, as in most mines
when rising is being done and when
there is a great deal of ore being
drawn from the stopes on the shrinkage
system. As a general rule the walls
of most of the workings are damp,
and there is, therefore, little dust.
on them. The mine was in the main
in an excellent condition as regards-
freedom from dust when I inspected
it, but it was freely admitted by the
management that at times there had
been a good deal of dust in parts of
it while it was working under high
pressure to produce ore. With al-
teration of the system of stoping it
is expected that the dust trouble
will be very small. Water is liberally
provided for use in drilling, and very
few dry holes are bored in the ordinary
stoping, and it rests very greatly with
the miners themselves to have very
little dust in the workings. I heard
of only one sufferer from phtbisis,
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and, in conversation with him, he
did not blame this particular mine
as responsible for his complaint, though
he thought his life as a miner had
predisposed him to it. His case,
as far as I could ascertain from him,
appeared to be one of ordinary phithisis
or tuberculosis, rather than miners'
complaint or silicosis. There are a
good many cases of phthisis amongst
all clasises of the community, and a
certain number must be expected
among miners, quite independently
of their occupation. This suffer
told me of another ease previously
in the mine, that of a man who had
died of the disease, but this person
had been affected with it quite seriously
before he came to the State of Western
Australia at aU. My informer worked
in the mine and knew most of the
men;, but though his complaint would
naturally lead him to take special
notice of other cases he told me he
did not know of any. My inquiries
all led to the conclusion that the
alleged mortality from phthisis among
miners on the Great Fingal mine had
been very greatly exaggerated. As
directed by the Minister, the inspector
of mines has been instructed to pay
special attention to making inquiries
as to the prevalence of cases of phthisis
in the Great Fingal mine, and also
to the maintenance of good ventilation
and laying of dust."

What reliance could be placed in the
report or on the word of the State Mining
Engineer. Here was a man employeol
in the department, the chief function of
which was to take care of the miners, On
reading that report be had come to the
conclusion either that Mr. Montgomery
had no conception of the duties of his
department or he was instructed by his
superior officer to bring in a negative
report. The State Mining Engineer made
no enquiry at Day Dawn among the resi-
dents as to the prevelance of phthisis.
He had received a letter from the secre-
tary of the miners' union there, written
immediately after the report of the State
Mining Engineer was published, to the
effect that, with the exception of one or
two men in Day4Dawn, Mr. Montgomery's

visit was absolutely unknown. Where
could he have made his inquiries ? A
man had only to go into the streets of
Day Dawn and converse with any resident
to learn of the prevelance of the disease.
In that letter from the secretary of the
miners' union he had been given a list, of
some twenty men suffering from miners'
complaint, and in that list were the names
of ten or a dozen who were then residents
of Day Dawn. After that would the
Minister say that the officer was worthy
to occupy the position of chairman of the
commission ? Mr. Montgomery was un-
worthy to fill the position he held as
State Mining Engineer, and lie certainly
-was not a fit and proper person to become
a member of the commission to inquire
into miners' complains. The position of
State Mining Engineer was unnecessary,
and the Minister himself could not say
what duties the officer should perform.
The Minister said 'Mr. Montgomery was
a mining engineer, but we had inspectors,
geologists, wardens, an Under Secretary
and his staff, and why should there be
tacked on to the department the position
of State Mining 'Engineer ? It was well
that Mr. Montgomery bad come under
the fire of criticism that night, for he had
been too long immune from the criticism
he justly deserved.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the Minister had no
answer to make to the criticism of the
hon. member he might be asked why the
State Mining Engineer was paid £800 a
year, and why the reports and recoin-
mnendations made by that officer were not
carried out. The State Mining Engineer
made a report in connection with a
proposed State battery at Quimis. He
said that a State battery was wanted
there, but that owing to an option having
been taken place over some property there
it would not be wise to erect it. Prac-
tically in one breath he said it should be
erected, and in the next breath be said
that the time was not opportune. It
seemed that the recommendations of
this officer were only carried out when
they agreed with the views of the Cham-
ber of Mines. It was hard however, to
condemn the officer when it was known
that his hands were to a great extent tied
by the Minister. It was known from
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statements made by other officers, that
they were used in the department prac-
ticsally as tools. If that was the ease
wvith the State Mining Engineer, he was
not fit to remain in the department
because his position was such that he
should refuse to be dictated to by the
Minister or anyone. It was his (Mr.
Holmsan's) intention to refer at length
to the question of the erection of a
battery at Quinns, but if the Minister
would give an explanation, and that ex-
planation was satisfactory there would
be no need to deal with the question at
any length.

