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

PAPERS PRESENTEHD.
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
beer advanced from the Mines Depart-
ment to Mr. Hatt, mineowner of Sounthern
Cross, and for what purpose? 2, Whai
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 won from the
Never Never mine, and also the returns

of gold won from publie erushing sinee

the date when Government subsidy was
first coniributed? 4, Is the subsidy
eranted  on * condition that Mr. Hatt
crushes for the publie? 5, Has the con-
dition been fulfilled in its entirety? 6,
What steps does the Minister take to see
that the conditions under which the sub-
sidy is granted are fulfilled?

The MINISTER TFOR MINES re-
plied: 1, £1,000. For the purpose of re-
moving eertain plant consisting of a hat-
iery, ete., from Southern Cross to gold
mining lease No. 665 at Never Never. 2,
He was required under his agreement to
crush for the publie, so long as any money
was owing by him, at the scale in opera-
tion at Stiate batteries at the time, viz,
May, 1906. In Jay, 1909, he was re-
qvested to alter his seale to the one then
ohtaining at State plants. The minimum
elrarze, 8s. Gd., heing less than that fixed
in Mis arreement, viz., 10s, be was then
riven a subsidy up to ls. 6d. or less per
ion fo make the minimum up to 10s. 3,
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All returns for the eurrent year io Sep-
tember inclustve have been furnished,
Diflieulty bas been experienced in the
past, and proceedings heave had to he
talken to eompel him to furnish them. 4,
He is required to crush for the publie
so long as he owes any money under his
agreement. 5, Dissatisfaction has been
expressed by some of the eustomers, and
recently the inspeector of mines was direc-
ted to proceed to the locality and hold
an inquiry into the whole question of
melhods pursned in crushing for the pub-
lie. A set of rules, which he will be re-
quired to eonform to, are now heing
drafted, and failure on his part to com-
ply with the departmental requirements
will result in foreeclosure noder the mort-
ware. His affairs at the present time
are being eontrolled hy his creditors, the
department withholding any action in the
way of foreclosure so long as everything
is going on satisfactorily; nnd sinee the
taking over of his husiness by the eredi-
tors 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 insiroeted the Public
Service Comniissioner to report as to the
wisdom or otherwise of abolishing eer-
tain loeal eourts in the Kanowna elec-
torate? 2, Is it his intention to abolish
the loeal ecowrt at Broad Arrow?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, No. The special board appoivted to
inquire into the service as a whole are
applying for information as to the vol-
nme of work performed at various courts,
but no specific eourts have been picked
out for their consideration. 2, It is ue-
derstood that Broad Arrow Loeal Court
is amongst those at present being investi-
gated by the board, but no reeommenda-
tion has as vet been submitted for the con-
sideration of the Government.

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

The Attorney General: When I ye-
eeive it, certainly.
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BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT,
Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Couneil,

BIILL—-AGRICULTURAL
PURCHASE.
Second Reading.

Debate vesumed from the 23rd Novem-
bhex.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): Granted
that the policy embodied in our Agrieul-
tural Lands Purchase Acts which have
previonsly heen placed on our statute-
hook is aecepted, then the drafting of
the Bill submitted by the Minister for
Lands, so far as T can see, leaves little
to be desired. Bui to my mind there are
some aspeets of this policy of repur-
chasing csiates which certainly de not
emphasise the wisdom of a continunnce
at’ the policy on the seale contemplated
hy the demand for extra eapital embodied
in this Bill. 1In the first place, in West-
ern Australia we have made a repeated
hoast 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 othier hand we have to carry legisla-
tion to enable us to repurchase this land,
and in some instances at a very short
period after it has been sold, and even
before the full eonditions on which the
land has heen alienated have been ful-
filled. This aspeet of the question siruek
Mr. Throssell as a result of his kmow-
ledge of the working of the Lands De-
partment, because I remember in this
House he pointed to instances where the
Giovernment had repurchased estates, and
a proeess of huilding these up again into
large arens were going on. Oue of the
estates whieh was repurchased some years
ago after a eonsiderable amount of in-
vestigation and report by the Lands Pur-
chase Beard, and which has sinee 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 ent up
into Jots and sold, tke building up of a
portion of it in considerable areas has
gone on, and that enly a-short time back
an offer was made to the Government for
the purpose of buying back a portion of

LANDS

[ASSEMBLY.}

that repurchased estate with a view o
selling it for closer settlement. T that
is the sort of thing that is going to re-
sult from our poliey, it will be a bad one
for Western Ausiralia.

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

Mr. BATH: Not by the same owners
but by others who had aequired the land
on the Mount Erin estate, and who, hav-
ing aequired a considerable area—I pre-
same by purchasing from others—have
made an offer, which, of eourse, I am told,
was not entertained, but certainly was
made, to sell land to the Government to
be again eut up and sold as before.
Again, on the Throssell estate, which was
vone of the repurchased estates, that pro-
cess is going on. There are some fairly
large holdings on that area, and if this
policy is with a view to closer setflement
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
distriet, and purehased recently, and al-
though the Government bave prided them-
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 nnder third-class eonditions,
at a very low price, and the Government
have had to pay as much as eight, if not
fen times that price in order to repur-
chase the land for closer settlement. On
the QOakabella 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 the estate the whole eon-
ditions with regard to the payment of the
purchase maney bad not been completed.
In the purchase of it the vendors had to
mive consideration to the Government for
the unpaid portion of the purchase of the
eonditional lease. On the Bowes area a
considerable portion of that was taken
up under conditional purchase, or grazing
lease, which is the same thing only that a
smaller price is paid, and here again the
priee 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:
been purchased.

Mr. BATH: I understoed the Govern-
ment had elosed 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. 8. F. Moore: What about the im-
provemenis done?

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 pnrchase of estates the Government
wonld get it back. In this respect the
Government are taking up 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 ii, allowing of
course for the expense of cutting it up,
and the interest on the money invested,
the Governmenti had to get this price out
of those who purchased the land, that is,
the people who eonstitute Lhe 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 aere and
were to make a profit of, say, 5s. an acre,
it eould not be said to be a good deal for
the State because that profit is made out
of the people who bave to purchase the
land. It is a good thing for the specun-
lator, but the lower the price the gennine
settler has to pay the more mouey he
-will have with which to develop the area
and effect improvements on it, and put
i to a productive use, and if the Govern-
ment have to pay an enhanced price the
settler has fo pay a high price too, and it
means that he has less money with which
to earry on operations. Very often the
price which the settlers have to pay con-
stitutes a burden whiech hampers their
efforts for many years. Take the pur-
chase of the Cold Harbour estate in the
York district. There was a considerable
amount of erowing 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
that land. In some instances the prices

It has mever
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which settlers had to pay were so high
that application had to be made for a re-
duction of the priee. I know that during
the time I was in the Lands Department
I reduced the price of one area on the
Cold Harbour estate berause I considered
that the price which had te be paid was
too high, and that the purchaser had no
chanee of doing any good 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 which they sold to the man and
bandicapped him for the whole of his
lifetime in bis endeavour to make a pro-.
fitable area ont of it.

Mr. George: Do not they sell the land
slightly above the priee given so as to
recoup themselves?

Mr. BATH: It would not be so bad
if they were to do that, but in some in-
stances, and in the case of the Mount
Erin estate they made a considerable pro-
fit out of if, 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 eoffers of the State, That profit
had to be 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 reecent years, and
the Governments of Victoria and New
South Wales have had to consider alfo-
gether different means for bringing the
areas under closer settlement. They found
tkat the very expenditure of money, loan
money too, in purchasing estates for
closer settlement had the effect of put-
fing a speealative 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 puorchase 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 Aect,
hut there was this stipulation, and it
_seemed 1o be one which was made in en-
iire eonformity with the idea underlying
the repurchase of estates. They said there,
“We repurchase these estates for the pur-
pose of getling rid of land monopoly,
and therefore when we repurchase land
we 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 in perpetuity, and the
svstem has been found to work advan-
tageously. The Opposition there sought
to work up an agitation amongst these
people in favour of pranting freeholds,
hut they got the greatest rebuffs from the
people themselves, and they still stiek to
the poliey of only leasing areas which are
repurchased.  There may be oceasions
when the Government may find the op-
portunity as private people do of repur-
chasing an estate on advantageous terms,
and under those cireumstances one would
not ohjeet to having money at their dis-
posal for availing themselves of an op-
portunity of that kind, To my mind the
poliey is altogether erronecus, and if we
are going to grant this woney we should
do as they dn in New Zealand, stipulate
that the land shall be leased and not re-
sold. Unless there is some attempt to
deal with this aspeet of the question T
shall feel impelled io oppose the second
reading of the Bill,

Mr. UNDERWOOD ({Pilbara): With-
out any reservation whatever, I feel im-
pelled 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 eannot imagine
greater idiocy ontside a lunatie asylum,
and I do not think it has oceurred any-
where else. We have a proposal here
that we are going to pass an Act to re-
purchase estates; at the same time the
Miuister has painted the whole of West-
ern Australia green with the object of
selling Western Aunstralia. If we are go-
ing to =ell it, leave it sold; if we are go-
ing to retain it for the State, then do not
self if; but {he idea of repurchasing and
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selling. and repurchasing again should
not want any eonsideration whatever. I
am surprised at the leader of the Op-
position wanting an explanation from the
Minister. s far as I am concerned
there is no earthly explanation that can
he given why we should be buying and
selling Iand ai 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
eslates, the Narra 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. Burges, Waugh,
Wittenoom, Bush (who represents Dal-
geiy & Co.), F. Moustaka—I would nof
like to say whether he is a Japanese, or
what he is—and Dalgety & Co, Dalgety
& Co. bear in mind have two euts, 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 35,597 acres
at  11d., 6,724 aeres at 3s. 9d,

6,676 acres at Gs. 3d., and 4,750 aeres of
first elass land at 9s, 11d. They bought
back 23,000 acres for £26,000, and this
is what we are asked to continne to do.
Certain  improvemenis have heen made
there. We are told that a house, oni-
buildings, stables, shearing and machi-
nery sheds are there; that 1,000 acres
have heen eleared out of 26,000 acres.
That seems to be the usual percentage in
Western Australis—one in 26,
The Manister for Lands: We will alter

that later on. :

Alr. UNDERWOOD: Then there ap-
pear to have been 3,000 acres ringbarked
130 miles of fencing carried out, and
eight good wells and windmills or the
property. The water is shallow in that
distriet, so that we can reckon these wells
are practically soaks.

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD: They paid the
Government £7,962 16s. 10d. According
to my caleulation, to put these improve-
ments in, would eost sometbing like
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£7.000. There are a house, outbuildings,
stables, and machinery sheds, and for all
the possible nse they would be to the se-
lector £1,000 is full value for them, No

selector  could  possibly afford to pay
£1,000 tor his house and sheds. There
are 1.000 acres ecleared—£1,000.  That

country conld be cleared for £1 per acre.
That makes a total of £2,000. Then
there are 3.000 acres ringbarked ot 2s.
per acre—£300. Then there is 150 miles
of fencing at £20 a mile, or £3,000. Then
we have the eight good wells. We all
know that in the Narra Tarra country
the wells are shallow, in soft sinking
and present no difficulties. If you go
throngh these items it will be found that
there are not £8,000 of improvements on
the place. These people expended about
£6.000 on the improvements and about
£7.000 for the land; and they have re-
ceived from the Government £22,000,
showing a net profif of about 100 per
eent, on their ontlay.,  Advantageously
for the coming selector the Goverment
could pnt all these improvements on land
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 ns zo and put the money into
that and we will have improved land to
put the peuple on. Then we could afford
to build a railway to it. By having his
land improved the selector eould take his
erop off the first year and so we 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 eent. 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 allow them
to make a profit onee and stop at that T
would not mind so much; but when we
enact that the land can be sold again on
non-residential eonditions, we let Dalgety
and Co. get in once more and make an-
other £12,000 or £14,000 out of us. The
position is absurd in the extreme.
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Mr. Monger: Did you say Dalgety &
Co. made all this?

Mr. UNDERWOOD : Dalgety and
Moustaka, Dalgety & Company.  And,
after all, Dalgety & Company are chiefly
Japanese; they run their Japanese boats
up and down our coasts. We were told
the other night that the Bavings Bank
had no money with which to provide in-
creased advances fo settlers taking up
land; bat in the Bill we are providing
that that iostitution, which has no money
to advance to settlers, is te 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.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I am aware of
that: 4 per cent. is paid by the Agrieul-
tural Bank to the Savings Bank, Here
we have the position, that there is no
money in the Savings Bank to assist set-
tlers to go on Government land, yet we
are going to take from the bank money
to repurchase estates which we are going
to sell on non-residential conditions. T
wish to enter my protest against this,
and against the policy of buying land
on the one hand and selling it on the
other as being the most ridienlous and ab-
surd ever put before any body of men. I
am positively sure the Australian abori-
gines, who are supposed to be the lowest
race on earth, would knmow considerably
better than to follow a practice of that
sort. :

Mr. 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
way he did of a firm which has done
mare for the advancement 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 5o 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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am going to say this afterncon in favour
of Dalgety & Co.

