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BILL-CRIMINAL CODE AMEND-
MENT.

In Committee.
Hlon. W. Kingsmitl in the Chair, the

Colonial Secretary in charge of the Bill.
Clauses :1 to 8-agreed to.
Clause 9-Restraint of marriage:
Hon. D, G. GAWLER: For reasons

which had been stated on the second
reading the clause should be struck out.

Clause put and a division taken -with
the following result:-

Ayes .. . . i
Noes .. . . 7

Majority for.. .. 4

AYES.
Hon. R. G. Ardagh
Hon, 14. P. Colebatch
Hon. F. Connor
Hon. F. Davis
Hon. J. E. Dodd
Hon. J. M. Drew

Hon. J. fl. Connlolly
Hon. D. G. Gawier
Hon. V. Hlameraley
Han. R. J. Lynn

Han, Sir J. W. Hackett
Hon. A. G. Jenkins
HOD. J. w. Sirwan
Hon. C. Sommera
Hon. J. Cornell

(Teller) -

M. L. Moss
W. Patrick
A. Sanderson

(Teller).

Hon.
Hon.
Ron.

to bring the law% more into line with the
English Act. The 1907 amendment of
the criminal law in England went fur-
ther than the existing section in the Code,
for it provided that the offence of pro-
curing should be punishable by flogging,
and that a constable should have power
to arrest -without warrant. Under the
Criminal Code the constable was only
allowed to arrest without warrant where
the offence was a crime or where he was
given special powers tinder the Act. He
asked the Committee to agree that procur-
ing was a crime. The secdnd part of
the amendment dealt with the punishment.
and proposed to strike out two years
and make the minimum term of impris-
onment one year.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
could be moved as a new clause, hut it
was unusual for an hon. member to move
a new clause which had not appeared
on the Notice Paper.

Progress reported.

House adjouined at 8.44 p.m.

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 10 to 32 -agreed to.
New Clanse-Amendment of Section

191:
Hon. D. G. GAWLER moved an

amendment-
That the following new clause §e

added to stand as Clause 2:-"Section
191 of the Code is hereby amended as

'follows :-By the addition of the fol-
lowing pare graph-"Any person found
committing any of the off ences defined
in this section may be arrested by a
police officer without warrant." By
striking out the words "two years" in
the eighteenth Sine of such section, and
inserting in lieu thereof the words "not
less than one and not exeeding two
years.")

Section 191 dealt with the offence of pro-
curing. In speaking on the second read-
ing, he had said that he proposed to take
no action in regard to the -white slave
traffic which was really an extension of
the offence of procuring, but be had been
asked to move this amendment in order
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The SPEARER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Premier:-Return of Cruelty

to Animals Cases at Moors Polica Court
(ordered on motion by Mr. Lander).
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By the Honorary Minister (Hon. W. C.
Angwin) : .1, B y-laws of the Har-
icey Road Board. 2, By-law No. 87
,of the Municipality of Fremantle.
3, By-Iaxv No. 39 of the Munici-
pality of Geraldton. 4, By-law of
Preston Road Board-Valuatioui on an-
nual value. 5, By-law of Ilerredin Road
floani-Valuation on annual value. 6,
By-law of Mceekatharra Road Board-
Valuation on annual value. 7, By-law of
irfeekatharra. Road Board-Fees for tents
and other structures.

QIJESTION-WAGIN-DA-RAN RAIL-
WAY.

Mir. GEORGE asked the Minister for
Works : 1, On what date was any 'pro-
vision made in connection with the pro-
posed Wagin-Darkan Railway in the Loan
Estimates 7 2, What was the amount al-
located-(a) as to surveys;- (b) construc-
tion of the railway; (c) rails and fasten-
ings 7 3, Is the total amount so providedi
lving dormant or has it been appropriated
for other purposes ? 4, If dormant, is
the interest payable on the borrowing be-
ing debited to the WNagin-Darkan rail-
way 1 5, If appropriated for other un-
dertaking;, is the Wagin-Dark-aa rail-
way relieved of the incubus of interest
on loan 1 6, If allocated to other under-
takings, upon what authority has this
been done?9 7, Do the Government pro-
pose to proceed with the Wagiu-Tarkaa
railwa-y, and when 7 8, If not, why not9

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Works) ;I ask that this question be
postponed until to-morrow.

Mr. GEORGE : PostponedI

The PREMIER: Yes; two depart-
ments are involved.

Mr. GEORGE : I do not want to em-
harass the Government in their present
financial distress, but I particularly
wanted the answer to-night.

The PREMIER : In reply to the hon.
member's remark, I may say there is no
financial distress affecting the Gove'rn-
ment.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by Mir. MALE (Kimberley)

leave of absence till the end of the session
granted to Mr. Nanson on the ground
of ill-health.

'BILLS (2)-FRST READING.
1, Initiative and Referendum (intro-

duced by the Premier).
2, Agricultural Bank Act Amendment

(introduced by the Minister for Lands).

PAPERS-GALLOP'S GARDEN,
PURCHASE.

Mr. DWYER (Perth) moved-
That all papers in connection with

the purchase, resale, and leasing of the
property known as Gallop's garden, be
laid upon the Table of the Rouse.

He said.- In moving this motion I do not
intend to give any long dissertation, but
simply desire that the papers he laid on
the Table. The question in con nection
with the sale, purchase, and leasing of
these lands has been before the public
for a considerable time. The lands were
originally the property of Mr. Gallop,
and he had mortgaged them to a person
in Freman tie. When this person died the
trustees of the estate realised on the
mortgage. The highest price they could
get was £11,000, and this price, I under-
stand, was paid by the Government for
the time being under the Run. Frank
Wilson, At the time that amount was
offered to the trustees, Mr. Gallop could
have sold it for £17,000.

Hon. J. Mitchell:- Why did not he?
Mr. DWYER: But he had no know-

ledge of what the trustees were doing.
It was all done, so I am informed,
secretly, with the result that the then
Government acquired for £E11,000 what
Mr. Gallop could have obtained £C17,000
for, and thus bed some money in his
pocket. After it was sold for £11,000,
Mr. Gallop received a promise from the
Aetine~ Premier, Mr. Gregory, that some
concession would he made to him as re-
garded the purchase of the balance of
the estate, after an allowance was made

2533



2534 ASSEMBLY.]

for the foreshore. This promise was
broken subsequently by the Works De-
partment, then under the administration
of Mr. Daglish. In view of the short
statement I have made it will be apparent
to all that this is a matter of considerable
public importance, and in ease an in-
justice has been done to Mr. Gallop by
a past Administration it is a subject
which might well be ventilated. I am
moving for the papers with a, view to
investigating the matter myself, and to
gi~e other hon. members an opportunity
to see exactly what transpired in connec-
tion with the various transactions through
which this estate has passed.

Mr. Moore :You have found a mare's
nest.

Ron. J. MITCHELL (Northarn) I
am sonry that the leader of the Opposi-
tion is not here because he would know
more about this transaction than I do.
He would agree with me that if an in-
justice has heen done it should be set
right, and it could be set right by the
present Government. I helieve that no
injustice has been done at all. This pro-
perty was on the market for sale, and it
was the desire of the then Government
to have a road in the locality and some
of the property was needed in order that
a road might be made along the fore-
shore. The Government of the day de-
termined that it would be well to pur-
chase the property for £11,000, which
MRS considered a reasonable price at the
time. The property was purchased quite
openlyN and fairly and not secretly and
unfairly as tine hon. member inferred.
The man got all that he could get and
more, I suppose, than he could have got
from anyone else; otherwise he would
have sold to someone else. Even if the
land was mortgaged and if the owner
had had an offer of £17,000 for it, he
could have accepted the offer and paid
off the mortgage. It is ridiculous for the
hon. member to reflect on the previous
Administration. If the Wilson Govern-
ment had paid £17,000 the hon. member
no doubt would have slated them for
paying too much for the property. This
is the line of action which the hon. mem-
ber takes tip.

Mr. Dwyer :Put the papers on the
Table.

Hon. J1. MITCHEL: I have no objec-
tion at all to the papers being put on the
Table, but I will not sit here and listen
to reflections being cast on a previous
Administration in regard to the pur-
chase. What does the hon. member know
about the transaction, and what does he
want to know? He is moving for these
papers believing that the mere action of
moving means something. As a matter of
fact, the laying of papers on the Table
means very little indeed, because, as a
rule, the hon. members who ask for them
take no farther interest in them.