The Minister for Mines: What ex-
planation do you want ?

Mr. HOLMAN: An explanation in
connection with the report he made at
Quinns, and the erection of a State
battery there. The State Mining
Engineer reported that a battery should
be supplied, and then added that the
time was not opportune, but he recorn.
mended that they should be given at that
place a subsidy of 2s. or 3s. for carting.
It should be pointed out however that
in that locality carting alone east 15s.
per ton, and it was impossible for the
mines there to be opened up unless there
was a battery erected.
' The MINISTER FOR MINES:; If the

hon. member would state exactly the
various questions that hie intended to
ask and desired information about a reply
could be furnished to the whole lot.
The duties of the State Mining Engineer
had been explained, and on the item
the hon. member should not endeavour
to obtain a promise from the Minister.
,31r. Holrnan: Your promises are no

good ; I have had too many of them.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: If

that was the attitude of the hon. member
it would be of no use to proceed further.

Mr. W. PRICE: That was a most
cavalier manner for a Minister to treat
a member of the House.

The Minister for Mines: It is all right;
I am not losing my temper.

Mr. W. PRICE: Nothing was said
about temper. What he said was that
the Minister had treated the member for
Murchison in a cavalier manner when
inxformatkn was sought.

The Minister for Works: And the mem-
ber for Murchison insulted the Minister.

Mr. W. PRICE : The member for
Murchison was asking for information.
He (Mr. Price) also desired to know for
what purpose the State Mining Engineer
was paid £800 per annum. From the
report of the Mining Commission which
sat some years ago and made certain
recommendations, it appeared that the
State Mining Engineer occupied the
position of chairman. The Minister for
Mines had stated that evening that he
had recommended Mr. Montgomery for
the position of chairman of the proposed
Commission to deal with tuberculosis
among miners, and the Minister denied
that an inquiry into the health of the
miners was part of the duties laid clown
to be performed by Mr. Montgomery.
Yet Mr. Montgomery and his colleagues
on that Commission which sat some years
ago dealt writh the question of the yen-
tilatLion and sanitation of mines, and
investigated also the conditions and the
health of the persons engaged in the mines.
If the report were read it would be found
that recommendations were made by the
Commission with regard to miners who
were suffering from tuberculosis. The
State Mining Engineer was chairman of
that Commission and lie signed the recom-
mendation. Nothing had been done to
give effect to the recommendation made
by Mr. Montgomery, yet to-night the
Committes had been told that the
Minister for Mines recommended that
same gentleman for the chairmanship of
of another Royal Commission. The
Minister seemed to wish the Committee to
understand that the State Mining
Engineer would do something during the
next 12 months to justify his occupancy
of the position. In connection with the
charges made earlier in the evening, the
State Mining Engineer had submitted a
report, which clearly had been intended
to be final. That report had meant
nothing. It had been based on reports
sent in to the State Miniing Engineer by
the very individuals concerned in the
charges made by the member for Boulder,
and the State Mining Engineer had wound
up his own comments by stating that
it did not appear from the files that Messrs
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Eggeling & Nutt had ever attempted to
clean out the shaft, and that it did not
seem that any further notice should be
taken of their allegations. This was the
gentleman for whom the Committee was
expected to vote a sum of money. What
was the State Mining Engineer for ? The
Minister for Mines had walked out of
the Chamber, not earing to hear read out
a recommendation made by the State
Mining Engineer in respect to which
nothing further had been done.

The Minister for Works: I am not
surprised that he should have walked
out.

Mr. W. PRICE: Perhaps if he (Mr.
Price) were a meek and servile follower
of the Minister for Works things would
have been all right ;but because it was
desired to enter a protest against paying
money away to an officer whose duties
were not known to the Committee, then
the Minister for Works, in his lordly
style. said no .wonder anybody should
walk outside. Perhaps the Minister for
Works would like him (Mr. Price) to
shut up altogether.

The CHLAIRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in discussing the Minister
for Works.