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

Mr. MONGER: I wish that hyaenish
langh, 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.

Mr. Swan: They do not seem to bless
Dalgety & 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, 1
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 hon. member for
York is somewhat wide of the mark.

Mr. MONGER: I have no desire what-
ever to eulogise the firm of Dalgety &
Company nor have 1 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.

Mr. Underwood: You can seareely eall
them innuendoes.

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

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

Mr, MONGER: Personally I bhave no-
thing to thank them for, but I like to see
praise given where it should be given; and
I do not like to see a lot of men who
know nothing ahout what the state of the
eountry was twenty years ago when Dal-
gety & Company came here—I do notf
like to hear them make disparaging state-
wments about that firm. I say with all
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respeet there is no firm in Western Aus-
tralin 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. MONGER: 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 wounld
have been resided in by some other in-
dividuals. If the member for Pilbara
had made reference to some of those
wealthy sguatters 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 bhim. However,
I think the member for Pilbara will
agree with me, that in his referenees to
this firm he was somewhat out of place.
In connection with this Land Purchase
Bill, T think the Government are going
in a fairly wise direetion, and so long as
the selection board consists of gentlemen
who—~—

Mr. Heitmanun: They are going to in-
erease the number on the board to twelve;
de you agree to that?

Mr. MONGER: 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.

Mr. Heitmann: Why, they are the
Agrienltural Bank trustees!

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

Mr. MONGER: All the gentlemen as-
sociated with the Agricaltural Bank and
the Land Purchase Board are men held in
the very highest repute throughout the
length and breadih of Western Australia
and any recommendations that may em-
anate from those gentlemen will receive



{1 DecemeEr, 1909.]

my support. There may be one or two
items in the Bill I will disagree with,

Mr. Scaddan: Do yon agree to reduce
the salaries of the hoard?

Mr. MONGER: I once referred to the
hyvenaish langh of the member for Ivan-
hoe. During the preseni 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 (Geraldton): 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 seeure large estates close to railways
for the pnrpose of closer settlement. I
admit that we have plenty of Crown
lands for disposal, but if it is possible
to seeure {hese estates, we shall get a
ready sale for them. Most, if not all of
these estates, have 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
orazing purposes, it will mean a very
great increase to the traffic on the rail-
way system. I feel snre that the 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
varions industries. Tf members knew the
condition of affairs in the Vietoria dis-
triet they would not oppose the motion.
Within a radius of 30 miles of CGerald-
ton we have eighi estates eomprising over
270,000 acres. Of this quantity 150,000
aeres 13 enltivable land capable of grow-
ing 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, Oakabella,
Narra Tarra, and Mount Erin. We have
heard a good deal from the member for
Pilbara with regard to the price of these
properties. Tt is not for members to eriti-
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¢ive the prices, more especially as we
have a competent board to value the pro-
perlies. The leader of the Opposition
referrved to the Mount Erin estate which
brougit a prolit of something like £6,000.
With regard to the Qakabella estate, it
has vet to be proved whether the price
paid for it was too high; alsn whethev
the price for the Narra Tarra estate was
too high. As to the Jatter, I ean inform
memhers that while I recosnise that the
full price has been paid, still a short time
ago 1,000 acres of the estate purchased
at 1ld. per aere—probably that was
poison land—were repurchased by Mr.
Lacey for £1 an acre.

Mr. Underwood: It was 5,900 acres.

My. CARSON: There was 60,000
aeres in the property, and the wheat
yield averaged 15 bushels an acre. Some
of the erops this year will give 30 bushels
an acre. Land values are going up con-
siderably. The member for Pilbara has
said it wonld be idiotic to buy these lands
and then sel! them. If he 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
15 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 gacres 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 loeality if it is purchased. It will
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. T feel sure that if they are se-
cured, they will be the means of bring-
ing o great deal of traffie to the railways,
making them in econsequence a better
paying proposition. It has been pointed
out that this money will come from the
Savings Bank. That is not at all neces-
sary, for the Government ean give de-
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heatares for 20 years bearing interest at
-+ per eent, and there is no need to go
to (he bank. Members have complained
repeatedly about there being no land
available within 15 miles of a railway.
Here we have 275,000 aeres within a
radius of 15 miles of a railway.

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

Mr. CARSON: The railway to this
disfriet is already bullt. I suppozt
the second reading with great pleasure.

Mr, W. PRICE (Albany): I rise to
oppose the second reading and I do so
despite the tact that I know there are
estates In proximity to my elestorate

which have been offered o the Gov-
ernment, and which I ‘believe, if
purchased, would result in closer
setilement springing up. It is the

duty of every member however, to con-
sider the best interests of the State as a
wliole, and not only the interests of a
particular section. In travelling along
the various lines, particularly through the
agricnltural areas, members cannot help
being struck with the fact that the best
areas of land are lying idle and are mon-
onolised hy  persons holding  them
pmrely——

Mr. Underwood: For the Government
to repnrehase.

My, W. PRICE: Either that or for
prvate individnals to purchase.  Until the
(iovernment have done ali they can to
eempel the holders of the land at present
Iving idle to place it to profitable use,
they should not ask the House to agree
lo the system of repurchase. I ecannot
vmlerstand why with millions of acres
of land lying idle members shonld be
asked to agree to the Bill. If we had a
eoncested population and there was no
land kelonging to the Government avail-
e Tor the people, we might well be
asked 10 consider such a measure as this,
bat ot the present time the Government—
T ¢a'e the assuranee of the Minister for
Fred- have millions of acres of land
orl- waiting for settlement to hecome
17 *ve, and for the people to become
b and prosperons npon it, In view
+° 7 ' T eannot imagine whal prompts
127 cerument to ask members to agree
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to a measure of this character. [ eall to
mind an esiate I pass through about
onee a fortnight. Tt consists ot several
thousand acres on the Great Souihern
railway obtained originally by a Crown
grant, so lhat the Government have never
received one penny for it. Not a single
howr’s work has heen put upon that es-
tate, which is held by the wife of a one
time prominent politician of this State.
Mr. Heitmann: Where is he now?

Mz, W. PRICE: In the Federal Iar-
liament. The estate is valned at £3 per
aere,

The Minister for Lands: 1 can buy it
for vne-third of that,

Alr. W. PRICE: If so why is it that
the Government go into the back blocks
to repurehase estates? The railway line
runs right through it. I am assured hy
a memher who knows the eouniry well,
and is a large landowner himself in the
district, that he is prepared to give £5
an acre for that estate, and =till there
is nothing done on it, while bona fide set-
tlers are forced 4}, 50, and even G miles
from the railway in order to get land.
If the Government were sineeme m their
desite ta see the unaccupied land settled
they wonld intreduce such a svstem of
land taxation as would compel the owners
of these large estates, either o improve
them themselves. or allow others ta do
it fer them. If the Government took
steps in that direction, and forced these
unoceupied estates to be used they might
reasonably bring forward a measure of
this kind, but until they do that, until
thév show they have used everv 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 kind, We are
asked to pass this Bill for the repurchase
of certain estates. Those estates are not
nanted, hut it is understood that eertain
estates are in view. The Government
having ence sold the land are now buying
it back again and will proceed immedi-
ately afterwards to sell it a second time.
acting the part of land jobbers. We are
assnred by the member for Gerzldton
that the value of the land is goinz up.
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Is it because the value is going up thai
the Government are to be land jobbers?

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

Mr. W. PRICE: I might cousider the
advisibility of supporting the Bill if in-
stead of selling the land onee if was re-
purchased, the Govermwment 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, but they were not foolish
enough to -sell the land again but let it as
leasehold, perpetual leasing. They never
parted with the fee simple of the estates
they repurchased. If the Government
were prepared o lease the land which
they repurchased there might be some
justification for the measure; but in view
of the fact that the Govermeni propose
to sell the land after repurchase, and will
not take steps to compel the owners of
lavge estates to put their estates [o the
best nse, I must oppose the Bill, and T
express the sincere hope that it will not
pass the second reading. .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon,
J. L. Nanson): The hon. member who
has just spoken is apparently under the
impression  that these estates which
are repurchased by the Government
are invariably held by their original
holders unimproved and unused, and
in an idle condition. 8o far as
the estates to which reference has been
made, and to which the major portion of
the criticism has been levelled, the es-
tates around Geraldton, no deseription
zan be more erronecus. 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 refurping handsome profits,
They are not estates that date from yes-
terday, but they go back to a date prior
to tbe existing land laws of the State.
They are properties from which hand-
s0me revenues have been derived for
many years past. When 30 or 40, or
even Sf) years ago people went to the
Champion Bay distriet and saw the rich
land there they took up these estates,

(64)
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and they have lheen deveted to grazing
purposes for many years.

Mr. Underwood: The Narra Tarra es-
estate was not taken up 50 years ago.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It has
been in existence many years; it was

taken uwp hefore the present land laws
came into exisience, and since opportuni-
ties have heen offered] of raking up land
wnder conditional purchase those oppor-
(unities have Been availed of as far as
possible by the owners of Narra Tarra
and Oakahella.  What the Government
have to ask themselves in regard to
estates of this character is whether
it is better for the State, whether it 1s
better for the districts in which these es-
tates are sitmated, that they should, al-
though profitable, be limited to earrying
a number of sheep with a limited popula-
tion, or whether they should be subdivided
and instead of carrving nothing but sheep
and cattle, should carry a considerable
population. I remember the erase of the
Mount Erin estate when 1 first repre-
sented the Greenough constitnency in this
Parliament. At that time it was a large
pastoral property, and there was no
pepulation on it with the exception of
the owper of the estate and a few boun-
dary rviders. .\t the present time the
whole of that estate has been snbdivided,
and on that estate there is a large num-
ber of settlers and their families, and so
far as I am aware these settlers are do-
ing well out of their holdings.

Mr. Taylor: How much is unsettled
there?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
whole of the Mount Erin estate has been
taken up or =t 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 a
profit of £6.000. I am not aware if thal:
is the case. I should like certainly that
substantiated, to see if it be true or not,
becanse there can be no question when
this policy of repurchasing estates was in-
troduced it never was the intention that the
Government should make a profit ont of
the lands, but should merely act as infer-
mediary beétween the large holder, to buy
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#rom him and to sell to other people, to
make sufficient provision against risk, and
also perbaps 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 st the present time it
does happen, that agrienltural lands are
increasing in value. It may happen that
the land which a few years ago was con-
sidered worth only a small sum, may to-
day be worth a much Jarger amount, The
member for Pilbara in referring to the
cagse of Narra Tarra and other estates
seemed to look on ii as a grievance that
land which some years ago was fetching
only a few shillings an acre, and in
gome cases only a shilling an acre, to-day
is sold for much larger amounts. Instead
of regretting that cireumstance, 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 ecases
been sold at a fair market value. In re-
gard to these estates in the North, the
Narra Tarra and the Oakabella, 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 fetehing to-day? I shall not be
satisfed, 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 valne equal
{o that of similar lands in the Eastern
States. It is a great advantage Wwe
have o offer that we are selling
in Western Australia to-day land which
j= verv much helow the value it will be in
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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 which
are in close proximity in most cases to
townsites and railways to rest and pre-
vent them being turned to the best pos-
gible accoumt. If members can show thal
in any case hardship has been caused to
any particular section of the community,
and that the State is really losing money
on the transaetion, if it can be shown that
the land is not being put to profitable use,
there might be some reason for abandon-
ing the system of repurchase; hut it is
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 seme cases, and possibly in other
¢ases not refurning a profit because it
was not utilised, that that land is to-day
returning & 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 our
railways. In the Geraldton distriet, the
Northampton railway which was orig-
inally built as a mineral line, and was
the first railway built in Western Aus-
tralia, for many years was run at a great
loss, when the lead mining industry de-
clined. And it is only now hecoming 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 deveting of the lands to wheat
growing and mized farming, While it
ijs possible that eriticlsm may be
directed against individual repurchases,
T do not think it is possible to get
away from the broad general conelusion
that this policy has been not merely a
qualified success but has been a success of’
a very striking and emphatie description.
The argument has been used that because
we have large areas, enormous areas of
Crown lands snitable for settlement, and
which we are ready to sell, that this policy
of repurchase should cease for the fime
being. Do members wha advance thar
nrgument fully realise what it means¥
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I weans that this land along the rail-
ways and in proximity te the coast is not
to be utilised to its full - productive
eapacity and that Lhe rallways serving
these properties are to be deprived
of a considerable proportion of their
profit-earning  capacity. That
the case it is ineumbent upon members
who oppose the poliey of repurchase to
submit something praclicable in place of
#. 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, but which they find personally
profitable, to urge that the holders should
be tazed {0 such an extent that they
would be eompelled 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 mafiter to urge in
a general sort of way that properties
should be so heavily tazed 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 pasioral properiies carrying
large numbars 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 properiies as a whole and put
on a general tax? Tf you take the in-
dividual properties and tax them in order
to compel the owners o sell you commit
an injustice. If you #ry 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 soch an
easy one as some members imagine, There
is no reason why we should exchange a
poliey whieh has justified itself for one
the result of which must be highly preb-
lematical, and would net 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 wunder eertain conditions.
'There is only one thing I wish to point

being
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out, thal is how this propesition of re-
purchase is likely to be abused, that is
in the repurchase of land not likely to be
snitable for agrienlture. 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 beard
—and of conrse the Government bave to
accept its decision—buying second and
third-class 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 Tarra land show me
that the land is not suitable for agrieunl-
ture, and I think the board was wrong
in purchasing that estate with so much
inferior land i it. I hold with the poliey
of repurchasing estates for the reason
that the class of land repurchased the
Government have not got for sale; and
especially is it necessary in the ease of
Geraldton where there is no Government
land available in the neighbourhood of
the port; but I do not think the Govern-
ment should repnrchase second or third-
class land.