Mr, Dwyer :I intend to.
Bon. J. MITCHELL :It is doubtful

if the lion, member will. It was neces-
sary for the State to acquire the property
and the State acquired it fairly. If the
Administration made a good hargain,
they should be .congratulated on it. If
there was anything unfair in the trans-
action the hon. member should have
made quite clear what he believes the
unfairness was. The hon. member said
that Mr. Gregory made some promise,
but what did Mr. Gregory promise q The
statement is vague. The lion, member
simply said that Air. Gregory made a
promise and Mr. flaglish failed to carry
out the promise. I think I can say that
no promise was made. T believe that if
a promise had been made by Mr. Greg-
ory it would have been honoured by Mr.
lDaglish. If the promise had been made
Mr. Gregory would have made it quite
clear to the Government of the day that
the promise had been broken. This is a
very old estate, which had been for years
in the family, and I can quite understand
that Mr. Gallop did not wish to part with
it after having held it for so long. He
unfortunately mortgaged it heavily and
the mortgage was called up. The Gov-
ernment at the time wished to secure the
road to which I have referred, and all
they did then was to buy the estate in
an open and fair way. I have no objec-
tion to the papers being produced; I hope
they will be produced, hut when hon.
members come here and ask for papers.
they should give a good reason why the
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request should he agreed to. The mem-
ber for Perth has given no reason at all.

Mr. Dwyer : Yes I have. I desire to
clea~r the atmosphere, but if it is murky
it will be impossible.

Mr. George H-ave you seen the
papers 9

Mr. Dlwyer: No.
Mr. George You can see them at the

Minister's offie at any time.
I-lon. J. MITCHELL : The question is

whether Mr. Gallop should have been paid
£11,000 or £17,000 for the property. Of
course the hon. memlber for Perth has a
perfect right to discuss the matter with-out the production of the papers, but ap-
parently he wishes the country to believe
that some smart practice was indulged
in before he came to the House.

Mr. Dwyer :We will clear that up.
Hion. J. MITCHELL : When the pap-

ers are produced it will be seen that the
transactions are perfectly fair and clear.
I sympathis with Mr. Gallop, who lost
the property, probably more than the bon.
member does, because I have known him
I think for a longer time. I1 merely rise
to protest against the unfairness of the
lion, member in the remarks he made
when asking for the production of the
papers.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington):
It is not my intention to oppose the
motion, but I would like the House to
consider where it will lead us, if in every
case where the Government engage in Z
transaction of this kind, and the seller
is dissatisfied, the papers are to be pro-
duced and the matter is to he made the
subject of a debide in the House? If
we were to do that in every instance,
Parliament would require to sit for
another six months. It is perfectly well
known that if, after the production of
these papers, the matter is to be made
the subject of a further motion by the
member for Perth in the direction pro-
posed of paying a further sum of money
to Mr. Gallop-for, if that is not the in-
tention of the hon. member, I cannot see
for what reason he is asking for the pro-
duction of the papers-if that be the
case, every person whose land has been
resumed by the Government during the

past 20 years will come along and get
some sympathetic member of Parliament
to move for the production of the papers,
and then the House will be asked to con-
sider claims which may ho real or ficti-
tious.

Mr. Dwyer: Mr. Gallop was not a
seller.

M 'r. GEORGE: I do not know anything
about that. The hon. member has simply
used Mr. Gallop's name as a peg, and he
has given us no valid reason as to why
the Papers should he produced. If the
hon. member is acting as an advocate
for anyone, I do not care who he may
be, he can see the papers by calling at
the Office of the Minister. A request that
files may be shown to a member of Par-
liament at the office of a Mfinister is sel-
dom or never refused, but the point I
want the House to consider is, where is
this motion to land us'? If people's land
has been sold, I do not care whether it
has been sold by the mortgagee or by
the owner--

Mr. Harper: In this case, by the execu-
tors.

,Mr. GEORGE: if such a person is
dissatisfied with the Price realised, is he
to endeavour to get a sympathetic allow-
ance from the Government or Parlia-
ment? Of course if Parliament admits
that. this is the proper course to pursue,
then it will be open for the thousand and
one claimants whose Properties have been
resumed in Perth for the past 20 years
to conic along and make a similar appeal.
We k-now tliat none of these people have
ever got the amoulnt Of money which they
have stated they could have got from
other sources, and if this motion is passed,
it wilt be open for any or all of these
disappointed p-eople to bring their claims
before the House. Unless the member
for Perth can show that an absolute in-
justice has been done, that some cheating
has been done by the Government, I do
not think the House should pass the
motion. The hon. member has given no
reason at all; he has simply made a state-
menit that the property was sold for
£11,000 whereas it should have been sold
for £C17,000. This is a mere assertion
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wbioh has been made to him by his
friends.

Mr. D~wyer; Your words are beginning
to convince mec that there is more in it
than I thought.

Mr, GEORGE: I know nothing what-
iever about it, but I know that if we enter
upon this procedure we are going to bring
a tremendous lot of trouble on the House.
1 have known of Mir. Gallop for about
23 years and as far as I am aware he is
an honourable and straightforward man
who has met with misfortune, but if there
has been a complete bona fide sale to the
Government for £E11,000, why the matter
should be re-introduced in this House I
fail to see. If there is really a grievance,
the question is, is it against the Govern-
ment or someone elsel I assume from
the irnterjections of the hon. member that
there was a mortgage on the property and
the mortgagee entered into possession and
sold it. If that be so, what has it to do
with the House or the Government The
Government purchased the land and paid
for it, and if the hon, member insists on
the course he is following, it will be open
for other disappointed claimants -whose
properties have been resumed, to get some
sympathetic member of Parliament to
move in their behalf. That kind of thing
is reducingr these matters to an absolute
absurdity.

Mr. MALE (Kimberley): As a matter
of principle, I intend to vote against the
motion. The plea put up by the member
for Perth does not in my opinion justify
us in supporting the motion. It appears
to me that if 'Mr. Gallop has any griev-
ance at all, it is against the executors of
the person who died and who held the
mortgage. If the land was sold for less
than its value, then surely that was the
fault of the executors; it was not the
fault of the Government who pnrchased
it. It is not a crime for the Government
to be the highest bidder for a block of
land. Unless it can be shown that the
Government did something unfair, I fail
to see why we should support the motion
at all. It appears to me the whole griev-
ance lies between Mr. Gallpp and the
exeentors of the estate and has nothing

whatever to do with Parliament, and for
that reason I shall certainly vote against
the motion.

Mr. DWYER (in reply) : I did not
think for a moment that an innocent
motion like mine would have stirred up
the storm waters of the Opposition to
such a fearful extent.

Mr. George: There has been no storm.

Mr. DWYER: It seems to me that I
might well say, I'Methinks they doth pro-
test too much." I did not think when
I moved the motion that there was so
much in it. Now I am beginning to sus-
pect there must be something that it is
desired to conceal with regard to this
purchase by the Government of the
Gallop estate. If there is nothing to
hide, why object to the production of
the papers? There is no doubt about
this, that the subject of the purchase of
the Gallop estate has been discussed on
public platforms on several occasions to
my knowledge. We shall see on the pro-
duction of the papers whether there is
anything to conceal, and it the atmo-
sphere concerning the purchase is murky
it will be a matter for subsequent in-
vestigation. I therefore think it is the
proper thing that these papers should be
laid on be Table of the House so that
they may he looked into by all members.

Question put and passed.

PAPER S-THOMPS ON'S DAIRY,
INSPECTOR'S REPORTS.

M1r. B. J. STUBBS (Subiaco) moved-
That there be laid on the Table of

the House :-1, The report of In-
spector Riley, of the Central Board of
Health, dated 17th July, 1911; the
rep orts of Inspector Dow, of the Cen-
tral Board of Health, dated November
3rd, 1911, and January 12th, 1912, re-
latinq to Thompson's Dairy; 2, The
comments of etc-Chief Inspector Ste-
vens, of the Central Board of Health,
upon the reports of Messrs. Lander,
Battye, and Lovekin, re Thompson's
Dairy; 3, The report of Dr. .Atkcinson,
the Government Bacteriologist, 'upon
the result of the inoculation of guinea
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pigs in July and October, 1911, with
milk from Thompson's Dairy.

He said: I wish at the outset to confess
that I am moving for these papers to be
laid on the Table of the House so that
further information may be made public
with regard to a matter upon which the
member for East Perth (M'ur. Lander)
moved some few weeks ago. I want to
state also that I am at one with hon.
members in this Chamber who desire to
see that nothing but pure milk is supplied
to the public, and especially to the pati-
ents who find themselves; unfortunate in
having to take advantage of the hospitals
whichare situated in our midst; but I
want to say that I greatly deprecate any
member of this Chamber making an at-
tack upon a particular inspector unless
he has ample proof that that inspector
has been responsible for a dereliction of
duty and through that dereliction has al-
lowed impure or contaminated milk to go
into consumption.

Mr. Lander: Do you not think it went
into the Children's Hospital.