,Mr. W. PRICE: That was so. The
Minister for Works was not worth
discussing at the present time, for the
question before the Chair was the salary
of the State Mining Engineer. 'He hoped
the Minister for Mines would not attempt
to treat him in the sme cavalier fashion
as he had treated the member for Mur-
chison when he had sought information.
If the expenditure was justified it should
be allowed to go, but if it was not justified
the item should be reduced or struck
out. The information sought should be
forthcoming.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Minister for
Mines a few minutes earlier had hinted
that he (Mr. Holman) was endeavouring
to extract a promise to get a battery
erected. As a matter of fact the Min-
ister's promises were not wanted. All
that was required was the information
asked for, and he (Mr. Holman) was
going to get it. The members of the
Committee should take the matter up

and deal with it in an unmistakable
manner.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member was in error in thinking
that he (the Minister) was offensive in
replying to the question asked. He
was endeavouring to fairly place the
position before the hon. member, and
then the hon. member replied offensively.
No promisie could be given in connection
with the battery system when dealing with
this item, but the hon. member knew
that the State Mining Engineer recom-
mended assistance should be ranted by
way of subsidy, and his recommenda-
tions were given effect to. Not having
the papers, hie felt disinclined to refer
to the question, but reference was also
made in the report to the erection of a
State battery. The duties of the State
Mining Engineer had already been given
twice. Mr. Montgdrnery -was Chief In-
spector of Mines and had- to see that
the inspectors carried outi lheit duties
on a uniform basis ; he had to lQpk after-
all matters in connection with thfllines
Regulation Act, and to control the
mning development vote; he made
recommeandations in connection with
applications for assistance, and was
the techincal adviser on all matters
pertaining to mining ; he was asked to
spend a good portion of his time in the
back country making special reports for
publication, but during the past twelve
months, owing to a serious accident,
could not attend to this part of the work
as much as was desired. There was no
officer in the public service of the State
superior to this gentleman in integrity.
He was a man of the highest character
and a man of probity and ability, and
had risen from the ranks and made a
name for himself in matters connected
with mining, and possessed practical
experience.

Item, Inspectors (9) of Mines, £3,588:
Mr. ANGWI: The inspectors of

mines were classified at £150 but were
receiving £350 ; what was the intention
of the Government?

The MINISTER FOR MIXES: When
the classification was wade he (the
Minister) thought we would not be able
to get inspectors at the salary lIxed and
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had asked that the classification should
not be approved. However, the Govern-
ment had approved of the classification,
giving the officers the right of appeal.
The matter was now in the hands of the
Public Service Commissioner and would
shortly be dealt with.

Item, Registrars (19), £5,501
Mr. HOLMAN:- Twelve months ago

the Minister at Wiluna promised to place
a mining registrar there. The nearest
mining registrar to this rising and
important centre was 130 miles away,
and. the school teacher who acted as
deputy mining registrar knew nothing
about mining. Mining business could
not be properly carried out. There
was an instance in the continued ex-
emptions given to certain leases. These
leases were granted protection fortnight
after fortnight. This was a protection
that was not recorded.

The Minister for Mine3: rhey must
be shown.

tMr. HOLMAIN: Against tI e ordinary
exemptica obtained fromt the court
there was the right to ohject. but there
was no chance of objecting where the
Minister gave protection for a fortnight.
In a ietttr of the 22nd January the
Minister definitely stated the matter of the
appointment would probably be arranged
within a few weeks. Surely it was time
that the promise was redeemed?7 It
was impossible for the people in the
district to get their mining business
properly transacted. The officer was a
very worthy man, but he was a school
teacher and did not understand the
mining laws. He had no desire whatever
to cast any reflections upon him. Why
did not the Minister fulfil the promise
he made so long ago ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: At
Wiluna there was now a deputy mining
registrar who was the school teacher.
Why it was impossible for that officer
also to carry out the duties of mining
registrar lie failed to seae. In many places
where it was desired to give facilities to
the people, to give justice to them, we
must try and make the p~ublic officials
do the work of the Mlines Department.
There was no reason why in some of the
smaller places the stationmaster, for

(03)

instance, should not do the work for the
Tfreasrr and the Mines Department.
As to the appointment of teachers to do
this work, surely a man sufficiently
qualified to teach children should soon
be able to grasp the requirements of the
Mines Department. Instructions had
been given to the warden to hear cases at
Wiluna, and the Government intended
to do all they could to try and give justice
to the people there instead of compelling
them to go 120 miles to Lawlers.