Mr. Carson: Would you throw the es-
tate out beecause it is only three 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 bhave a
place like Narra Tarra with nearly ail
second and third-class land, the Govern-
ment should lock 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 land may lo-day
be classed as first-class, but it does not
appear to me that this land has been
taken up a§ 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 repurchased and that this
should be the intention of the amending
Bill before us.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna): 1 in-
tend 1o vote for the seeond reading if
it be only to fight against those very evils
poinled out in the alleged opposition o
the Rill. The Government must retain
in their hands the power to take back es-
tates for the purpose of suhdividing them
and allowing our people to occupy them.
Tf the Government do not keep that pow-
er in their hands. then the capitalisis and
large owners will take it in their hands.
We have seen something of this on the
Midland Railway. 1f the Midland estale
bad been in the possession of the State
there is no doubt it eould have heen used
to far greater advantage so far as in-
coming seters are concerned than is the
case now when it is manipulated by those
who have it in charge.

" Mr. HMeitmann: They are seitling more
on their land than the Government at

present,

Mr., WALKER: I know; not alto-
gether on ihe terms the Government c¢an
give. At all events the power should not
be out of our hands fv do so. Individnal
eases, partienlarly 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 have a greater horror
of the land jobs that may be perpetrated
in this country, as they have been perpe-
trated in the Bast, than I have; but the
policy, 1 take it, should be close settle-
ment; and when any large estate stands
in the way, whether it is being ulilised
or is lying idle, whenever it stands in the
way of settling popwation, 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.
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Mr. WALKER: I am with the hon.
member there, but we are in the position
of a young sctttement. We have what
may be very well described as our mil-
lions, not a few thousands, and we may
give a man a larger estate to encourage
him to go further out away from popula-
tion—we may da that, T say—where for
a time his employment will be chiefly
that of a pastoralist: hut it will not he
many years before population overtakes
that pastoralist, and he who is a solitary
pioneer, having to travel miles and miles
to get lo any centre of civilisafion, will
be right in the thick of population and
gettlement, Then shall we s=ay to hiw.
“Yon can hold your big estate still and
stitl hold it #s a pastoral run,” when we
want it for agrieuitural purposes? Nu.
Neither would it Le fair to say to him,
“You have helped to develop this country,
von have gone back and invited people
to come after von, yvou went where few
would fallow at the time; you have had
trials and difMienlties, and now that you
have done so mueh, hand it back, give it
up wilthont any reward or eompensation.”
There is no man, I do not care what
prineciples he holds, who would be unfair
enough to take up that position. There
should ‘be some recognition of those who
have taken up land in the early days
when at the time these lands were right
oui of the track. We must recognise that
they have as muech vested inieres(, while
the law is there, as the man who has
taken up a snall bloek within a few miles
of the melropolis, and we must give them
what is fair—but no more. I object dis-
tinetly to anything like rookery, but T
say we should recognise fair play and
Justice and should give fair play if the
State ean use the land better. In the
meantime I am one who is anxzious to
push along everything that will compel
all men holding or owning land to put it
not only to his private interest but alse
to public utility. That is one thing we
must not neglect; but the two things can
be done, we can give fair play, we can
give a fair price—~and no more; we
should hot give a penny more than a
fair price in purchasing any big estate
that is blocking the possibility of settle-
meni in settled distriets,
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My, GEORGE (Murray): I have list-
ened with a preat amount of interest to
the remarks of the hon. member and it
was quite refreshing to me at any rate to
hear the spirit of what T think we must
term fair plav vooning  through his
speech. The general impression I zath-
cred from some vemarks made by some
of the previous speakers was that any
person holding a large estate is neces-
sarily a eriminal against the State.

Myr. Collier: Not at all.

Mr. GEORGE: And should be taxed
to hurst up his estate if possible, or else
wake him work it and so give more em-
ployment on his land. I am not against the
prineiple of a man, if he has land, pro-
viding employment. T think it is a duty
everyone owes fo the State that as far
as our means allow we should provide
sufficient employment and snfficient pay.

Myr. Collier: To monopolise the land.

Mr. GEORGE : The member for Kan-
owna talked about fair play: let us have
a bit of fair play. What has been the
land policy of Australia from the in-
ception? T¢ has been to get people to
settle on the land and oeenpy it and do
something with it.

My, Collier: With what vesult?

My, GEORGE: If the hon. member
will hold himself in patience a little I
shall get on with my argument, and give
him the result, and perhaps a little more
—hbecanse I hold startling ideas with re-
gard to private proprietorship of land.
T am with the member for Kanowna in
believing that if any State puts forward
a land policy and invites people to seitle
on the land, it owes some amount of fair-
ness to those people it gets to come and
settle on the land. The idea that because
in former titmes, or perhaps at the present
time, people are invited to settle on 2,000
or 5,000 acres of land. as vears pass by
they must be looked upon as almost
criminals because they hold that land,
18 foreign to any sense of fair play and
foreign to the prineiple of inviting people
to come and settle on the land.

Mr. Collier: Then you will oppose the
Bih?

Mr. GEQORGE: The Attormey General
spoke with recard to the selling of land
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and putting a tax upon people to
make them part with their estates,
and reahise. and so forth. He
might have gone further and put

a tax on the people who will not go
and huny land. I ean assure members
that there are many landoewners who
would only be -too glad to sell if thev
bad the opportunity heeause they find
that with the legislalion—1 am not de-
erying it—ihat i leoming in the near
futnre in this place to possess land will
almost be suflicient erime to consign a
man to Karrakattn.

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

Mr. GEORGE: Many persons in the
State who by some means or other have
suburban lands weuld be very glad to
et rid of their land at almost any priee,
but there are no buyers. Ii seems to me
that when people talk about the sin of
the unearned inerement and speculation
and so forth they must remember that this
speculation and such like has been en-
couraged by the Government of the day,
and the CGovernment of the day have
heen presumahly directed hy Parliament.
However, in connection with the Bill,
one of the reasons that seems to justify
the repurchasing of estates is this, that a
man who has selected a piece of greund,
and who i married, or very soon will be,
as be ouxhl to be. in the eourse of time
15 blessed with a large famity, and what
is more natural for him when that family
arows up around him than to desire that
they shonld settle around him if they
can?  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 yea-
son why a large area of ground is taken
up in the first instance.

Mr. Heitmann: No one objeets to that.

Mr. GEORGE: Most of the people
who take up land, whether it is freelwold
or under selection, do so with the idea
that when their

children grow wup
they would like to  have them
ronnd  about  them. As 1 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 distriet, but there is a large
estate belonging to thas fortunate firm,
Dalgety & Co., which I showld like to sce
r¢purchased, so that these people might
be settled on it. If the sons want a
piece of land they have to go into fhe
never-never country,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 laundable desire and one that
we should assist to bring about. I think
the Government ave 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 eountry. I bave some figures before
me from a return obtained from the
Minister, and I find that on 13 estafes,
which have been purchased there is a loss
of £17,000. Perhaps that amount is not
much if you take the acreage, but the
part T objech to is that on another five
estates there is a profit of just over
£17,000. Y 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 jobhers.
The Government purebase land to dis-
tribute to ibhe 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. When we take this return
and we find that on  five estates

Cold Harbour, Dudara, Bolgart, Mount
Erin, and Wallya a profit of £17,000
was made, I contend that that money has
heen 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 a2 pound in our pockets is more im-
portant to us than £5. or £10, or even
£50 when we get older. It is when a man
starts that his troubles begin. This
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£17,000 profit helongs to the people of
the five estates, and shounld not have been
taken from them. The Minister will say,
“0Oh, well we have to take it in one big
Iot.” [ say that is not so, you cannot rob
one part of the State to pay the loss of
another part and the £17,000 profit be-
longs to those five estates, while the
£17,000 loss should not be hidden, but
should be shown so that the House should
he able to deal with the question of the
mangagement of the Land Purchase Board.

Mr, Trov: Would it not be better fo
put the surplus aside to provide roads
in the estates?

Mr. 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. Tt shonld be done in that way, or
the money should not be taken from their
pockets. The amount lost in eonnection
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 fo whether the
T.and Board has or has not been carry-
ing out its work properly. Another state-
ment made by an hon, wmember, which
gave me a certain amount of concern,
and whiech 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 o certain sec-
tion had been able to pick the eyes out
of them and take the bigger portion of
the 1and. The statement is either erron-
eous or correct. If it is erroneons it should
he contradicted. If it is ool erroneous
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 estales can only be
justified hy the faet that there are pecple
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 shounld
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 tbe eyes bave been
piclked out of some of these estates. I
have heard it said, and I give it for
what it is worth that in eonnection with
some of these properties there has been
some undue preference shown iu connec-
tion with the allotment of the blocks. I
lmow 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 snch a thing to be done.

Mr, TROY (Mt. Magnet) : The oppo-
sition to this Bill is largely based upon
the objection hon 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 o voie for the
sacond reading of the Bill though in Com-
mijttee 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 very large
number of estates, particularly in the
districts spoken of by the Attorney Gen-
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 pgreater
number of persens, and in this way put
to better use. If the Bill is not passed,
and if any opposition is shown and the
opposition proves suceessful, these es-
tates may remain in their present condi-
tion for many vyears 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
present time. Every year the value of
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land is going up in this State, and in the
near futyre 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 fov the people in
the country. If we wait to aequire 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 be
purchased will also be compelled to pay
the Government a much bigger sum. That
is not what I 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 “why not compel the owners to use
their estates by the pressure of taxa-
tion?’ TUnfortunately we have a Gov-
ermment in power which will not ecarry
ont such a poliecy as that. The Govern-
ment will not force these people to use
tl;eir lenses by pressure of taxation, and
since that Government is in power
we must adopt the best means at our dis-
posal to seecure those lands so thai they
might be distributed to the people of the
State and be developed for the good of
the State. What I object to in eonneec-
tion with the Gavernment's land policy
is the policy of selling areas once they
have been repurchased. That merely
means perpetnating the old evils which
we are seeking to remedy by the passage
of this measure. There is no donbt these
lands will again become large estates
when the very people possessing the am-
bition spoken of by the member for Mur-
ray and who desire to see all their rela-
tions settled around them, acquire these
properties little by litile, These people
with large families naturally will get
hold of these farms 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 =ons, like many others,
will not remain around their homes, but
will depart for fresh fields. That is where
the danger lies.

Mr, George: Lel us have the delusion
for the time being.

Mr. TROY : There is the danger of the
estates drifting back into the hands of
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one owner, and that is the end which we
shall certainly bring about by purchas-
ing estates and selling them again. There-
fore, when the Bill reaches the Commit-
lee stage, 1 intend to move an amend-
ment by whiel: these estates will be dis-
posed of by way of lease such as is done
in eonnection with onr pastoral areas. I
merely rose to say [ recognize that an
injury will be 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

(Sitling suspended from 6.15 te 7.30
p.m.)