Air. B. J. STUBHBS: I am not discus-
sing that question at the present time,
but I want to say that the papers so far
placed on the Table of the House do not
and cannot convey to the public a proper
understanding of the position, and the
steps that were taken by the various in-
spectors in dealing with this matter. The
reports I am moving for are in existence
and if they are placed upon the Table
of the House, together with the reports
which have already been Tabled in res-
ponse to a motion moved by the member
for East Perth, an entirely different com-
plexion will be placed upon the matter.
The papers will show that on the 17th
July, 1911, Inspector Riley, of the Health
Department, visited Thompson's dairy
and made a report. They will show also
that Inspector Dow, of the Central Board
of Health, visited this dairy on the 3rd
November, 1911. and on the 12th January,
1912, and also made a report. It is true
also that the member for East Perth in
conjunction with Mr. Lovekin and Mr.
Battye visited this dairy on the 12th De-
cember, 1911. and made a report. But the
chief inspector of the Central Board of

[ n21

Health at that time wrote a comment on
the report of these gentlemen when it was
sent in discounting that report. I want
those reports made public in justice
to the names which wvere mentioned by
the member for East Perth when moving
his motion. If there is any blame to be
placed on anybody let us place the blame
on the right shoulders. If the inspectors
of the stock department were wrong then
undoubtedly the whole board of health
was wrong, because the two inspectors
visited the dairy, made a report, and the
chief inspector evidently by his comment
accepted the report of his inspectors and
discounted the report made by the outside
gentlemen. There can be nothing wrong
and no possible objection from anybody,
to my mind, to have the whole of the
pap~ers placed on the Table so that they
may be made public. Only part of the
file has been made public up to date, but I
want the rest of the papers made public
so that the people may be able to judge
whether these particular inspectors which
the member for East Perth mentioned,
deserved the condemnation he levelled
against them. I want to say, further,
that when Mr. Weston, one of the inspec-
tors mentioned by the member for East
Perth, wvent to the dairy on two occa-
sions, he secured some of the milk and
sent it to Dr. Atkinson, the Government
Bacteriologist, to have tests made. That
milk was inoculated into guinea pigs
and the reports of the inoculations-
there were two-are also in existence.
I want that also laid on the Table
that they may become public pro-
perty, and so that the public of the metro-
politan area may have an. idea and an
opportunity of judging whether the mem-
ber for East Perth was quite fair in the
language he used when moving his mo-
tion in .ats Chamber a little time ago.
I do not think there is any necessity to
go further into the matter. I cannot see
any possible objection from anybody to
having the whole matter made public so
that everybody will understand the full
text of the question. I want to say it is
almost impossible to understand anything
from the papers which have been laid on
the Table. The matter is in a sense dis-
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jointed. One cannot make any sense out
of the papers because certain remarks are
madec relating to other matters which are
not on the file. The 'Minister for Lands
points out they were not called for. That
is true, but without them we cannot make
sense of the file. Therefore I ask that the
reports may he iplaced on the Table. I
content myself with moving the motion
standing in my name.

Mr. DIWYE1R (Perth) :I second the
motion.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary
Minister): I move an amendment to the
motion ats follows:-

That all the words after "Ithat" in the
first line dozen to "dairy", in the last
line but one be struck out, and the
wrords "all the papers relating to
Thompson's dairy" be inserted in lieu&.
M1r. Lander: Give them what you

have got up your sleeve.
Hon. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary

Mlinister) : While there is a possibility
of some of the statements made by the
member for East Perth being misleading
there is also a possibility of both parties
being right. An inspection in July 1911
surely can have nothing to do with an in-
spection made in November 1911 and to
show that, the hon. member in his motion
to which I have moved an amendment,
has chosen only a few of the reports
which are satisfactory. I may say there
are other reports -which bear out to a
large extent the contention of the hon.
member during his visit to that dairy.

Mr. Allen: flo you agree with his re-
marks about murderers and assassins?9

Ron. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : I should like to read a por-
tion of the inspector's report-one of the
inspectors who has been mentioned.

Mr. 13. J. Stubbs: I do not think it
would be fair to read the repoiL.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Read the file too.
Ron. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary

M'.inister) : I am justified in reading this
one report to show that, while the hon.
member desires to do justice to one side,
his motion, and those who have requested
him to act, have no intention to do justice
to the other side. There is no reason why

the whole of the papers should not be
laid on the Table of the House. I want
to take this stand. When we find gentle-
men like Messrs. Lander, Lovekin, and
Battye, who have nothing whatever to
gain-only for the public good-giving
their time very early in the morning for
the express purpose of ascertaining
whether the milk supply to the Children's
Hospital, in which they were closely in-
terested was good, and they go out to
a dairy after complaints are made by the
doctor of the hospital, to see if any im-
provement can take place and they find
the dairy in a disorderly condition, I
maintain there should be a certain amount
of respect paid to the report sent in by
these gentlemen. It is true the inspec-
tors have repeatedly reported favourably
of this dairy, but as I stated just now,
both may be right, because an inspector
may have gone to the dairy last month
and found it in a clean condition and any
member might go to the dairy to-morrow
and find it in a dirty condition. In-
spector Riley, the first inspector men-
tioned in this motion, in July stated-

There are two small holes in wire
gauze of milk room door. Otherwise
dairy plant and premises clean and
satisfactory.

That is a good report in favour of the
dairy and that is one of the reports which
the member moved for. In February,
1912, a further report goes on to say-

Milk room is constructed of brick
lined with plain galvanised iron, in
clean and satisfactory condition. Re
the use of this room for cooling and
straining the milk, I am of opinion that
if I bad arrived at this dairy five min-
utes later the milk would have gone
direct from the cows to the consumer.
The milk cart was backed up near the
milk shed and the large can was being
filled with milk ready to be lifted into
the delivery carts. The cooler was not
ready and in the excitement of trying
to fix the waler pipe to the cooler some
of the milk was spilt on the floor of
the milk room.

That is one of the complaints the gentle-
men I have named referred to, that the
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milk was not being &ooled before being
sent out. The cooler was not connected.
The report goes on-

Milking shed was clean and satisfac-
tory, milking going on under clean con-
ditions. Stables-There was an undue
accumulation of manure in and near
the stables.

Another complaint of the gentlemen re-
ferred to.

Recommendation - That a surprise
visit be paid to the dairy at milking
time to ascertain if the milk room is
used for the purpose for which it -was
built, vriz., the cooling and straining of
the milk. That the undue accumula-
tion of homse dung be removed from
the stables.

So members will see that to form a fair
opinion of the actions of the gentlemen
who reported, it is necessary that all the
papers should be placed on the Table of
the House. That is my reason for mov-
ing in the direction I am doing. Mlem-
bers can then see for themselves -who is
correct, whether the gentlemen who made
the report, or the inspectors. I believe
both are right. I want to say that it is
very, strange at the time this discussion
took place--I think it is now nearly 12
months ago--the position was this: cer-
tain articles had appeared in the public
Press, but no dairy was mentioned, no
Dame was mentioned, yet -we find some
of the inspectors rushed in and thought
it was desirable that the department
should contradict the statements which
appeared in the Press with regard to a
certain dairy. How was it possible if
everything was found right -when the offi-
cer weAt there, that the department
should contradict the statements as to a
certain dairy which had not been men-
tioned? I believe there are no complaints
now about the dairy; everything is satis-
factory. I beg to move the amendment.

Mr, S. STUBBS (Wagin) : I desire
to support the amendment of the Honor-
ary Minister for the reason that, as a unit
in the House I yield to no one in my de-
sire to see the dairies of the whole State,
for that matter, especially the dairies
supplying milk to the Children's Hos-
pital. or any hospital, in a perfectly clean

and satisfactory condition, I do not
think there are many members in the
House who will agree with the extrava-
gant language used by one member in
this Chamber when bringing the matter
before the House some little time ago.

Mr. Allen: Who was that?9
The Premier: The member for East

Perth.
Mr. Lander: The member for East

Perth, you know!
Mr. S. STUBBS: I wish also to say

this, that the member for East Perth and
the gentlemen who accompanied him were
out on a good mission and I give them
credit for doing their level best to see
that the milk supply to the hospital was
pure and good, but the language used--

Mr. Lander: Was not strong enough.
MNr. S. STUBBS: Moust be deprecated

even by the hon. member himself.
Mr. Lander: No fear.
M~r. S. STIUBBS: If not, I am sorry,

because peoples' characters should not be
taken away.

Mr. Lander ': We should protect the
children in the hospital.

M1r. S. STUBBS: We should give the
gentlemen a chance of clearing their
characters which are as dear to them as
the character of the member for East
Perth is to him.