Mr. O'Loghlen:- Did you promise that
a registrar would be appointed 7

The AMSTER FOR MINES: A
deputy had been appointed, not a fall.
fledged official. The school teacher
should be able to do the 'work quite as
well as an efficient mining registrar.

Mr. HOLMAN: It was a pity the
Minister did not remember his promises
and redeem them. So far hack as Sep.
tember, 1908, there was a promise made
that a registrar should be appointed at
Wiluna. If the Minister was not satisfied
that an officer was necessary there
why did he promise that one should be
appointed ? It was an absurdity to ex-
pect that a miner who came in from 30 or
40 miles outback should be asked to wait
outside the school while the children were
being taught, before being able to apply
for a property. It was an unwarranted
action on the part of the Minister. He
had promised definitely that a registrar
should be appointed and then only ap-
pointed a school teacher to act as deputy.
The mining people in that district deserv-
ed earme consideration. Over 12 months
agro the Minister approved of the appoint.
ment and yet it had never been made,
The Minister went to the district, saw the
requirements, came to the conclusion it
was necessary that a registrar should he
appointed, and now made a ridiculous
explanation that either a stationmnaster
or a school teacher was quite qualified
to do the work. Such a iman was not
worthy the confidence of members of the
Committee. With regard to the sugges-
tion that stationmasters should be ap
pointed registrars, how did that apply to
the case in question, considering that the
railway was now 140 miles from Wiluna ?
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One could not compare a place having a
railway with one like Wiluna so far back.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.27 p.m.

lcislative Council,
Thursday, 2nd December, 190.9.

PACk(
Hils: Registration of Deeds, etc.. SK 178

Nlorth Perth Trarways Act Amendment, Sit 17)0
Trnzefer of (snd Act. Recommittal -.. 17$0
Riectore Act Amendment, Recoinmittal .. 17H
Letzi brastion, 2H. orn..............7p)
I'ietict Fire B~rigadecs, Repnrtstege ... 1783
Metrop'Iitsn Waler Supply, Sewerage, and

Drainage, cone....i.................1783
Agrultural Sauk Ac Amendment, Corn.1794
Landlord and Tensat, Corn. .. . 1795

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

BILLS (2)-THIRFD READING.
I. Registration of Deeds, etc., trans-

mitted to the Legislative Assembly.
2, North Perth Tramways Act Amend-

intivit, passed.

BILL-TRANSFER OF LAND ACT
AMENDMENT.

Recommittal.
On motion by the Colonial Secretairy,

Bill recommitted for amendment..
New Clause:
The CO0LO0N IA L SECR~tETARY

moved-
That the following be added to stand

as Clause 16 :-Seetion 18 of the
Principal Act is amended by adding
a paragraph as follows :-" Every such
writ shall cease to bind charge or effect
ansy bond lease or mortogage or charge
specifled as aforesaid unless a transfer
upon a sole under such writ shall be left

for entry upon the register within three
months from lte day wchich the copy shalt
be served.

The amendment was moved for the
reasons explained by Mr. Moss at the
previous sitting. The Crown Law
authorities had agreed that the amend-
ment was necessary and important.

Hon. Al. L. MOSS: f t would be well to
make the period four months. Three
months was the period in Victoria, but
Victoria had a very circumscribed area.
In the ease of a judgment affecting the
far North of this State the period of three
months would not be long enough.

The Colonial Secretary: There would
be no objection to make the period four
months instean of three maonths.

New clause put and passed.
Bill again reported with further amend

ments.

BILL -ELECTORAL ACT1 AMEND
ME4NT.

Recommittal.
On motion by the Colonial Secretary

Bill recommitted for amendment,
Clause 25-Amiendment of Section 204.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY: When

the Bill was previously before the
Committee Subelause 2 of Clause 25
which provided that only justices and
postmasters could witness claims, waa
struck out. Since then the Chief Elec-
toral Officer had drawn attention to the
fact that the subelause was of the utmost
importance in order that there should be
pure rolls and that there might be some
check on witnesses. It was proposed
therefore to ask the Committee to re-
insert the clause with tec exception of
the penalty which it was originally pro-
vided should be £E50. The intention was
that this should be reduced to £5. It
was desired to bring our laws info line
with those of the Commonwealth.

Hon. C. Raudell: That penalty ii more
reasonable.

Tile COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
an amendment-

That the following stand as Subelause.
2:-" Any person who witnesses the sig-
,nature of a claimant wzithout being per-
nunally1 acqutainted wvith the forts, or
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