Mr., HEITMANN (Cue): I have lis-
tened to the debate this evening, and I
must say that the remarks made by the
Minister when moving the second reading
were the most siriking of all. He made
a statement which has been made times
out of number in the House, and which
has been coniradicted by varions mem-
bers of the Ministry. That was the state-
ment of the effect that adjacent to our
railways we have thousands and thon-
sands of acres of land held in large es-
fates, and whieh are not being put to any
nse 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 eountry along the line absolutely
unimproved exeept 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-
ieg used at all. It should be the endea-
vour of the House Lo see that it is put to
use. So far as this is concerned 1 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-
ments 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 heard statements made
to-night which wonld convey the impres-
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sion that members op this side of the
House believe that the man who holds
tand withont using it is a eriminal. I
do net think any member on this side
of the Honse would go so far as that. I
have no fault to find with the individual
who is holding a huge nrea of land and
who refuses to utilise it, but I do find
tault with the Government wha know that
this is being done and yet make no at-
tempt to force the holder to use the land.
A plea has been put forward on behalf
of those settlers who, in the early days.
weni far out beyond the railways and
took up large areas, as naturally they
had to do for pastoral purposes, and whe
now find themselves surrounded by scttle-
ment. Tt is necessary to foree these peo-
ple to puf their land to better use.
While I agree that there is something to
be said for these men, I think that the
raan who takes up ceuniry and never
attempts to vse it shonld be stronglv dealt
with. There is an estate on the Great
Southern, valued at £5 per acre. The
holder of that land does net ecome into
the catagory of the industrious and en-
terprising class who went out in the early
days and who have made good use of
their land. This partieular land is being
held for an opportunity to sell, and for
no other pnrpose.  There is no doubt
about that. Tn the repurchase of these
estates the greatest fauli T have to find
is with the valoation. So far as the tax-
payers are concerned it is not altogetber
satisfactory. 1 would be prepared to
buy these 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 sinee made.
But I objeet to a deal sueh as was out-
lined by the mewmber for Piibara when
speaking of the Narra Tarra purchase.
In that ease, it seems, the land was pur-
chased for a mere song in the first place,
has been beld for some 18 years, and bhas
now been sold back 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
Minister himself said, we have millions of
acres simply waiting for the settler—T
think we ought to direct our efforts to-



[1 DecemeEr, 1909.] 1755

wards settling that land. T believe we
have surveyed in edvance 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. T think there is a method,
which has been adopted in other parts of
the world, and which could be adopted
by this Government, to prevent pen-
ple holding the land and not using it.
Another phase of the question was touched
upon by the member for Murray; and I
g with him when he states that he is
entirely opposed to the Government buy-
ing np these estates and selling them to
the settler at a profit. It seems to me
that the men we wan! 1o assist, namely
the settlers, are not the men upon whom
we should place o burden merely that we
might make a few thousand ponnds ount
of them. It is altogether uunecessary.
Ir connection with one estate I feel sure
iv we could but have the opportunity
aver again, baving regard to the experi-
ence of the Government, and particolarly
of the settlers on the estate, we should
refuse to touch it. T refer to the Stirling
estate. I do not think this matter ean be
brought up sufficiently often. That it
should be frequently referred to is for
the benefit of the agrienltural industry,
and particulary of the settlers on the
estate,
this country 20 or 30 settlers with their
families. we see in the newspapers count-
less interviews given hy the Minister as
in the progress heing miade in the settle-
ment of our land. Bul we have 20 or
20 settlers on the Stirling estate who were
misled in the first place, and fo whom
the land was sold at an exiraordinary
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 wonld get on.

Mr. HEITMANN: I do not think it
should be the chject of a Government to
endeavour fo buy on! settlers. Rather
shounld it be to keep them on the iand.
Az far as buving out the Stirling estate

When the Minister brings into -

is concerned, T know of one settler who
sald out at a price which did not pay him
for the lahour and the money he had ex-
pended on 'the land. T refer to the case
of Mr. Holmes. In veference to this land,
it 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-
ing the estate. Now, for this amount the
settlers are returning to the Government
semething lLike £26,000. If any hon.
member will tell me that there is land in
any pari of that estaie worth £13 an nere
I am prepared to admit that the Govern-
ment have some justification for their
treatment of the settlers.

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

Mr. HEITMANN: I would like to see
the hon. wember trying to nake a living
off the whole of it. TL was boomed as
potato land, and as a wmatier of fact,
generally speaking, the settlers have not
wot hack their seced. 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
heen to drown some of the land.

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

Mr. HEITMANN: The unfortunate
settler ean get no redress. One party
has declared that to get his potatoes out
he would require a boat. When we are
paying so mueh attention lo the settler
on our agricultural lands sorely it is
time that the Government shonld give
these people a fair deal. I feel perfec-
tly satisfied the work performed for this
£6,000—whieh will bave to be returned
by the settler—is altogether ineffective
and, in fact, is retarding the progress of
the estate in some respects.  Certainly
the settler should not be forced to pay
this money back to the Government. The
Minister knows the settlers ave in a bad
way. He knows the eountry is not what
it was suppvsed to he, and he knows the
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estate was ent up very badly, some of the
blocks being as small as 6, 8, and 10
acres. One man has 180 acres eonsist-
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 oul at a fair price
should not receive consideration, as the
reason for that is that those on the dry
lands have to purchase a bloek in the wet
area in order to get feed for their stoek.
The Government appointed a board five
or six months ago, yet it has never met
and has not considered the matter. We
are telling the world what we are pre-
pared 1o do for the seitlers hut let the
Minister stay at Stirling for a hitle while
and he will pet the opinion of the set-
tlers as to the sort of encouragement
farmers veceive. T am opposed to the
Bill as I think we have any quantity of
land in the country, and there is a method
of dealing with the large estates other
than hy buying them with the people's
money. [ intend o vote against the Bill.
I will wot use the underhand methods
adopted against the Labonr Government
when thev brought in a proposal fo buy
the Midland lands, and when charges
were hronght against the Governnment,
The opponents of that scheme are those
who are now supporting the Bill, whieh
is snmething on the same lines. I do
not say there is something wrong, as they
did then. as T think the Minister has the
hest intentions: hut I see no reason for
the measure and will vote against it
Mr. JOHNSON (Guildford): Before
the Minister veplies T desire to make a
few remarks, T cannot follow those
members who are opposing the Bill and
say they will vote against the second
reading. not because they ohject to the
prineiple, bnt because they object to the
details, or that portion of the Rill which
provides for the purchase of estates with
a view to selling them again. T agree
with members who look upon that as a
ridienlous proposition, and while I will
take every means in my power to amend
the Bill by providing that when the lands
are repnrchased they shall be held and let
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out on the leasehold system, still T am
with the Minister in his desire to get hold
of these hig estates and ufilise them for
closer settlement.

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

Mr. JOHNSON: And I will help him
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 land tax, and a gradu-
ated one as well, but it is essenfial there
for the Governmeni to repurchase es-
tates. They adopt a very wise course
there of leasing the Iand instead of sel-
ling it again. It must be borne 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 distinet advantage to the State
for the Government to buy, and ent them
up into small areas. Tf that is done often
ten times the population will be seftled
on the land that is theve lo-day. These
cstates are bighly and fully improved and
return a very large amount of profit to
fhose holding them. They are, however,
too large for one man and it is to the dis-
tinet detriment of the State for one man
to hold sueh big areas. We wani some
means by which we can get these estates
back, so that the Minister can let them
out in smaller areas and to other people
for the purposes of closer settlement.
Tn 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 Commiltee stage, to as-
sist those members who desire to see the
Bill amended in the direction of protect-
ing the interests of Western Anstralia
to a greater exteni than is proposed by
the Bill as introduced.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (in
reply): When I introduced the Bill T
explained that we desired to have the
land adjacent to railways already con-
strueted brought info use. It might be
that a heavy land tax would have that
effect. hut was the idea of having that
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tax ever suggested when the opportumity
arose? It seems to me that the speech
made by the memher for Kanowna is a
very reasonable and 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 days and blazed the traeck. They
are entitled to consideration. We desire
that those lands abutting on or adjacent
tv railways shoutd be brought into use.
The weasure will not eause the taxpayer
one penny of expense for some years.

Mr. Collier: It will do no harm.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is saying a good deal, but 1 go further
and say it will do a great deal of good.
Tt will bring lines alongside non-paying
rnilway lines into eulfivation. For that
reason alone the Bill is justified: but
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 many 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 distriet. The
Attorney General has put up a good de-
fence for the district he represents; now
for the Throszell avea of which I know
something, A few years ago but a few
sheep were running ou it, while to-day
it is praehieally all cleared and under enl-
tivation. It is true that some of the or-
izinal purchasers of small blocks have
added fo their holdings. Surveyors in
cutting np land then did not know as
much as they do now, for they cut up
the bloeks into 100 acres or 200 acres at
the most. Men 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
neighbours out and some of them now
hold a square mile of eountry. There are
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no big estates Leing built up there but
reasonably comfortable farms capable of
supporting families. There is no objec-
tion to that. Since [ have had control of
the Department I have instructed that
blocks in the wheat areas should be eut
up into holdings of noi less than 750
acres, The ideal farm in the drier areas
is one of 1,000 acres, and if T had had
the cutting np of the estate in guestion
it would have been into blocks of not
less than a square mile. Now coming to
the estales at Geraldlon. The member
for Murray used some of my figures but
did not get them all, therefore he got on
the wrong track. He said we had made
an enormous profit from Mt. BErin, but
he did not read far enough. Tf he had
done s0 he wonld have seen that the es-
tate owes the Government for the lands
£11,000, which nearly balances the profit.
These estates have been the subject of
eriticism. The Oakabella estate has sold
satisfactorily and is much better than
most people think. Tt will support a
large number of people and support them
well. Narra Tarra too has eome in for a
pood deal of ecriticism. T wonld consider
myself very fortunate if I had ten thou-
sand acres of the best of the land there
at the price we paid for the whole of it.
This estate should be ent up and pur-
chased for 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!
The Geraldton distriet has not distin-
guished itself in the past as a eereal
growing onhe, but it will in the future,
and largely because we have been able by
aid of the Act to eut up estates and bring
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 econsidered wheat land in
that distriet, The Narra Tarra estate in-
cludes I am bound to admit a consider-
able area of second-class land, but 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 foreed the land up until it
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got beyond a paying propesition. 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 on the Albany
line. The member for Albany objeets to
cuiting them up, but T wonld like to see
some of those fine areas, not far from
Alhany, properly cut up.

Mr. George: Who owns the hig estale?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Hassell. Reference was made to lhe es-
tate owned by Lady Forrest and it was
said that the owner wanted five pounds
per acre, also that it was unmimproved.
That estate has heen improved for many
years. If is now rented by someone who
uses it for a farm and sheep run.

Mr. W, Price: No one mentioned Lady
Forrest’s name.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
esfale could, 1 am sure, be obtained
at an oulside price of £3 an acre.
The objections that have been raised to
the Bill have uot been of a very strenu-
ous charaeter.  The administration of
the past has been eriticised. but il could
be said with equal truih that the Gov-
ernment hiad very little 1o do with- the
cutting up of these estates. The Sticling
estate especially bas come in for some
criticism. Tt was bought and sold before
the Government came inte power. It is
quite true the land on the Stirling estate
is valuable. The expenditure in connec-
tion with the drains on that estate has
not 30 far had the desired effeet, but
each vear the land is sweetening, and in
a year or two it will be just the kind of
land that we expected. You cannot ex-
peet land that has been flooded hy 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 ean be done ought
to be done to enable those on fthe estate
to make a comfortable living, and with
that end in view, a few months ago we
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determived to send down a board to
deal with the matter on the spot, and it
is to he hoped when thal bhoard visits the
estale they will make the conditions under
which the people aye living much brighter,
Hon, members will have an opportunity
ot dealing with the Bill in Committee.
1t has heen sakl by several members
who linve spoken that the idea eontained
in the Bill is a good one. I be-
lieve it is, It is the only wnav to bring
into cudtivation large areas which are now
lying tdle. Tf we wait until the tax
compels the people who own the aeres to
improve them, we shall wait for a very
long time.  Suvely it is good husiness for
the Government o have these lands
brought inte use. We are particularly
anxious that the land adjacent to our
ports should be the first lands to he dealt
with, and the Geraldton land has received
some attention because the land along the
Northampton line is all within 40 miles
of a porl and anyone who is a wheat
arower or grower of cereals mnst realise
that it is advisable to he near a port.
Tt wonid be a eriminal thing if the Gov-
ernment or the House allowed the [and
to remain lying unnsed when by the aid
of a few hundred thousand pounds we can
bring it inte use, especially when the
State is not asked to pay a penny in
eonnection with the snbdivision of it.

Question put and a divison taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . - .. 26
Noes .. .. R i
Majority for .. o h
AYES,
Mr. Brown | or. Mitchell
Mr. Butcher . Mr. Monger
Mr, Carson Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Daglish Mr, Nansop
Mr. Davies Mr. Osborn
Mr. Draper Mr. Plesse
Mr. George + Mr. J. Price
Mr, Gregory Mr. Troy
Mr. Hardwick Mpr, Walker
Mr. Jacoby Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Johnson Mr. Gordon
Mr. Keenan (Teller).
Mr. Layman
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NoEs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. O’Logblen
Mr. Bath Mr. W. Price
Mr. Colller Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Giil Mr. Swan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Taylor
Mr. Hoiman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Horan I Mr. Ware
My. Hudson Mr. Heltmann
Mr. McDowall (Teiler).