The Premier : Which deserves the
first consideration. character or life 9

Mr. S. STIJBBS: I will ask the Premier
to place himself in the Position of the per-
sons who were charged with the serious
crime that the member for East Perth laid
at their dloors. without having any chance
(if defending themselves. When charges
of such a grave nature are made, there
should be evidence to Support those
charges, and members should not take
awvay' the characters of mien whbo are not
in a position to defend themselves. The
Premier is qutite right when he says that
the lives of the people should be pro-
tected, and I am not endeavonring to
shield those men if they are guilty and
hlamneable for stippling milk nf impare
quality. I have not spoken to either of
those gentlemen who have been men-
tioned for the last nine months, and I
am not holding a brief for them; I have
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not had any communication with them
directly or indirectly, but my attitude as
a member of Parliament is to see that
fair play is meted out to those who are
not here to defend themselves.

Mr. Lander : And to protect the chil-
dren 's lives.

Mr. S. STUBBS :As I said before,
the action of the member for East Pert
was a good one, but there is a proper
course to adopt in order to sheet grave
charges home, instead of accusing people
in the House when they have no chance
of defending themselves. The Minister
is on right lines in moving an amend-
ment, and I am sure the member for
Subiaco will not raise any objection to
the whole of the papers being placed on
the Table. I have pleasure in support-
ig the amendment moved by the Hon-

orary Minister.
Mfr. LANDER (East Perth) :It gives

me very great pleasure to support this
amendment. .The only thing I regret,
and I regret it very much, is that the
Minister in placing the reports on the
Table the other day did not table a copy
of the report by Mr. Lovekin, Air,
Battye, and myself when he coul'd not
get the original one. A copy would
have met my wishes. Some bon.
members think that I am too rough
in my language. If they understood the
dangers that arise from milk being taken
from diseased cow~s and given to children
they would not think so; that is, if they
are sympathetic fathers, and desire to
protect their children. I believe there
are some of them here. The member
for Northami can grin over this matter,
but I say this, that because of the cows
he brought into this country the hon.
member is answerable for some of those
graves in Karrakatta Cemetery.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order ! The hon.
member must withdraw that.

Mr. LAND'fER : I withdraw it, but I
cannot help it; it is my view.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order ! The hon.
member must withdraw, and not add to
his remarks.

Mr. LANDER: Very well, Mr.
Speaker, I withdraw. When milk is

taken, as that milk was taken, direct
from the cow and placed in a big
urn at a temperature of 102 and
is allowed to stand there for half an hour
or an hour while other milk is being
added to it, the microbes eat up all the
nourishment in the milk, and it becomes
a death agent. Children were dying in
great numbers in the Children's Hospital
whben Mr. Lovekin and Mr. Battye asked
that I should go with them to inspect
thie dairies. When they made that re-
quest, I said, ''All right, on one condi-
tion, and that is that you inspect your
own dairy first." We went there in a
straightforward manner and told Thomp-
son, the owner of the dairy, what we
were there for. We told him that chil-
(Iren wvere dying, in great numbers in the
hospital, and I say it now without hesi-
tation and without any intention of with-
drawing it, that any public officer who
stands by and sees milk from the cows
that we found in that dairy being sent
to a hospital is worse than an assassin
and worse than a murderer. I say that
now, and without hesitation. The first
cow wve examined was tuherculous and
bad been condemned by the inspector.
The animal was put into a bail and was
being milked. We were told that the
milk was to be given to the pigs or the
calves, but whilst we were there a man
came to the cow shed and asked the own-
er what he should do with the milk. In
connection with the next three or four
cows, wve saw by the side of the teat on
udder little pustules, and every time
the teat was squeezed that pus fell into
the milk pail. Will bon. members say
that it is not murder to supply that milk
to the Children's Hospital? Do we not
find a difference in the death-rate at that
institution since we changed the milk
and got a pure supplyl If the member
for Subiaco wanted to take action, why
did he not take it in his own district in-
stead of waiting till now to move for
papers, no doubt through officers who
have been inspiring him to take action.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order ! The hon.
member must not make remarks about
a member being inspired by outside per-
sons.
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Mr. LANDER : Very well, I with-
draw the remark. This question is too
serious to be trifled with. We find that
inspections were made in July and Oc-
tober, hut what have July and October
to do with 22nd December I The first
time I asked a question in this
House in reference to the milk sup-
ply, the Honorary Minister said
that everything was satisfactory. Since
the Minister and his officers have gone to
work what a difference we find! What
did we find a few years ago at the Perth
Public Hospital? The sick and dying
were being supplied with milk from tuber-
culous cows. Is that a fair thing? And
there is no doubt that the same thing was
going on in connection with the Children's
Hospital. It seems strange, as the Mini-
ister remarked, that immediately a dairy
was referred to in the Press, although no
name was mentioned, the officers were
anxious to inspect the dairy, hut no in-
spection was made until after January.
When I brought up this matter in the
City Council on one occasion, the inspec-
tors went out the next morning and after-
wvards they had an official inspection with
the Press. Is that a fair thing? No, it is
not. Let us turn up the Commonwealth
Year Book, and we will find that the
death-rate amongst the poor kiddies in
1903, when we first commenced to make
a row about the condition of the dairies,
was 283, and we have got it down to 76
or 78. Are not these things worth fighting
for? If hon. members think I am com-
ing into this House to cave in to any
particular member or party they make a
mistake. I belong to a party who are
fighting for the masses, and not cringing
to the few. That is what goes on in Par-
liament-too much cringing for the sake
of popularity. We do not want that sort
of thing in the Labour party. I am
pleased the amendment has been moved.
I have a copy of the report which was
f urnished by Mr. Battye, Mr. Lovekin and
myself on our inspection of Thompson's
dairy, and I would like it read or added
to the papers which the Minister intends
to put on the Table.

The Premier: There is a copy on the

Mr. LANDER: If that is so, I do not
wish to delay the House by reading the
report. I do hope that all the papers
will be put on the Table, but I would like
the Government to go further and appoint
a select committee or even a Royal Com-
mission to inquire into the milk supply of
Perth. We know that from about the
middle of December till about the end of
February there is not sufficient milk com-
ing into Perth to supply the wants of the
population, and if we ascertain the num-
ber of cows it will be found that there are
less cows in the dairying industry in West-
ern Australia to-day than there have been
for a number of years. When we know
the sort of business to which I have re-
ferred is going on, it should 'be our duty
to take some action to protect the sickly
women and poor little children who have
to live on milk, irrespective of whether we
please anybody or hurt anybody.

Mr. ALLEN (West Perth): I regret
that the hon. member for East Perth did
not see fit to, at any rate, modify the
language he used on a previous occasion.
With the member for Wagin, I quite
agree that all members of Parliament are
particularly anxious to see that the food
supply of the people is of the best and
purest quality.

Mr. Lander: You did not take much
action to do it, old party.

Mr. ALLEN: And not only in regard
to the milk supply, but also in regard to
the meat supply. We had information
given in the Chamber the other day that
the Government were trying to get rid of
cattle which were on the verge of dying
from disease.

The Premier: Who state ,d that?
Mr. ALLEN: It has been stated.
The Premier: It is not correct, at any

rate.
Mr. ALLEN:- We have the member for

East Perth most anxious to see that the
best milk supply is sent to the people,
and we should be just as anxious about
the meat supply. I am glad that the
amendment has been moved, because every
member, I am sure, is desirous that the
whole of the papers should be laid on the
Table. The only thing I regret is that
any hon. member should so far forget
himself as to rise in this Chamber and
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refer to gentlemen in public positions in
the way that the member for East Perth
referred to Inspector Weston and Chief
Inspector Weir. When anything is said
about us in this Chamber we are most
anxious that our reputations should be
protected, and by the Standing Orders we
are obliged to withdraw, but the member
for East Parth can get up in the House
and call civil servants all the names he
can lay his tongue to. I tell him that if
I were these gentlemen I would ask him
if he were correctly reported and if I re-
ceived an affirmoative answer I would pull
his nose. That is the only way to deal
with assertions of that character. I say
that no member of the House should use
the expressions which the member for
East Perth used.

Mr. Lander: You have not the courage
to fight anybody.

AMr. ALLEN: I would not trouble to
fight the hon. member, because I have met
some of his sort before. Some people are
firebrands. For the member for East
Perth to come into the House and use
the language he did about Inspector Wes-
ton and Inspector Weir was scandalous.
Those gentlemen ought to be protected.
It is all very well to call those men assas-
sins and murderers, but this extravagant
talk does not do any good.

The Premier: You want to be a mur-
derer yourself and pull his nose.

Mr. ALLEN: He ought to he murdered.
I would like to be the executioner, and I
would execute him.

Mr. George: Would you put the boot
into him?

Mr. ALLEN: Yes, and the heel as well.
But to be serious for a moment, I sin-
cerely hope these papers will be laid on
the Table, because I am certain that we
will have a report which will satisfy the
House that both inspectors did all that
could be expected of them. The numerous
inspections~ which have been made will
show that nothing whatever was neglected.
The test which w as made in regard to the
tubercular trouble, by supplying guinea
pigs with milk from the cows, did not
prove anyv disease to be there at all. The
bon. member suggested that these inspec-
tors went out and that the dairy people
were forewarned that they were coming.