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1909-10.
In Committee of supply.

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

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

Vote—Mines Generally, £41,920:

[tem, State Mining Engineer, £800:

Mr. HEITMANN: What were the ex-
act dulies of this oflicer? Reports made
by this oflicer had appearved from time
lo time, and he (Mr. Heitmann) had
come to the conclusion that for techni-
¢al matiers and wmaiters dealing with the
higher knowledge of minerals generally,
the officer was a capable man, bhut for
givinyg assistance to the prospeetor and
the emall man the State Mining Engineer
was not of much use, The Minister had
greal faith in the offieer, but persenally, be
(Mr Heitmann) had come to the conclu-
sion that we were not getting full value
for our money. What work did this offi-
cer perform, and was he doing it well?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: 1t
was recognised years ago that it was ne-
cessary to have a highly trained and
technical officer Lo advise the Minister in
matters pertaining to the mining indus-
trv. This officer’s abilities were unques-
tionable. Prior to coming here he was
chief inspector of mines and Government
geologist m Tasmania, and as to having
practical knowledge, he was manager of
one of the largest gold mines in New Zea-
land. In this State his dubes were. first
as chief inspector of mines to control the
varions inspectors, and formulate the
rezulations. He had to deal with all
applications made wunder the Mines De-
velopment Aect. to make reports in econ-
nection therewith, and advise. It was to
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be regreited 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
should be done so as to assist those en-
gaged in the mining indusiry. There was
no doubt as to the abilities of this gen-
tleman, and no doubt as to the value of
the reports published in conneetion 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 Burnakurra.
A few years ago Mr. Montgomery met
with an aecident and to some extent he
had been ineapacitated 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. Al present his services were re-
quired in connection with the Commission
which it was proposed to appoint in re-
gard to tuberculosis.

Mr. Scaddan: After our experience
of previons Commissions I do not care
whether there is a Commission or not.

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

Mr. Scaddan: T give it without the
asking. )

The MINISTIER FOR MINES: No
one was more capable in a work of this
sorl than the State Mining Engineer.
The Commission would deal almost en-
tirely with tubevculosis as far as it per-
tained to mining, and il was necessary
that a gentleman like Mr. Montgomery
shonld have charge of that Commission.

Mr. Heitmann: Is he to be the Chair-
man?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
malter had not been decided by Cabinet,
but it had been recommmended that he
should he chairman.

Mr. Holman: Was he 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 eansed by mining work.
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Secondly the Cowmission would be asked
to say what steps should be taken to im-
prove ilie working conditions in mines in
order to minimise the ocenrrence of pul-
monary 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; hut when dealing with that
phase of the question, the social or politi-
eal phase, some outside represeniation
should be given on the Commission, and
we could make the Commission larger.
The State Mining Engineer was of value
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, COLLTIER: Some time ago state-
ments were mads in the House in connec-
tion with an advance to a mine in the
Davyhorst district.  The Minister pro-
mised a repert by the State Mining En-
gineer. Had the inquirv been held. and
what was 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 years ago, and that it was impossible
te make further inguiry withount great ex-
pense. He had made no further inguiry
olher than that shown on the file, where
ii said there were no apphances to de-
seend the 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, bnt that showed there
had been no investigation by the State
Mining Engineer as was promised. Mr.
Montgomery simply quoted from Mr.
Greenard and others. A report furnished
by the State Mining FEngineer without
visitinz the distriet was not making an
inquiry. When a deliberate charge was
made that moneys were obtained from the
depariment by fraud and absolutely dis-
henestly, was the Minister content with
a report furnished by an officer in Perth?
Rfurely a charge made by a member of
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the Flouse warranted some more cansid-
aration?  ‘FThe Minister practicallyv eon-
nived at dishonesty in permitting this
thing to go on.

The Minister for Mines:
Greenard’s report. .

Mr. COLLIER: Mr. Greenard koew
nothing about it. Mr, Greenard visited
the shaft and reported thal there was
uo windlass and that it was impossible to
ascertain the depth. Mr. Greenard was
wrong. 'There were ladders from top to
hottom, and any man who wished to de-
scend the shafl conld do so. Was there
any desire on the part of Mr. Greenard
to ascertain the truth of the charge when
he did not go down the shaft? It was
on Mr. Greenard’s report that Mr. Mont-
gomery based his report and concluded
'by saying he considered it unnecessary
io take further steps. The ceharge on
which Mr. Montgomery was asked to re-
port was not made by Messrs, Eggeling
aud Nutt, the present holders, but by
him (Mr. Collier). Eggeling and Nuit
had made their charges previously, and
it was upon those charges that Mr. Mont-
gomery reparted instead of on  the
charges he (Mr. ‘Collier) made. He (Mr.
Collier) knew nothing about the charges
made by Messis. Egreling and Nutt, and
it 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
("ollier’s speech, and have been given in
very similar form in my synopsis
of Mining Tevelopment Act loans
in the published annual reports
of the department for 1903,
1904, and 1905. There is a slight
inaceuraey in - Mr.  Collier’s state-
ment that part of the 25 ton
erushing did not eome from the mine.
It came from the mine. but about 10
tons were got direetly from the mine
and not from the heap of 100 tons at
the Callion battery of which a sample
crushing was intended to be taken.
The shaft was measured from time to
time by Mr. W. Ey, then manager of
thg State hattery at Mulwarrie, whose
instructions were to measure the work
done below the 100ft. level. He sent in

Read Mr,
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<ertificates from time fo time of hav-
ing done so0, the last showing a total
depth of 193ft, and payments were
made in accordance with the agree-
ment for, in all, 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 ‘measured the
shaft and the acenrate 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 ecan be ac-
curately measured 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 feel below where it was or-
iginally measured from. This shaft
has been standing idle for several vears
-and there are probably several feet of
mulloek in the boltom. T think the
money advanced by the department for
this work was legitimately expended.
The loan was granted to Mr. Berteaux
not for sinking from 100 feet helow
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.
Greenard. before the sinking started,
to be 100 feet from surface; and for
convenience in subsequent measure-
ment he doubtless took the top of the
collar of the shaft as his point to mea-
sure from. Messrs. 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.
Greenard 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 100ft.
below the brace or 80 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 Nutt’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 snggested by
Mr. Greenard but not at all incredible.
Seeing that Messrs. Eggeling and Nutt
had not been down the shaft to ascer-
tain the condition of the bottom, it
does not seem to be open to them to be
positive as to the depth, and there is
no good reason to challenge the ac-
caracy of Mr. Ey’s certificate. Messrs.
Eggeling and Wutt were written to on
21st November, 1908 (p. 34 of 2556/
08). and informed that Mr. Greenard
said they uad not been down the shaf,
and on 1th April, 1909 (p. 41 of 2556/
08} they say. ‘Althongh we have not
been down this shaft and will not
swear to g foot to the depth of the
shaft, we know that it is not more than
130 feel. They also question Mr.
Berteaux’s having spent pound for
pound on the wovk; but as we hold
receipted vouchers showing {hat he ex-
pended wuch more thaun pound for
pound, their mere opinion cannot be
given any weight. Whether the money
was wisely expended by Mr. Berieaux
is another uestion altogether.  The
next stage in the transactions coneern-
ing this mine that is not worth notiging
in conueetion with Mr. Eggeling’s com-
plaint, is an attempt on his parl (p. 44
of 2556/08) to transfer his inberest in
the lease o his son, who turns out Lo be
only thirteen years of age (p. 48). This
does not speak very well for Mr. Fg-
weling’s straightforwardness. It does
not appear from our file that Messrs.
Eggeling and Nnft have ever repaired
and eleaned oul ihe =haft. Tt wounld no
doubt suit them very well fo have us
do i, bul it does not seem to me that
any more notice should he taken of
their allegafions.”

All through the report Mr. Montgomery
dealt with the alfegations of Tgegeling
and Nmtt. and not with the statements
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made in the House. It was wmore than
surprising that when a change of dis-
honesty was made against an officer of
the department the Minister for Mines
was salisfied to have a report made from
an officer i Perth and took ne further
sleps te ascertain the frath or not. The
mnformation on which he (Mr. Collier)
based his statements was not obtained
trom Messrs. Eggeling and Nutt, but was
obtained  from an  entively  differenl
sonree, He repeated (hat Mr. Berteaux
received payment for 93 feet of sinking
at £2 10s. a foot, but only sunk the
shaft 45 feet, He alto now repeated that
this shaft was only 145 feet., and that
there was a ladder way from top to bot-
tom dewn whieh Mr. Greenard ecould have
gone, Several times men had gone down
fo the bottom and found it absolutely as
clean and hard and solid as on the day
work was knocked off.

The Minister for Mines: 1 have a later
report from Mr. Greenard. 1 theught
it was on the file in the Chambet.

Mr. COLLTER: Then, had full investi-
gation been made? When a deliberate
stalement was made that £120 bad been
nblained by frand on a certifieate given
by an officer of the Mines Department it
was up to the Minister to aseertain the
truth of the statement, and that could
only he done hy sending up an officer not
afraid to go down a shafi. The only in-
formation we had on the file was a report
by Mr. Montgomery in Perth.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
instruction: were for a report by the

lacal inspector. ¥le thonght the file bad
contained a report from Mr. Greenard in
connection with the matter,  Speaking
from memory le eould not tell the con-
tents of the report, but there was a re-
port since Mr. Montgomery made his.
The report of Tnspector Greenard was
not on the file; it was his impression that
if was,

Mr. Collier:
ard’s report say?

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

What does Mr. Green-
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down the shatil, Mr. Greenard’s report
could nol be understood. The member
for Boulder could rest assured that he
would be supplied with ihe papers on
the following day and if further inquiry
was necessary after Mr. Greenard’s re-
porl had been read, {he Department
would be only too glad to grant it.

Mr. COLLIER: 1f Mr. Greenard had
not gone down the shaft it was up to the
Minister {0 foree one of his officers to
conduet a proper ingniry. Even if Mr
Greenard’s statements were eorrect that it
was impossible to go down the shaft with-
ont a windlass, when a charge of such a
nature was made involving the honesty
of an officer of ihe department, was it
ton muech to expeet the inspector to secure-
a windlass to go down the shaft. Surely
the faet that there was no windlass at the
shaft was not sufficient reason for pas-
sing the matter over and noi holding any
tuquiry. The information which he (Mr.
Collier) bad obtained had come from a
very reliable source, and the man who
supplied the information did not know
either of the people concerned. He had
been down the shaft several times and
had measured it himself; if it were pos-
sible for him to go down the ladderway
and measure the shaft, it was possible
for an officer of the Mines Department
to do so. This was neglect which did not
rellect too much eredit on the responsible
people in the departmeni. When a mem-
ber made a charge that the State had been
roblbed to the extent of £120 in connec-
tion with 45 feet of sinking, and payment
for which was made on a certificate of
an officer of the Mines DNeparlment, and
when a charge was made that the work
was never performed, it was the duty of
the Minister to hold an inquiry. and find
ont the truth of the accusation. 1t was
not sufficient for the Minister to say two
months afterwards that he believed Mr.
Cireenard’s report was satisfactory. Was
that the kind of reply that was due to the
House when a malter of such importance
was concerned?? If the charge was not
going to be investignted by the depart-
ment the House should say that the in-
vestigation should be carried out, The
shaft was only 145 feet deep. and not
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more ihan thar, and £120 was obtained
by fraud and dishonesty and it was de-
sired to know whelher the matier wounld
rest there or whether the Minister would
et an officer who was not too tired to go
down this depth and report.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If
the hun. member was not satisfied with
Mr. Greenard’s report when he read it
on the next day, instructions wounld be
irsued to Inspeetor Crabbe of (lvolgardie
on his next hrip to go out to this mine
and investigate the whole thing, and if
the hon. memhber then was net satisfied
that everything was straight and above-
brard an inquiry would be held,

Mr. SCADDAN: Did the Minister in-
struet Mr. Montgomery, the State Mining
“ngineer, 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 bad ne-
glected his duty in not ecomplying with
that instruction. If he was not so in-
structed the Minister had not kept the
promise made to the House that he
would have a thorongh mvestigation into
the charges made by the member for
Boulder. He (Mr. Scaddan) had seen
the report, and it was a most absurd one
for a responsible officer receiving a salary
of £800 to write, and it was a wveflection
on an intelligent body to ask them to ae-
cept the statements which had heen been
drawn up from the file, The State Min-
ing Kngineer had prepared this report
apparently only to please the Minister.
TE the statement that the State had been
rohbed of £1200 was to go unchallenged
it meant that anyvthing might happen any
day, in connection with this particular
svstem of loans to companies and indi-
viduals in the omning industry.