I think it will be shown from the reports
that they went at all hours. We are quite
in sympathy with the Honorary Minister
in the matter of these papers being laid
on the Table of the House. I only rise
to enter an emphatic protest against the
language which the hon. memb er for East
Perth took it upon himself to use.

Mr. Lander: It will not make any
difference.

Mr. ALLEN: No, the bon. member has
a hide like a rhinoceros. The hon. mem-
her talks about the working man, but
before he camne into this House he was
kept by the people he now wants to put.
the boot into, what he calls the "Terrace
push."

Mr. SPEARER: This has nothing to
do with the motion.

Mr. ALLEN: I quite agree with you,
Mr. Speaker. I trust these papers will
be laid on the Table of the House and I
am sure when they are we shall form a
very different opinion from that which
the hon. member for East Perth would
have us form.

Ron. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ister) : There is some doubt about that.

Mr. ALLEN: The _Minister for Lands
told us the report he had seen was satis-
factory. I am quite satisfied that every
member of this House is desirous of hav-
ing the papers laid on the Table, but
whatever may be the result, it is the duty
of every member to deprecate the lan-
guage used by the hon. member for East
Perth.'

Mr. UJNDERWQOD (Pilbara) : T sup-
port the amendment, and want to say a
word or two in regard to the privilege
and duty of members of this House to
criticise the public service if they deem
that such criticism is warranted.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Fairly.
Mr. Lander: It is fair criticism.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: I just wish to

say that the civil servants are entrenched
behind an Act and behind all sorts of
enactments and privileges. Once they
get in to the civil service it is almost
impossible except by dynamite to get
them out. There is no control over them,
but so far as my experience goes they
control the Ministry, and if we shut down
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on absolutely the last safety valve of the
public, Parliament, we might as well hand
Ihe country over to the civil service alto-
gether. I have no reason either to en-
dorse or deprecate the language used by
the bon. member for East Perth. I take
it that he is able to substantiate what he
said, or if it is proved that he is wrong,
that he is ready to make what reparation
he can, hut at the same time if he is con-
vinced that Inspector Weir or any other
civil sen-ant in this country has not beeu
carrying out his duties as civil servants
should, it is not only his privilege, hut
his duty, to come into this House and
point out the matter. The hon. member
for 'West Perth said that we are very
jealous of our own reputations, and when
we make remarks here that are not war-
ranted we are called upon to withdraw
them. My experience, so far as the Op-
position are concerned, is that when they
withdraw a remark here in accordance
with the laws of the House they go down
to their own slimy old paper and get it
put in there.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The discus-
sion is out of order.

Mr. George: Is the hon. member right
in accusing the Opposition of having a
"slimy old paper"?7 How can members
of the Opposition have such a paperI
The only daily paper is--

Mr. SPEARER: Order, the hon. mem-
ber is not justified in rising to a point
of order, and making a statement, Will
the hon. member state his point of order.

Mr. George: I think the hon. member
for Pilbara should withdraw the words,
"slimy old paper."

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member
disagrees with the remark made by the
hon. member for Pilbara, he has an op-
portunity when he speaks of denying the
assertion. If he deems it personally offen-
sive I will ask that it be withdrawn.

Mr. George: I deem it to be offensive.,
and offensive to all the members of the
Opposition.

Mr. UINDERWOOD: I withdraw, hut
I consider that such a paper is offensive
to anybody. I trust the amendment will
be carried. 1 trust also that the rights

of members of this House to criticise civil
servants will never be forgotten.

Mr. Lauder: Take it from me, I will
never drop it.

Mr. GEORGE ('Murray-Wellington) : I
am very pleased indeed that the bon. mem-
her for Subiaco (Mr. B. J. Stubbs) has
moved the motion before the House. The
amendment made by the Honorary Min-
ister only carries out what the member for
Suhiaco wants. I am also pleased to see
that the hon. member for Subiaco haq
been able to move a motion of this sort
without finding it necessary to indulge in
extravagant language, innuendoes, and
statements of a personal character. The
hon. member for Pilbara (Mr. U~nder-
wood) is quite correct in his statement
that this House has the right to criticise
civil servants, but I might go a step fur-
ther than that and say that when a person
stands up in this House to criticise a civil
servant he should not forget that that
fairness which he requires himself is duo
to them. The hon. member for East
Perth accused these inspectors of being
murderers, murderers of young children.
If they are murderers of young children-
and the production of these papers will
prove it if they are--they ought to be
cited at once hefore the Criminal Court
and hanged. It is an abuse of the privi-
leges of the House for an bon. member
to use such a term towards these gentle-
men. The hon. member for Pilbara madec
a statement that the civil servants were
bossing the Ministers. It is news to us.
I did not know that the trades hall
had shifted out of Beaufort-street into
the public offices. We knew the trades
hall had bossed the Ministry. So far
as the slimy paper was concerned, I do
not know to what the hon. member re-
ferred.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That remark
was withdrawn.

Mr. GEORGE: I may say that there
is no paper over which the Opposition
have any control. The West Australian
is the only daily paper in this State, and
we have no control over that. Another
paper is the Westralian Worker, but
surely the bon. gentleman would not, in
his wildest dreams, expect us to have any-
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thing to do with that. The debate wvill
have shown that the hon. member for
East Perth is absolutely earnest in his de-
sire that we should protect the lives of
the children, and it will, I hope, show the
country also that every member of this
House is equally desirous to do that, al-
though not taking such extravagant
means. If the bon. member really be-
lieved that these inspectors were mur-
derers--

Mr. Lander: Any man who passes milk
as bad as that is as bad as a murderer.

Air. GEORGE: The hon. member
could choose words that would enlist the
support of every member of this House,
and need not deseend to the use of words
that are absolutely unmanly and cow-
ardly.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam):
Whenever we have papers of this kind
moved for we have the hon. member for
East Perth waxing indignant. If the
position is as the hon. member for East
Perth states it is, this motion is one of
wvant of confidence in the Government,
that they are not doing their duty. If
the Act does not go far enough we want
to amend it. It is ridiculous that mem-
bers should time and again come down
here and merely ask for papers and claim
that the mere asking for papers is suml-
cient to protect the people of this State,
to prevent impure milk being supplied
to them. floes the hon. member for East
Perth contend that our legislation does
not go far enough? Does the hon. mem-
ber for Subiaco contend that our inspec-
tors are not hoiwat men, and doing their
work faithfully and well? If so, let the
hon. member say so and give the Mlini-
ster for Lands an opportunity of bring-
ing in legislation more in line with their
ideas. As a matter of fact the inspection
of dairies here is very thoroughly and
well carried out. The bon. member for
East Perth has always been a sensation
hunter and has always endeavonred to
hold himself up to the public as the one
man desirous to protect human life-

MLr. Lander: Turn up your reports.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: As the one man

who knows anything about this question,
and the hon. member has never hesitated
to gain notoriety by unfair criticism of

people who are not here to protect them-
selves. I agree with the hon. member for
Pilbara that civil servants should come
under criticism if we desire, but that cri-
ticism should be fair and should he di-
rectal to the Minister in control and not
at the individual so much. If the milk
Supply to the Children's Hospital wvas so
bad someone should be prosecuted at
once. The mere desire of a member of
this House to keep himself before the
public is not sufficient justification for
delaying action. Action should he taken
and taken at once.

Mr. Lander: What about publicity,
you got it the other day.

Mr. George: Is it not notoriety that
you want?

Mr. Lander: You got notoriety all
right.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I do not know
to what the hon. member for East Perth
is referring, but I would be very sorry to
have the reputation of the hon. member
and to have the hon. member's wind or
inclination.

Mr. Lander: I would not have your
reputation.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hon. mew.-
her could not. At any rate, this ques-
tion of protecting the lives of children
is an important one. We in Parliament
should behave decently. The Constitu-
tion protects us, but any man who is
worthy of the name 'who attaeks someone
should be prepared to go outside the
House and repeat the words. Will the
hon. member for East Perth do that, or
for evermore hold his peace, and for the
rest of his term in Parliament behave
himself?1 He has no right to abuse the
privileges of this House, and every mem-
ber here has a right to resent his action

in so doing. I have no wvish to oppose
the laying of these papers on the Table
of this House. If the Government milk
supply is better and purer than the milk
supply in the past-

Mr. Lander: You know it is better.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Will the hon.

member shut up?
The Premier: I thought you said mem-

bers should behave themselves.
Hon. J1. MITCHELL:- Then I congratu-

late the Government upon it. If the
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Government can go farther and secure
for the public a. better milk supply than
they are getting, if the supply is not
satisfactory, then let us take action in
that direction, but for goodness' sake let
us he fair to other people and make it
absolutely clear that we are here to do
good and not to keep ourselves before the
public from time to time. I believe these
dairymen of Perth have done their duty
by Perth and that the milk suppiy of
Perth has been fairly good. On the other
hand, if the Act is not sufficient it should
be amended, but let something be done
at any rate to restrain the hon. member
for East Perth from bringing disgrace
upon the House as be does from time to
time.