Mr. TAYLOR: The remarks of the
member for Boulder after the promise
made -by the Minister two months ago
that the qnestion would he thoroughly
investizated were very disappointing.
The Minister at that time stated that it
was impossible to allow charges of such
a grave nature to go unchallenged, and
he would immediately despateh the State
Mining Engineer to investigate and probe
the matter to the bottom., The Minister
had pointed ant that he was eonfident that
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the menrber 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 conld be gathered, bad
set forth certain views, and Mr. Mont-
oomery from that report had prepared
his own report to the Minister which it
was presumed the Minister aecepted as
final.

The Minister for Mines: That report
wus writien immediately after 1he state-
ment was made.

Mr. TAYLOR: But the report dealing
with the charges made hy the member for
Boulder against the administration of
the department could not he treated so
lightly. He (Mr. Taylor) had every con-
fidence in Inspector Gireenard doing the
proper thing as far as the safe working
of mines was coneerned and giving a fair
deal to the employers, and that eonsidera-
tion whieh was due to the employees. As
far as that officer being too tired to go
down a shafi, such a thing was news.
There was no doubt whatever as to the
vigilanee uf Mr. Greenard as an inspector
irrespeciive of whether he pleased the
department or the employers. That offi-
eer did what he believed to be right in the
interests of the safe working of the
mines and there surely must be some mis-
take if the shaft was in the posifion
which Mr. Greenard said, namely, that
there was nn 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 Bounl-
der had assared the Committee on the
soundest anthority that the ladderways
were there from the top ta 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 the department
it was necessary that an investigation
should be held. If Mr. Greenard had
been instrncted 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?
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Mr, TAYLOR: The ecertificate for
payment was signed by the battery man-
ager at Mulwarrie but that manager was
not now in the service of the Govern-
ment, and perhaps it was just as well he
was not. At the same time the matter
could not be allowed to drop. The House
had been told that the State Mining
Engineer would make the follest in-
vestigation; that had failed. Were the
Commiitee now going to accept a lesser
light in the person of the inspector of
mines at Coolgardie to make this invesbi-
gation?

Mr. George: Why did he not do it?

Mr. TAYLOR: It was to eudeavour to
discover why that he was on his feel,
The matter should bhe probed to the
bottom. Tt was known that the Minister
bad to accept Lhe adviee 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 on. It was not the first case
of the sort although, perhaps, the most
glaring.  The Minister should give an
assurance of some more satisfactory
action than that which he had promised.
If the Estimates were to be allowed to
poss, what opportunity would hon. mem-
bers have of dealing with the subject
again this session? And when it was
bronght up next session, people would say,
“0ONh! this is the =ame old grievance.” Tt
should be fixed up at onece. and on the
spot.

Mr. JOHNSON : The charge made
was the most definite and serions he had
heard sinee being a member of the House.
The member for Boulder had distinetly
charged a person with getting money
from the State dishonestly; yet the Min-
ister had not taken the matter serionsly
enough to undertake to have a thorough
investization made.

Mr. Heitmann: Yes he has.
putting an a confidential officer.

Mr. JOHNSON: In a case of this de-
scription what was the use of a rveport

He is

by a departmental officer on the inea-’

pacity of another officer of the same de-
partment? Recently he (Mr. Johnson)
had gone through an inguiry in connection
with a eharge he had made in the House,
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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 eapacity of
the Public Service Commissioner, who
had eonduected 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-
¢il nofes whieh. while conveying nothing
to him, vyet, conveyed sufficient to the
Publie Service Commissioner. In view
of the desire on the part of depart-
mental 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 man-
acer at Mulwarrie had looked after this
particular bit of business, still the inspee-
tor of mines for the locality should be
made responsible to the State Mining En-
eineer 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 snch a report in respect to a direct
and serions charge made hy an hon.
member? Now the Minister said that if
this report was not satisfactory he would
get another from Mr. Crabb. Mr. Crabb,
it was to be remembered, was an officer
in the same branch. It was to be hoped
the member for Boulder would not ge-
cept 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 magistrates and Supreme
Conrt 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 distinet charge of
dishonesty was made the Minister merely
said he 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
serionsness of the charge, and see that a
proper investization was made. It was



[1 Decemeer, 1909.}

desirable that Lou. 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, bot no opportunity had been pro-
vided for discussing it. FHowever, on the
Loan Estimates hon. members wouid have
an opportunity to point out to the peo-
ple of the State exactly how this money
was heing expended on mining develop-
ment. The Minister should he the first
to court an inquiry into this particular
ease, if only for the reason that Mr. Bert-
eanx was his best and most trusted sup-
porter in the district, a man who weounld
stop at pothing to get a postal vote for
the Minister. Public justice demanded
- that the Minister shonld have a complete
inguiry held. nof by some departmental
officer, but by soinebody from the Sup-
reme Cowrt bench.

Mr. WALKER: It had been a revela-
tion to him that sueh things were possible.
Nothing could have heen more definite
than the charge made, and it seemed in-
credible that an officer of the standing of
Mr. Montgomery, knowing all the eir-
cumstances. eould lend himself to the ae-
ceptanee of such a report as that which
had been read to-night. The charge was
that certain wmoney 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 he, 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 under secretary, was apparen-
tly satisfied with the report of the offi-
cer who said that he had gone 1o the top
of the shaft but did not weasure the
depth, and consequently did not Lknow.
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-
fuge?  Every officer concerned in this
was deserving of dismissal without fur-
ther econsideration.

Mr. Heitmanan: And all those whe tried
to proteet him,
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Mr. WALKER : From the Minister
dewnwards all were betraying their trust.
Hon, members would be naworthy of eon-
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. mem-
bers he was serionsly periurbed over this
matter. Tt seemed thai a person had se-
cured assistance for sinking a shaft, and
that the declared depth was not in the
shaft. The hon. memher for Bonlder
had made a statement which was short
and decisivee. He used words which
bere no wmisconception whatever, and
the Minister should realise that the
House would npot be satisfied un-
til the matter was set right. Assuming
the statement was true, and that a cer-
tificate had been given nwpon which money
had been frandulently obtained, then the
man who gave the certificate and he who
received the money should he proceeded
agnainst at law. TEven if the man were a
rascal and were a friend of the Minister,
that was no reason why if he were charged
with fraud the Minister would shield
him; for eertainly he would be proceeded
against the same as any other man, if
the charge were true. If there had been
wrong done the man who had done wrong
would have to pay the penalty. Members
would never allow themiselves to he a
party to screen anyone who had been rob-
bing the country in a fraudulent way.
If the charges made were proved to be
incorrect, then the hon. member would
have to take his gruel. Tlis statements
were so definite that it was bard to under-
stand how anyone could bring a false
statement forward in so definite a man-
ner. He bad 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 shonld have in-
vestigated the matter.

Mr. BATH:
sible doubt as
by the member
he bronght
the

There was no pos-
to the charge made
for Boulder when
forward his wotion for
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.
He made specific eharges 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 bhave
the matter ingunired into. It was there-
fore a matter of smrprise that after the
lapse of so long a period the question
had not been cleared up. It was suffi-
ciently serious for all members to con-
cern themselves about. The proper
course for the Minister 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
he was sure he could promise suilicient
to satisfy members. He desired first to
refer to the remarks made by the member
for Guildford which were characteristic
of nearly everv utterance that member
made about him. Members would assume
from those remarks that in econnection
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
Minister for Mines. and it came before
the member for Guildford himself, for
that gentleman had extended the time.
Subsequently it came before him (3lr.
Gregory). 8o far as the charge was eon-
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 heen a further report received from
the inspector. That was probably satis-
factorv to him, but might not be to mem-
hers. There had been a definite charge of
collusion made and he was prepared to
instruet the warden to conduct a special
inquiry on the matter on his next wvisit
to Davyhurst. In eonneetion with the
advance to Berteaux, that man was not
able to find snfficient eapital to carry out
the work he had promised to do. When
he had expended the £220 advanced fur-
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ther assistance was refused wuntil he
conld show he bad sufficient capital to
carry out the work. [Exemption was
granted 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 the lease proved payable the
vwners wounld have to pay to the Crown
the sum advanced on the work. A letter
was received from the leaseholders suying
the shaft was not of the depth stated. A
report from Mr. Greenard satisfied the
State Mining Engineer that the work had
heen correetly measured up, and Mr.
Greenard was satisfied Lhat {he work upon
whieh the advanee was made had been
carried out. When the charge was made
by the member for Boulder instructions
were given to the State Mining Engineer
to prepare a report and also to get one
from the inspector. He had thought that
ihe report was on the file. He was quite
prepared to instruct the warden in the
matter, and it would be necessary for that
official to take an inspector of mines with
him so as lo make a full inquiry into the
case. It was difficuit to ix a date owing
to the engagements the warden would in
all probability have made. Tf members
preferred he would have an inquiry made
by a couple of inspectors of mines, and
have that done immediately, or he counld
send the State Mining Engineer there
with an independent inspector so as to
prepare an exhauslive report to be sub-
mitted prior to the prorogation of Parlia-
ment. If there were any evidenee of col-
lusion either on the part of the offieials
or the person wha obtained the advance,
he would not hesitate a moment about
criminally proseenting anyone who bad
robbed the department.

Mr. Scaddan: You promised thal be-
fore.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
promise was that a report would he made.

Me. Seaddan: You said the State Min-
ing Engineer would go up himself.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If
the leader of the Opposition would be
satisfied he would instruct the State Min-
ing Engineer to hold an inquiry. or there
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conld 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. Seaddan: What about the inspee-
tor?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Cap-
tain Ky left the employment of the
Batteries Department over three years
ago, while Mr. Greenard would be tle
first one to condemn any officer who made
an improper representation.  Members
knew the high reputation Mr. Greenard
had. Tf it were found that improper
representations bad been made he would
issue instructions for a prosecution. A
report shonld he obtained, for unless he
was safisfied there had been improper
representation he would not initiaie a
prosecution. There could either be an in-
quiry by the State Mining Engineer, ac-
companied by, say, a Coelgardie inspec-
tor, or there could be one by the warden.

Mr. BATH: The wmatter was of suffi-
cienl importance to warrant the warden
being instructed to inquire into it at once.
Someone outside the department ecould
accompany him.  The qnestion of the
convenience of the warden shonld not be
allowed to stand in the way of an im-
mediate inquiry. If the Minister would
agree to the warden making that inquiry
immediately and clearing this matter up
definitely such a promise wonld 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 bave the in-
quiry made at onee; probably the mem-
ber for Boulder could nominate someone
to aceompany the warden to make the
investigation,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Mr.
Walters or Mr. Warden Finmeriy could
he appointed to make the inquiry.

Mr. BUTCHER: This was a serious
matter, and an inguniry should be held
fo find out if there had been fraud or not.
After the determined manner in which
the member for Boulder had brought the
matter before the Committee he (Mr.
Ruteher) was not prepared to wait for
a month or two to have the matter set-
tled; instruetions should be given Io
have the shaft measured at once. Tn-
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struetions could ‘be issued to-morrow
morning and an inquiry beld immediately.
The shaft could be measured and the
officer could go to the bottom of the
shaft to see if there was a certain quan-
tir of mullock there.

Mr. W, PRICE: A suguestion had
heen made that the Minister should re-
port progress, and allow the Estimates to
stand 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, Ov the
35th September the Minister made al-
most the same statement to the House
that he had wmade fto-night. He (M.
T'rice} could not wnderstand why there
should he more than forty-eight hours' de-
lay in seeuring this report. That seemed
to he ample time if fhe Minister was sin-
cere in his desire to seeare all the infor-
mation for the Cowmmittee. There was no
imniediate burry for the passing of the
Listimates, because thev had heen put off
Tuzny times to suit the convenienee of
the Government, and tiey might well he
suspended when a member on the Opposi-
tion side of the House made sueh a defi-
nite and distingl charge as that wade by
the member for Boulder. If the item
were earried the Minister might do as he
bad done up to the present. and take
practieally no notice of the charge. Not
only had certain mineowners been charged
with fraud but the inspectors of the de-
partment were accused, as being parties -
to the frand. and the State Mining En-
gineer was impeached o= he bad not ear-
ried out his duty, that is if the Minister
had done what he promised the House on
the 15th Septernber. On that oecasion
the Minister said that if there was the
slightest reason for the statement of the
member for Boulder the State Mining
Fngineer would have to ¢o up and make
an inguiry.  After fen weeks nothing
had been done. The wisest course was in
report progress and have the report laid
hefore members.  Before dealing with
the Mines Estimates we should he sure
whether a frand had heen perpetrated or
not, If the charge were true then the
Rtate Mining Engineer and those under
him wonld deserve the severest censure;
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if it were not trne then the House wounld
know how to deal with a member who
made such a charge.