Mr. Lander: That is the crowd that
brought disgrace upon the House.

Mr. 'PURVEY (Swan):- I just wish to
say I amn pleased that the amendment
has received general support on both
sides of the House. I agree with some
lion. members regarding the necessity for
one being guarded in the language he
uses ia reference to any persn outside
the House; indeed, I go further and say
that no lion. member should make use of
a statement in this; House regarding any
person outside the House, if he is not
game to make that statement from the
public platform outside. I believe the
member for East Perth (MNr. Lander)
is just as ready to make use of the same
words and make the same statement out-
side the House at any time regarding the
milk supply of Perth.

Mr. Lander: It -will be made outside.
Mr. TIURVEY: One has only to rend

the reports of the Medical and Health
Department in connection with the dairy-
ing ind-tstry in Western Australia to
recognise what a good effect the strenu-
ous advocacy of the Honorary Minister
(Hon. W. C. Angwin) has had upon the
milk supply. No one has beea more per-
sistent in his efforts to provide a pure
milk supply in Western Australia than
has the Honorary Minister, and I know
that he has been supported by our en-
thusiastic friend the member for East
Perth. It is welt known that the mem-
ber for East Perth, long before he en-
tered this House, was just as ardent an

enthusiast in his desire to see a better
milk supply established, and it is true
that he then met with even more bitter
opposition than lie is receiving to-day.

Mr. Lander: And lowered all their
flags for them.

.Mr. TURVEY: I desire to emphasise
the point that there is undoubtedly a
marked improvement in the milk supply
of the City and of the State generally.
No one who studies the various reports
can arrive at any other conclusion than
that the efforts of the present Govern-
ment have been conducive to the best re-
suits. And I desire to say that the honest
dairy farmers, and there are many in the
State, are ready and anxious to assist the
Government, and to assist men like the
member for East Perth to establish a pure
milk supply. I do not wish to go into
the matter of the efforts of the dairy
farmers in this direction as expressed by
their formation of a co-operative society,
and the establishment of a depot in the
City. Reputable dairy farmers have
formed a co-operative society and estab-
lished their depot in Perth, and they have
their milk carts doing the rounds of the
City. I hare -yet to learn that there has
been a single prosecution against any
member of that society. While civil ser-
rants may be entrenched behind privi-
leges, I hope hon. members will never
forget that we, too , are entrenched be-
hind very special privilegecs. I notice
the member for West Perth nods appro-
val. Let me, in conclusion, repeat a well
known line-

East is east and west is west and
never the twain shall meet.

because T am afraid that when, in this
instance, east aind west do meet, there wilt
be bloodshed.

Mr. B. .1. STUJBBS (in reply): The
discussion has really taken on a wider
range than was called for by my motion.

'Mr. Lander: The subjeact is important
enough.

MrT, B. J. STURBS: I recognmise that.
Everybody will agree with the remarks
made complimenting the Honorary Min-
ister upon the great work he has done
in endeavouring to provide a pure milk
supply for the metropolitan area. No-
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body could withhold credit from the mem-
ber for East Perth and 'Messrs. Battyc
and Lovekin, and any other people who
in an honorary capacity take on such
onerous duties as to go round visiting
dairies in the interests of a pure milk
supply. But that is not the question
which should have been discussed under
the motion. The question is as to whether
the lion. member was right in using the
words he did use, and in accusing inspec-
tors of having written misleading reports
to their Ministers. Those were the state-
ments he made, and which I say were
not justified. The member for East
Perth and the Honorary Minister both
asked what bad the reports of July and
October to do with the report of Decem-
ber. I think the member for East Perth
will admit that it is very often difficult
to trace a tubercle in a cow. You might
test it in July and it might not react; you
mizht test it again in October and it
might not react; while when you test it
yet again in December it may react-
I think the hon. member will admit
that what I say is correct. But
this is the point: they condemn the in-
spector and say he put lip a misleading
report. T say they have no evidence to
prove that his report was misleading.
When he made the inspection and sent
in that report everything in that report
may have been exactly as be found it,
and because those eentlemen went later
and found some tuberculous cows there,
it is no proof whatever that those cows
were diseased at the time the inspector
made the report. That is what T object
to in the hon. member's statement.

Mfr. Foley: Have you seen the reports
which prove otherwise?

Mr. 1B. J, STUJBS: There are reports,
T understand, which differ, but there
is no evidence to show that any of
the report% put up by that inspector were
not true.

Mr. Foley: How can you prove thatl

Mr. B., J, STU'BBS: T can prove it by
the fact that they took smpnTles; of the
milk and sent them to the Government
hacteriologist to have them tested and the
tests were entirely satisfactory.

'Ar. Lauder: They were sent before
time.

Mr. B. 3. STUBBS: Those conditions
which the hon. member complains of
may not have existed when the reports
were made, and the hon. member can
bring no proof whatever to show that
those reports were misleading reports, as
he charged them with being.

Mr. Foley: Have you seen the reports
which prove otherwisel

Mr. B. J. STUJBBS:- I know that other
reports are in existence.

Mr. Foley: Have you seen them?
Mr. B. J. STEUBBS: WVi the hon.

member keep quiet ? He is interjecting
like a little child. I know that reports
are in existence to the effect that examina-
tions were made of these dairies, and that
they were in an entirely satisfactory con-
tion.

Mr. Foley: How can you prove that?
Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member

must keep order.
Mr. B. J. STUJBBS:- It is only right

that the hon. member should he called to
order.

M1r. Foley: But not by you.
'Mr. SPEAKER: Order !
Mr. Foley: I asked a pertinent ques-

tion but-
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Yr. B. J. STUJBBS: The only thing I

object to is the statement that the in-
spector put lip misleading reports. I am
not endeavouring to protect the dairies,
but what I do object to is that any mem-
her should come here and say that a mis-
leading report has been put up by a
responsible inspector, a man who holds
a good reputation. The position which
he has obtained since that time proves
that his reputation is a good one, and to
say, without any proof whatever, that
that inspector put uip a misleading report
is altogether unwarranted.

The Minister for Lands: He is one of
the most capable officers in the Public
Service.

Mr. Harper: Then it is a disgrace to
vilify him.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: That is what I
say.
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M1r. Lander: That accounts for the pay-
ing of £1,500 for pleuro buttocks.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: I know the hon.
member is enthusiastic in these matters,
but I am satisfied also that very often
he allows his enthusiasm to run away
with his discretion.

Mr. Lander: You are no judge.
Mr. B. J. STUJBBS: The hon. member

probably knows more about cows than I
do, but when I mead repqrts I think I am
able to say whether or not certain criti-
cism is justified. I am satisfied that the
criticism indulged in by the member for
East Perth was neither fair nor just. I
accept the Honorary 'Minister's amend-
ment. I have no objection to the whole
file being laid on the Table, in fact I think
it would be a better plan; then the Press
could publish what they thougbt neces-
sary and we would be ab~le to remove any
stigma placed upon these officers.

Amendment put and passed.
Question as amended agreed to.

BrLL-LAND ACT A~mNDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 10th Septem-
ber.

Mr. GABDINER (Roebourue) : I
-wish to support the second reading of
this small measure introduced by the
member for (-sseoyne (M1r. 'McDonald).
It is not my intention to enter into any
long discussion of the Bill, because I
think a glance at the measure will show
to all lion, members exactly what its, pur-
port is. Briefly stated it is to permit
licensed kangaroo shooters to shoot with-
out having to obtain the permission of
pastoral leaseholders. A similar pro-
vision exists in regard to miners' rights
and various other licenses issued by the
Government, whereas, as far as kangaroo
shooters are concerned, although they
hold licenses they have to seek permis-
sion from the lenseholders and station
managers of the North. The position is
that many of our desirable shooters, more
particularly in the North-West, find them-
selves unable to follow their avocation.
This is often due to personal spleen and

vindictiveness, and it prevents reputable
men from earning a livelihood. It must
be evident to hon. members on both sides
of the House that such an amendment is
necessary. The object of the Bill is
simply to give permission to licensed kan-
garoo shooters to shoot kangaroos on
leasehold property, and in that particu-
lar part of the State kangaroos are a
pest and are not conducive to the pros-
perity of the country. I support the Bill.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY (M~oore) : I
hope it is not the intention of the Gov-
ernment to support this small measure.
Alt hough it is only a short Bill, it ap-
Ipears to me that a very great principle
is involved and we ought to he very care-
ful not to depart from that principle.
These leases are granted under certain
conditions to lessees for pastoral pur-
poses. and the lessee should have com-
plete control in connection 'with the lease
granted to him. lHe should have the full
right to handle the surface of the land
during the term of years. with certain
rights reserved to the Crown. The
righ ets reserved to the Crown in no way
allow or pennit the Crown to grant peo-
ple the right to go on to such properties
to shoot k-angaroos or other gamne with-
out the consent of the owner. The ques-
tion of miners' rights is entirely different
from that of going on to a lease to shoot
kangaroos. The Crown reserves to itself
the right to all the minerals on the lease
and the same applies to land in fee simple
and the Crown has certain rights and
privileges in regard to the granting of
licenses to search for minerals. In view
of the fact that these leases are granted
for the purpose of depasturing stock, the
Government should be very jealous to
guard the rights and interests of those
persons, to 'whom the leases have been
granted. If people are allowed to go on
i hese leases indiscriminately, without any
control on the part of the lessees, to shoot
kangaroos, not only will the rights of the
lessees be interfered with, hut their
stock and hnman life will he endangered.
If the kangamroos are a menace to the
leaseholder, I am quite sure the lease-
holder will he only too pleased to allow,
under certain condtions of control, per-
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sons to go on to his lease to shoot kan-
garoos. The Government and this Parlia-
meat have no right to give people the
privilege to go on to leases which have
been granted for specific purposes.