Mr. BROWN: After such a definite
charge members opposite had no back-
bone if they d&id not strike out
the item. Tt was said the State
Mining Engineer had practieally eon-
nived al a report on certain sink-
ing that had not taken plaece; mem-
hers should strike the ilem out and he
would support them. Ou a former ocea-
sion when he had made a eertain charge
the Giovernment had an inquiry held and
paid a solicitor to appear against him.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the member for
Terth wished to vete on this matter then
he should vote against the Minister for
Mines who was responsible for the rot-
tenness and eorruption that went on in
the department, if this charge were true.

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

Mr. HOLMAN had said, “if the charge
were trne.”

The Chairman:
nof in order,

Mr. HOLMAN: If the Minisier had
dune his dnty the shaft would have been
measured long ago. Other men had mea-
sured rhe shaft and found it was not
down to the depth stated. It was not
only in this direction that charges had
heen made, for time after time similar
charges had theen hrought against the
officers of 'the Mines Department. At
Yalgoo there was a man named Hunter.
or some such name. who pot money for
machinery to put on a lease when he had
no lease. We were told that we should
strike the item ont and the member for
Perth soid he wounld snpport the item hut
members on the (Fovernment side wonld
troop in and support the Minister. not
knowing what thev were voting for. If
the Minister valued his reputation, if he

The hon. member was

had a spark of that spirit which a Min-

ister should have. he wonld report pro-
gress and refuse to hring on his Est-
mates again until this matter had been
dealt with one wayv or the other. Bat
the time had come when a man valued
hiz reputation so little that for the sake
of getting his Estimates through the
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Chamber he would listen to charges and
do nothing, but would tell members in
the same childish voice that he did on the
15th September that if' the charge were
proved the persons would hbe pun-
ished. On nany occasions rharges had
heen wade amainst the Minister.

The Minister for Mines: What eharges
have been made against me?

Mr. HOLMAN: Scores; and many
of them were trne. The charge about
the machinery at Yalgoo was absoluntely
true. It appeared that some legal gentle-
men had been able to wet information
from the Mines Department in regard to
decisions of Cabinet before lthose de-
cisions were arrived al, while members
were kept in the dark. This would
en on while supporters of the Gov-
vernment trooped in and voted blindly
whichever way the Minister directed.
When a charge was made of abso-
lute robbery and frand surely the
Minister had some spirit—he was going
to say n his carease—but surely the
Minister had enough spirit left in him
to stand up and defend his department.
Tf the Minister found something had
heen done wrong, whether the person
who had done the wrong was a friend
af the Minister or not, he should not de-
fend the aetion. He had sufficient eon-
fidence to know that the Minister, if he
got his Estimates through would not care
a buatton about what charges had been
made.

Mr. JOHUNSON: The Minister must
realise that there was just cause for
stronger remarks than he, Mr. Johnson,
had made that night. This matter was
bronght forward by the member for
Bonlder len weeks ago: the statement
was then made as definite and distinet as
it had bheen to-night, and the Minister
promised then that an inguniry shonld be
held, yet ten weeks had passed and no-
thing had been done. When we viewed
the action-of the Minister in regard to
ather matters, it was eurious 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 abeut having
an inquiry? Did he not rush it as fast
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a5 he conld! We could turn to other ac-
tions on the part of the Minister. The
member for North Fremantle went
through an inguiry; the Minister rushed
it and had the inguiry held, yet in eon-
nection with this matter, although the
charge was definite and distinet——

Mr. Heitmann: And more serious.

Mr. JOHNSON: Yet we found -the
Minister refused to do anything. The
Minister took exception to the remarks
when he (Mr, Jobuson) pointed ont that
the Minister shonld have been more
anxious on this occasion to hold an in-
quiry because the man solely responsible,
who had committed the fraund, 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 wreng had been done, even
if there had heen collusion and tbe de-
partment was defrauded, there was no
charge against any officer of the depart-
ment. ‘That should he made clear.

Mr. Collier: That is right.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
member for Murchison when he heard
charges were heing imade naturally
thought they were being 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 MINES: For
one thing, he counld not ecover up the
reputation of the hon. member.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. Holman: You eannot eover up
vonr own dirty trail,

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: In-
struetions would be issued to one of the
wardens to imunediately proceed to Davy-
hurst, It was necessary to send the
papers and te advise Mr. Berteaux and
Mr. Greenard te be at the inquiry. He
maintained there was no fraud thongh
the member for Boulder was no doubt
in earnest in the statements made. In
Mr. Greenard he (the Minister) had un-
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bounded confidence, and members geaer-
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 person who could have done
wrong other than the applicants for the
loan would be the man who was a bat-
tery manager three or four years ago
and had since left the department.

Mr. Heitmann: And that mipght have
been neglect.

The MINISTER ¥OR MINES: It
was not as if some charge was being
made against an officer of the depart-
ment and another officer was heing sent
to screen something. Mr. Greenard ve-
ported there was nothing wrong in con-
neetion with the matter. However, all
the delay there would be would be 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 justice done,
and surely he would rather lose bis ease
than see wrong done to any person. One
felt sure the inquiry would show that
Captain Ey had done his dniy faith-
fully. He was prepared to instruct one
of the wardens, either Warden Finnerty.
or Warden Gibbons, or Warden Walier
to make an investigation and repnrt to
Parliament on Tuesday mext.

Mr, SCADDAN: Tt was useless say-
ing no charge was made against anyone
at -present in the department. One
could not separate the eharge from the
Minister and the State Mining Engineer.
who were responsible for lending the
money. ‘When the charge was made im
September last, and the Minister, backed
up by the State Mining Engineer, took
no notiee of if, it was a serious accusa-
tion against the Minister and the State
Mining Engineer. The State Mining
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 neglected
their duty, and when a charge of this
nature was ‘held over the head of a Min-
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ister, nntil he and anyone connected with
him was eleared of blame, the Eslimates
of the department should not be pro-
veeded with. 1f the Minister were
really anxious to have the matter settled
once and for all he could have a report
made bhefore the House met to-morrow
evening, and if he bad any regard for
his reputation the Minister would refuse
to proceed with his Estimates until the
matter was settled.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
item weie passed it wonld not relieve the
officer in the slightest degree. Suppos-
ing it were found necessary to suspend
bim it would still be necessary to pass
the item. FEven if an officer were sns-
pended and were awaiting frinl on a
eriminal charge it was necessary {o pass
the salary for the office. The hon. mem-
bher must give the Government credit for
every desire fo see if a wrong had been
done. But if the prineiple was to he
adopted of stopping the KEslimates be-
canse a charge was made against an offi-
eer in the departments we might be eon-
tinually having to report progress.

Mr. TROY had every respect for Mr.
Gireenard, but when was Mr. Greenard’s
report to be hronght to the House. Would
members have an opportunity of seeing
it?

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

Mr. TROY: Could we expect a report
to-morrow—-the latest report received?

The Minister for Mines: Yes.

Mr. TROY: If not there would be
tronble. He was not prepared to take
a promise and allmv it to be unfulfilled.
The Minister was wrong in saying Mr.
Hastie was responsible for the loan, be-
cause the loan was made just after Mr.
Hastie eame into offiee; but that loan
was strongly recommended by Mr. Has-
tie's predecessor in office who was the
present Minister for Mines. No stronger
recommendation eould be given to a sue-
ceeding Minister than the recommenda-
tion of the Minister going out of office.
So the present Minister was solely re-
spansible for the loan to Mr. Berteaunxz.
The Minister complained of the member
for Guildford misrepresenting him, but
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there was no member in the Chamber
who had been subjected to more villain-
ous misrepresentation by the present Min-
ister for Mines than the member for
Guildford.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must not aeccuse the Minister of “villain-
ous misrepresentation.”

Mr. TROY withdrew the word “villain-
ons.”  T{ was misrepresentation, beeanse
aver snme matter in conneetion with the
hattery swstem the memhber for Guild-
ford was pursued for twelve months by
the present Minister and by no means
received a fair deal. The Minister for
Mines should he the last to complain
about misrepresentation. The Minister
should learn to give justice to other
members, and when he gave that justice,
might expect some himself.

Mr. BATH: In view of the charges
made by the member for Boulder, and the
definite wayv in which the tatter was
hronght up ou the 15th September, the
disenssion should not have heen neces-
sary. The further consideration of the
Estimates should be adjourned until the
report was available. If the Esfimates
were passed there would be no oppor-
tunity to diseuss the report.

The Minister for Mines: The whole
question was one for the Loan Eshmates.

Mr. BATH: 1t was inexplicable how
the matter had been passed over.

Mr. GEORGE : The Mianister for
Mines had said he would do his best
to get the report by Tuesday. There
should he no diffleulty in getting it by

then, There were three wardens that
could be communicated with, and the
depth of the shaft eould soon be ob-

tained. The position was that there was
a shaft 145 feet deep, snd application
was made for a loan to sink it further.
The aceunsation was that the parties did
not sink further but got paid for a shaft
193 feet deep. There was, therefore, the
question of 45 feet. No plumb line wonld
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 heing got
through by Tuesday.
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Mz, Senddan: How shall we discuss the
Teport?

Mr. GEORGE: There was nothing to
prevent an amendment Lo recommit a
portion of the Estimater to discuss the
malter.

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

Mr. GEORGE: The member had no
right to say that. He need not think the
members on the Government side wonld
support the Minister if they thought for
2 moment he wonld not keep his word.

Mr. Holman: We have had experience
of his promises hefore.

Mr. 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 be here on Tuesday. As-
suming that the report on Tuesday was
not satisfaetory the adjonrnment of the
House could he moved.

Mr. Scaddan: There is no chanee of
getting that,

Mr, ANGWIN: The leader of the Op-
position had suggested the best way 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-
tie, the then Minister for Mines, simply
earried out the suggestion of the present
Minister, and the latter really dealt with
the matter throughont. 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
-was sent up from here to make the in-
quiry. The Estimates should be held
over 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 skaft was eoncerned,
that would not entail a very great expen-
diture of time. Before it conld be said,
however, whether the work had been done
by the men who received the advance or
net, it must be sscertained 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
woitld have to be taken into consideration
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as well as obtaining the actvual depth of
the shaft at the present time, The ques-
tion could not be elacidated unless other
information besides ihe actual depth of
the shaft was obtained.  The advance
made was from an item in  the loan
Esiimates, and the opportunity would
present itselt for considering the yues-
tion when those Kstimates were brought
down. Many other advances had been
made from the same vote, so why should
not members take the opportunity of dis-
cussing the whole question on the Loan
Estimates rather than veport progress
now. The Government had no desire to
burke inquiry in matters of this kind.
Members were aware that wbere cases of
abuses had heen brought under notice no
unnecessaly delay had taken place. Re-
cently the member for Cue brought un-
der the notice of the Government a
question concerning certain  subsidies
which it was alleged had been made on
false vepresentation in connection with a
certain library. As a result of this state-
ment inquiries were made without un-
necessary delay and the warden was in-
structed to hold an investigation. This
question might be treated in a similar
manner.

Mr. HOLMAN : There would have
been no difficnlty if this had heen the
first time for the matter to come before
the Chamber. Eleven weeks ago the
whole 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 bronght down, and it
went to show the cavalier manner in
which the Minister treated members. In
the past the Minister had been able to
take any course he liked as he had the
blind support of members opposite. Any-
thing said by the Minister was backed up
by them without question. We had seen
the time when the Estimates were guing
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
diseuss this item on the Loan Estimates
and the only honourable course that counld
be adopted would be to report progress
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so tbat the matfer might be thoroughly
sifted.

[Mr. Taylor took the Chair.]

The MINISTER FOR MINES : A
promise had already been made by him
that an inquiry would be made al once.
It would be useless to say that any per-
son would be condemmed at the present
time. The person who obtained the
money, and any others it was possible
to get hold of would he examined, but
before anybody was econdemned they
should have the opportunity to be heard.
Hon. members conld rest assured that no
delay would be permiited to take plaece.
At the inquiry 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 previons 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
presentalion to Parliament by Tuesday.
Then if there should be any necessity for
a special debate the Premier would be only
too pleased to agree to it. Hon. members
onght to be content to take that promise.
A warden would be appointed, preferably
Warden Finnerty, to conduet the inves-
figation, and a wire would be sent to In-
spector Greenard to plaee himself under
the direction of the warden. .\ wire
wounld alse be sent to Mr. -Berteaux, and
an endeavour would also be made to get
Mr. Ey who was in the Batiery Depart-
ment at the time the advance was made.
With regard to the shaft itself, hon. mem-
bers had stated that there were ladders
there, but Mr. Greenard’s report led one
to believe that there were nof.

Mr. Collier: Do yon 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 te 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 Tuoesday next.

Mr. WALKER: The explanation of
the Minister was not satisfactoryv. We
were dealing with the item of the Stale
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Mining Engineer,"and if the charge made
by the member for Boulder was correct
this officer conld not escape his share of
guilt.  1f the Commitiee passed that
item Lhey would exonerate the officer.
Whilst he (Mr. \Valker) believed in
every man having the opportunity to de-
fend himself and explain all details, he
also ‘believed that we should not pre-
judge a man to be innocent. The Com-
mittee would stultifv themselves if they
passed the item before an inquiry was
made, and that was why the item should
nat he proceeded with. Its further con-
sideratirn ought to he postponed, and if”
the Government desired they counld pro-
ceed with the remninder of the Estimates.