Mr. George: Can the lessees them-
selves kill the kangaroos?

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: That is not the
question. The question is whether we
should give the right to persons to go on
to these leases to shoot kangaroos with-
out first obtaining pernission from the
lessee, We ought not to do so. If we
do, we will be interfering with the terms
on which the leases have been ranted.
Ron. members should realise that it is
most dangerous for persons to be allowed
to go ont to these areas to shoot indis-
criminately. The only places where they
'will camnp in order to shoot kangaroo will
be at the water-boles, and those are
places which the sheep will make for.
Bullets will travel over half a mile, and
may perforate tanks and allow the water
to escape. If people are riding about
over large areas looking after their stock,
they will not know when they may lose
their lives as the result of a bullet from
the gun of a kangaroo shooter. I know
plenty of people -who have had such ex-
periences. There are shooters who will
go on to leases, not only in the northern
parts of Australia, but even in the south-
ern portions, without permission. Often
I have heard of people whose lives have
been endangered as the result of such
indiscriminate shooting. Only the other
day I heard of a settler who was sitting
in his house having afternoon tea, or the
evening meal, -when a bullet dropped on
to the roof. Some control should he ex-
ercised over such shooters. Where leases
are granted to pastoralists there should
be power to control those who go on their
land to shoot kangaroos. All man are
not angels, and there are some people
whose characters are not too good, and
such people might engage in this work
and purposely endeavour to make them-
selves an annoyance to the leaseholder.
TI' the leaseholder remonstrated with
them, and pointed out that they were en-
dangering his stock, they could reply,
"What has that to do with you? My

license entitles me to come here, and to
shook. You go somewhere." If this
measure is passed, that would be the end
of it. There are many decent and re-
spectable people who are desirous of
shooting kangaroos, and the squatters and
others will be only too glad, where kan-
garoos are a menace, to allow them to go
on to their leases and shoot at certain
times, and in certain places where they
are not likely to endanger life or pro-
perty. The Government should seriously
consider this question before agreeing to
the Bill. A very big principle is involved
-the principle of the rights, of property,
and those rights ought always to be re-
spected. Where people have had cer-
tain rights ranted to them by the Gov-
ernment, those rights should be protected
by the Government. They have the right
on these leases to depasture their stock,
and they have the full right to the nat-
ural surface of the land, with certain
rights reserved to the Crown, namely,
mineral rights, and the right of the
Crowvn to depasture their own stock when
engaged on Government work, but out-
side of those rights the lessees should he
allowed to enjoy the privileges of their
leases unmolested, so long as they carry
out the terms of their leases as granted
by the Crown properly and legitimately.
A departure from this principle will have
an important bearing, in that it will take
away the rights and privileges which are
enjoyed by people who have had these
leases granted to them.

Mr. GEORGE (Murraty-Wellington)
I do not think that the hon. member for
Moore need be afraid that this Bill will
pass, becaiise unless the Government in-
tend to be absolutely inconsistent they
munst bring to bear all their powers to
chuck it out. Some time ago the Min-
ister gazetted fully one-third of Western
Australia as a reserve for kangaroos.
That area includes the 'whole of the
south-western district, right out to Rel-
lerberrin and to the Australian Bight,
taking in the Leenwia, as a close reserve
for kangaroos, and a Government who
will pass a regulation: like that should
at any rate refuse to grant the request
contained in this Bill. From the point of
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view of danger, I cannot say what the
position would be in the North-West,
but oniy a few weeks ago a settler in my
district, going over his place with a friend
had his hat shot off his bead, and a bul-
let went within three feet of another man,
and lodged in a tree. Workmen there
dare not go out of their tents on Sun-
day, owing to the danger resulting from
people shooting. Complaint was made to
the police, and the complainant was told
that if be could find out wvho the tres-
passers and shooters were, they would
allow hinm to summons them, and if peo-
lple were discovered killing kangaroos
they would he prosecuted. When the
Government allow an area like this to he
reserved, and stop even food permits
from being exercised, denying kangaroo
to a settler who requires it for food,
they cannot consistently agree to
this Bill. It is about one of the
biggest travesties we have in this
State, that when a bona fide complaint
is made that a man' s place is rendered
dangerous by these unlicensed individ-
uals going about shooting kangaroos, and
while the settler, though the kangaroos
are a pest, and interfere with his sheep,
dare not kill them because be would be
liable tinder the special regutlation
framed under the Game Act-

Mr. Underwood :This Bili deals with
licensed people.

'Mr. GEORGE : But the shooting I am
complaining of, and the protection I am
desirous of getting for myself and for
my friends in the South-West, I have
asked from the Minister and the police,
and cannot get it. The law will wink at
these people shooting on another man's
place, but if a settler happened to kill
a kangaroo for his own food, and he was
informed upon, the law would be put in-
to force end a heavy penalty would he
imposed. We are living in a fool's para-
dise in believing that the law is protect-
ing the individual and that the police are
protecting the individual, because this is
one of the most nonsensical things that
can happen in this state. If the Govern-
ment are desirous of beinfr consistent,
they will not allow the Bill to be pas-

sod, because it is inconsistent with the
present state of affairs in the South-
west.

Hon. J. Mitehell : Look at the Govern-
ment benches at present.

IMr. GEOR(GE :Yes, they do not care
two pence halfpenny about the people
complaining regarding this particular
matter. They do not care whether these
people do apply for protection, and
whether their stock is injured or not.
They would not care if the bullet that
knocked eff the man's hat had gone
through his skull, so long as he was not
a Labour supporter and did not belong
to the trades ball.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order ! The hon.
ni~mber must discuss the Bill.

Air. GEORGE :I amn discussing kan-
garoos and the trouble which arises in
the South-West, in order to show that
there is no necessity for this Bill.

Mr. Taylor : How do you associate
kangaroos with the trades ball 7

Mr. GEORGE : If, without transgres-
sing the rules of the House, I can answer
the bon. member-

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must stick to the Bill.

Mr. GEORiGE : I was doing that, until
the hon. member interrupted in a most
unseemly fashion. The hon. member for
Moore put forward a very good case, and
that case, I have endeavoured to show,
has reference to another portion of this
State.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) : I have no objection to the
measure which has been submitted by the
member for Gascoyne, and I have very
few words to say in regard to it. But
I would like to reply to the few remarks
made by the member for Moore. After
all, the Land Act only confers on the
pastoral lessee the right to the pastures.
Under Section 106 of the Land Act a pas-
toral lease gives no right to the soil or
to the timber.

Mr. S. Stubbs: Does it not protect the
crops from being injured?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Just
one moment. Section 106 provides that
a pastoral lease shall give no right to the
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soil or the timber except to such timber
as may be required for domestic pur-
poses, and further on Section 107 reads--

The right is reserved to the M1inister
to lay out, declare open, and make,
either permanently or for temporary
use, public roads through any land
held under pastoral lease; also to take
away any indigenous produce, rock
soil, or other material; and to fell, cut,
and remove all or any timber, sandal-
wood, or other woods which may be
required for public purposes, from such
land......