Mr. COLLIER: All {hat was waunted
was an inquiry, and u fair deal. He
conld not agree with the views of the Min-
ister.  1f we were going to have an in-
quiry as the Minister suggested it would
be necessary for the officer holding the
inquiry to have the file of papers there.

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

Mr. COLLIER : With regard to the
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 190 feet deep, or it was not.
Whether they measured it from the top
of the collar or the dump, which wasg 16
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-
quiry and the Committes 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
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the inquiry, he {the Premier} would be
prepared to give that assurance. It
would be 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
further 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
sallow 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
mensured from, he did not know his
business and should not be there.

The Attorney General: You have the
Premier’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-
cussing the report.

Mr. HOLMAN: The member for
Boulder could only spesk 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 satia-
fied that & discussion of that sort would
be allowed on the report. The item
ghould be postponed and attention given
t0 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
interests of the people of the State. It
would be more satisfactory, even to the
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Premier, to have the matter fully dis-
cussed.

Mr. SCADDAXN : Earlier in the evening
the Minister had stated that he proposed
to appoint Mr. Montgomery, the State
Mining Engineer, chajirman of the Royal
Commission to inquire into the subject
of miners’ complaint.

The Minister for Mines : 1 said it was
my recommendation.

Mr. SCADDAN : Somebody had then
asked was Mr. Montgomery not previous-
ly & chairmen of a similar commission,
and the Minister had replied in the nega-
tive. As a matter af fact Mr. Mont-
gomery had been chairman of the Royal
Commission on the ventilation end 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
recornmendation, and signed it, to the
effect that the systemn of box-rising
should be provided for in the Bill itself ;
yvet 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 MINISTER 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
wag not justified in saying that Mr.
Montgomery had given him {the Minister)
specific advice inconsistent with his (Mr.
Montgomery’s) own report.

Mr. BCADDAN : Notwithstanding what
the Minister had said, the statement that
Mr. Montgomery had advised the Minister
against the recornmendation 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. SCADDAN : It was in the existing
Act. During the discussion on the Bill
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 & 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
recommendations which he (Mr. Mont-
gomery) had hinself made as chairman
of the commission. Mr, M nigomery
was not a fit and proper person to act as
chairman of an important commission.

Mr. HOLMAN : If we were going to
have a cornrmission 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 recornmendations steps should be
taken to ses that Mr. Montgomery was
not the chairman. Mr. Montgomery was
not fit to be chairman of a commission,
nor was he fit to be chief officer in the
Mines Department. Two matters had
been discussed this evening, onc 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 veriety of business on the
Notice Paper which could have been gone
on with.

[Mr. Daglish resumed the Chair.)

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
State Mining Fngineer would make an
admirable chairman of the Commission.
Any representations made by members
opporite would receive every consider-
ation. Certainly there should be repre-
sentation from the department, but so
long as the best material was got for
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the Commission he would be satisfied.
The Government wanted the Commission
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 Mr. 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 nesd
to waste time ? .

Mr. Holman : Is the Minister correct
in Acousing me of wasting time ?

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

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

Mr. BATH: The inquiry should not
be confincd 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
have the personnel of the Commission &
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 phthisis
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
50 long es there was & 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 as much trouble as possible
than to have-the fullest possible inves-
tigation into any matter under consider-
ation. We could de 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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rogard to the prevalence of miners’
disease, but that was a different matter
from constituting him chairman or &
member of the Commission. 1t 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.

Mr. HEITMANN: ©No one could
write such extensive minutes as the
State Mming Engineer. If sent to see
the time at the town clock the officer
would write & minute a yard long.
‘We were told by the Minister that Mr.
Montgomery had oceupied high positions
in the mining world in various parts of
Australin. 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
pey & man £800 a year to be sbove those
inspectors. We had a Geological Depart-
ment costing £6,000 & year, and, though
Mr. Montgomery had been chief geclo-
gist in Tasmanisa, he had now very
little ¢t do with the (eological Depart-
ment, and any action on his part inter-
fering with the department would be
strongly resented by the qualified rnen
in the department. Therefare, 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 Mr. Montgomery's reports
would direct a prospector where to find
gold. Mr. Montgomery waa like Geologist
Jack in Queensland who, when asked
by en old prospector where to look
to take up a leader which was lost,
told the prospector, © You are & practical
man and yon 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 mote valuable
then those of all the geologists in Western
JAunstralis. It had been said that Mr.
Montgcmery would be a member of the
Royal ( ommission about to be appointed.
The .Minister said he would be pleased
to hear suggestions from members as
to that proposed appointment. - If the
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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 Day Dawn, and the existence of phthi-
sis in that distrint, they were of no value
at gll. Some time ago he (Mr. Heitmann)
had called attention to the matter and
the Premier and the present Minister
for Works asked Dr. Blanchard to
report. In the report was the following :
— A very considerable increase in the
number of cases of miners’ phthisis
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 said as fol.
lows :—

** When at Dey Dawn at the end
of last July I went through the Great
Fingal mine, teking 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 ss to the
alleged prevalence of miners’ phthisis,
The mine is not an especially dry or
dusty one, though at times there are
dusty places in it, 89 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 weas 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 phthisis,
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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 & miner had
predisposed him to it. His case,
as far as I could ascertain from him,
appeared to be one of ordinary phthisis
or tuberculosis, rather than miners'
complaint or silicosis. There are a
good meny cases of phthisis amongst
all clagses of the community, and e
certain number must be expected
among miners, quite independently
of their occupation. This sufferer
told wme of another case previously
in the mine, that of & man who had
died of the disease, but this person
had been affected with it quite seriously
hefore he came to the State of Western
Australia at all. 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 & man employed
in the department, the chief function of
which was to take care of the miners. On
reading that report he 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 & 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
offect that, with the exception of one or
two men in Day;Dawn, Mr. Montgomery's
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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 he certainly
was not & fib and proper person to becorne
a member of the commission to inquire
into miners’ complaint. The position of
State Mining Fngineer was unnecessary,
and the Minister himself could not say
what duties the officer should perform.
The Minister said Mr. Montgomery was
& 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 had 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
yvear, and why the reportz and recom-
mendations made by that officer were not
carried out. The State Mining Engineer
made & report in connection with a
proposed State battery at Quinns, He
said that a State hattery 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. Praoc-
tically in one breath he said it should be
erected, and in the next breath he 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 Chem-
ber of Mines. Tt was hard however, to
condemn the officer when it was known
that his hands were t0 a great extent tied
by the Minister. It was kmown {rom
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statements made by other officers, that
they were used in the department prac-
tically as tools. If that was the case
with the State Mining Engineer, he was
not fit to remain in the depariment
because his position was such that he
should refuse to be dictated to by the
Minister or anyome. It was his (Mr.
Holman’s) intention to refer at length
to the question of the erection of &
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:
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 s battery should
be supplied, and then added that the
time was not opportune, but he recom-
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 cost 15s.
per ton, and it was impossible for the
mines there to be opened up unlesa there
was & battery erected.

» The MINISTER FOR MINES : If the
hon. member would state exactly the
various questions that he 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.
+Mr. Holman: Your promises are no
good ; T 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
& member of the House.

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

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

What ex-
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The Minister for Works : And the mem-
ber for Murchison insulted the Minister,

Mr. W. PRICE: The member for
Muzchison 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
Commiission to deal with tuberculosis
among miners, and the Minister denied
that an inquiry inte the health of the
miners was part of the duties laid down
to be performed by Mr. Montgomery.
Yet Mr. Montgomery and his colleagues
on that Commission which sat some years
ago dealt with the question of the ven-
tilation 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 he 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
gent in to the State Mining Engineer by
the very individusls 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 Messra
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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 Committes was
expected to vote & sum of money. What
was the State Mining Engineer for ? The
Minister for Mines had walked out of
the Chamber, not caring 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 CHAIRMAN : The hon. member

was nob in order in discussing the Minister
for Worka.
s 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 wounld not attempt
to treat him in the same cavalier fashion
ag he had treated the member for Mur.
chison when he had spught 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
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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 esked. He
was endeavouring to fairly place the
position before the hon. member, and
then the hon. member replied offensively.
No promise could be given in connection
with the battery system when dealing with
this item, bat the hon. member knew
that the State Mining Engineer recom-
rmended assistence should be granted by
way of subsidy, and his recommenda-
tions were given effect to. Not having
the papers, he felt disinclined to refer
to the question, but reference was also
made in the report to the erection of &
State battery. The duties of the State
Mining Engineer Had already been given
twice. Mr. Montgdtnery was Chiel In.
spector of Mines and had to see that
the inspectors carried out Theif duties
on a uniform basis ; he had to logk after
all matters in connection with th8™fines
Regulation Act, and to control the
mining development wvote; he made
recommendations in connection with
applications for assistance, and waa
the techincel adviser on ail msatters
pertaining to mining ; he was asked to
spend a good portion of his time in the
back country meaking special reports for
publication, but during the past twelve
months, owing to a serious sccident,
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 s man of the highest character
and & man of probity and ability, and
had risen from the ranks and meade &
name for himself in matters connected
with mining, and possessed practical
experience.

Item, Inspectors (9) of Mines, £3,688:

Mr. ANGWIN: The inspectors of
mines were classified at £150 but were
receiving £350 ; what was the intention
of the Government ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES : When
the classification was made he (the
Minister) thought we would not be able
to get inspectors at the salary fxed 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 mnothing
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 waa not recorded.

The Minister for Mines :
be shown.

+ Mr. HOLMAN : Against the ordinary

exemption obtained from the court
there was the right to ohjeet, but there
was no chance of objecting where the
Minister gave protection for a fortnight.
In a letttr 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 ! 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 achool
teacher and did not understand the
mining laws. He had no desire whatever
to cast any reflections upon him. Why
did not the Minister fulfl the promise
he made so long ago ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Af
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 he failed to sze. In many places
where it was desired to give facilities to
the people, to give justice to therm, we
must try and make the public officials
do the work of the Mines Department.
There was no reason why in some of the
smaller places the stationmaster, for
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instance, should not do the work for the
Treasurer and the Mines Department.
As to the appointment of teachers to do
this work, surely & 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 6o 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 MINISTER FOR MINES: A
deputy had been appointed, not a fuil.
fledged official.  The school teacher
should be able to do the work quite as
woll as an efficient mining registrar.

Mr. HOLMAN: It was a pity the
Minister did not remember his promises
and redecm them. So far back as Sep-
tember, 1908, there was & promise mads
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 some consideration. Over 12 months
ago 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 be
appointed, and now made a ridiculous
explanation that either a stationrnaster
or & school teacher was quite qualified
to do the work. Such & man was not
worthy the confidence of members of the
Committee. With regard to the sngpes-
tion that stationmasters should he ap
peinted registrers, haw 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 & place having a
railway with one like Wiluna so far back.
Progress reported.

Housre adjourned at [1.27 pom
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4,30 p.m., and read prayers.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Registration of Deeds, etc., trans.
mitted to the Legislative Assembly.
2 North Perth Tramways Act Amend.
munt, pasged.

BILL—TRANSFER OF LAND ACT
AMENDMENT.
Recommitial.

On motion by the Colonial Secretary,
Bill recommitted for amendment.

New Clause:

The COLONTATL SECRETARY
moved—

That the following be added to stand
as Clause 16 :—Section 133 of the
Principal Act is amended by adding
o paragraph as follows :—° Every such
writ shall cease to bind charge or effect
any bond lease or mortgage or charge
specified as aforesnid unlecss a tronsfer
npon a sale under such writ shall be left
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for entry upon the register within three

months from the day which the copy shall

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. M. L. MOSS : Tt would be well to
make the period four months. Three
months was the period in Victoria, but
Victoria had & very circumscribed area.
In the case 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 meke the period four
months instean of three montha,

New clause put snd passed.

Bill again reported with further amend
ments.

BILL —ELECTORAL ACT AMEND
MENT.
Recommittal,

On motion by the Colonial Secretary
Bill recommitted for amendment.

Clause 25—Amendment of Saction 204.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : When
the Bill was previously before the
Committee Sabelause 2 of Clause 25
which provided that only justices and
postmasters conld witness claims, was
struck out. Since then the Chief Elec-
toral Officer had drawn attention to the
fact that the subclause 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 the exception of
the penalty which it was originally pro-
vided should be £50. 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. G. Randell : That penalty is more
reasonable.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
an amendment—

That the following stund as Subclause
2:—** Any person who witnesses the 8ig-
nature of a cloimant without being per-
sonally acquainted with the jacts, or