All that a pastoral lessee gets is the right
to use the pasture for the term of his
lease, and the fact that the provision in
the Bill was not inserted in the Act: is
probably due to the sufficient reason that
at the time it was not considered neces-
sary to mnake any such provision for such
a contingency as is sought to be pirovided
11ow. In emblodyinlg this amendment Ihero
will he no question of interference with
the rights to the pastures, because after
all the faking of kangaroos is not going
to alTect the right. of the pastoralists to
the grass. As a matter of fact it will help
him in the direction of conserving- his
grass, and] as this provision seeks to pre-
elude any possibility of those licensed
to shoot game groing on enclosed or un,
enclosed but otherwise improved land,
the lessee is protected against interfer-
ences with his stock. I might say, how-
ever, that when the measure is in Commit-
tee it wvill be necessary to make this p-ro-
vision clearer than it is at the present
time. Apart from that, T cannot see that
any injustice will he done to a pastoral
lessee by the issuing of these licenses to
kill game, and allowving the holders to
shoot kangearoos on land which is im-
proved, a9nd which is not stocked. There
will be no question of any injury, and,
therefore, I have no objection to the mea-
sure. I want to point out that the matter
is not a~ffected. by the argument brought
forward by the member for Murray-
Wellington, because so long as that res-
triction obtains, the mere passage of this
measure will not enable holders of licenses
to go on those lands to shoot kangaroos,
even though the Bill does become law.

'Mr. George: But why are you not con-
sistent?

The 2IT NISTER FOR LANDS8: There
is no inconsistency about the matter. That
is a restriction applying to a portion of
the State, and that restriction will still)
apply after this measuire has passed. If
the hoii. member thinks that the regula-
tion is too drastic the proper ting to do
is to seek to amend it or relax it.

Mr. George: I thought I had only to
bring the matter under your notice.

The IINTISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon. member brings forward one side of
the argument, and another argument is
advanced in favour even of more string-
ent regulations.

Mr. A1ALE (Kinmberlcy) : I am rather
surprised at the utterances of the Miini-
ster for Lands. I fully anticipated that
as a fellow squatter, be would, like my-
self, oppose this measure. Apparently
he has got up on the spur of the moment
without really studying the Bill. I do
not think he fully realises the principle
that is involved1 the prilneiple referred to
by the member for Moore. The intro-
ducer of this Bill, in moving the second
reading, referred to the fact that he
wanted to put uip a record for brevity.
The Bill is brief enough, and the intro-
duction was, brief enough, and the hon.
mnember also referred to the fact that
provision had been made under thc Lands
Act for the purpose of granting- licenses
for woodl cutting, mining, and other pur-
poses, but no reference was made to the
shooting' of game generally. I think the
Minister for Lands in referring to the
leases tinder which this land is held, gave
the House rather a wrong impression
when he said that this matter was omitted
from the Act of 1R9S for the reasou that
it was not thought of.

The 'Minister for Lands: I said that
that was probably the reason.

Mr. MALE: I wish to contend that
that is not the reason at all. It was
omitted knowingly, and for a good rea-
son. ton. The reason more particularly
is that a person who lenses land has stock
running there and he rightly should be
protected. Under this Bill what will be
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the effect? A man will be able to take
out a license for shooting game-

Mr. Lander: Shooting horses and bmd-
locks, too.

Mr. George: And asses as well.
Alr. MALE: There may be ewes pro-

bably lambing, and the holders of these
licenses can camp and settle down near a
well and close to the ewes, with their
lpack of dogs. It is the experience of
squatters throughout the State that the
dogs which kangaroo hunters use are
equally as bad, if not worse, than dingoes,
when they are amongst a mob of sheep.
Is it reasonable, therefore, to even sug-
gest that the holder of a license, with his
dogs, should be allowed to go on a man's
run, and camp near one of the water-
holes, where probably there are a thou-
sand ewes lambing.

The M1inister for Lands: It is not pro-
posed to do that.

Mr. MALE: This will give the holders
of the licenses power to do that.

The IAinister for Lands: I have stated
that when the Bill is in Committee I w'll
move an amendment to make that point
absolutely clear.

Mr. MALE: There is nothing in the
Hill to prevent that being done. A man
can camp at a water-hole, and the very
fact of that man being there with kanga-
roo dogs would prevent sheep going any-
where near the water-hole, and the own-
er of the station will have no protection
whatever. Again, another instance. I
may bring a mob of fat bullocks, say, a
large mob of 600 head, to a water-hole
where there will be camped these kanga-
roo shooters with their dogs. As I ap-
proach the well guns are fired. What
will happen to my cattle? Simply this:
that they will be all over the country, and
yet the Minister for Lands would sup-
port such a measure. I can only say
that I ani astonished at him. There is
no necessity whatever for this Bill. If
I am the owner of country and I have
stock on it. is it to my interests to allow
kangaroos to accumulate there? Is it not
a fact that the squatters in the North
have been paying a subsidy for the kill-
tng of kangaroos? Is it not a fact that
the Government, with the squatters, have

been giving a pound for pound subsidy
for the destruction of kangaroos? We
have given every encouragement for kan-
garooers to kill, but it is unreasonable to
say that ay man should come along and
be permitted to camp with his dogs at
your water-hole. We know the class of
men who sometimes go in for kangaroo
shooting, and we know what the result
would be. Therefore, we are justified in
opposing this measure, every inch of it,
and we intend to do so.

Mr. Underwood: You are opposing it
on account of the bad character of the
ka ngaroo shooters.

Mr. MALE: Yes. There are men 'who
wvould not be allowed to camp on the
station for the purpose of killing kanga-
roos, or for any other purposes, but it is
also a fact that no decent kangaroo
shooter would be refused permission to
shoot kangaroos, for not only do we ask
them to do so, but we pay them so much
a head to encourage them to do so. But
the owner of a station must have some
control over his stock. He would not
even allow the member for Pilbara, if he
had a kangaroo shooter's license, to go
to a -water-hole where ewes might be
lambing. It is doubtful even whether an
owner would allow the Minister for Lands
to camp near a water-hole when he in-
tended to bring in his mob of fat bul-
locks. I shall most certainly oppose this
iniquitous Bill, and I ask all hon. mem-
bers to assist me in rejecting it.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE (Katanning) : I
am more than astonished that the Mfin-
ister is going to agree to this measure at
all. I do not think any amendment that
can be proposed in Committee will lessen
its harmful effect. It has already been
pointed out that the Bill, if it becomes
law, will affect the tenure of the lease-
holder. It not only is to apply to leases
that are to be granted after the passing
of this measure, but it is to be retro-
spective, and I think the House wants
to be very careful that it does not pass
legislation which is going to do an in-
justice to those who took up leases before
the passing of the measure. I contend
that we are going altogether the wrong
way to amend the Land Act, because
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the lease instrument should set up
every restriction and every reserved right.
And it has been clearly laid down in the
existing legislation that certain rights
are reserved to the Crown. AL that time
no mention was made of granting further
rights in regard to licenses for the des-
truction of native gamae. There is one
serious objection to my mind, taking
into consideration the fact that these per-
mits will apply to all leases, not only
those in the North-West but also in the
South-West division.

Mr. Underwood: Oh, no.
Mr. A. E. PIES SE:- There are pas-

toral leases granted in divisions other than
the North-West, and I take it that one of
the most serious objections that can he
raised to this measure and one which, to
My mind, should be fatal, is the fact that
after the destruction of these kangaroos,
in most instances, the carcase is left lying
on the land. Those caresses breed mul-
titudes of low-flies and great destruction
is now being wrought amongst the sheep
flocks in the country by the striking of the
fly. I believe that at the present mom-
ent the Government in New South Wales
are taking steps to fight the ravages of the
blow-fly. We have had evidence in my
own district during the Inst winter of very
heavy losses caused by these flies, and I
consider that some very drastic steps will
have to be taken, even to the extent of
compelling persons who have dlead stock
lying on their runs to destroy the car-
cases. The MKinister by agreeing to this
measure: is giving to the kangaroo-hunter
the same status as the leaseholder or pas-
toralist. I contend that the man 'who has
put his money into stock, and into im-
provements by fencing his country and
by providing water supplies, is surely en-
titled to receive first consideration at the
hands of the House. If the Minister
agrees to the passirg of this measure,
even with the amendments he proposes, lie
will not be giving that consideration to the
pastoralist or landowner that he should
give. The member for 'Moore (Hon.
H. B. Lefroy) has gone further and stated
that there is a principle at stake, and it
is a very important principle indeed.
Even from this point alone I hope that

the House will, with no unmistakable
voice, reject this Bill on the second read-
ing. We must consider vested rights and
those who have something to lose, and I
do not think for one minute it can be
argued that we should place kangaroo-
hunters on the same footing as the lease-
holder. M any of them I know to be very
deserving men, hut I know there are
others who follow that occupation to
whom it would he undesirable to give free
access to one's holding.

The Minister for Lands: They would
be refused licenses.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: There is some
difficulty attendant on the restriction of
licenses, and often it is a very difficult
matter for the persons issuing those lic-
enses to be able to successfully object
to issuing them. The member for Kim-
berley (.Mr. Male) has pointed out the
danger of allowing these men to go on
to the holdings. Very often bunting is
followed up by aboriginies and half-
castes, and they have a very large party
with them. They camp about the water
holes for a considerable time and they
hare their native dogs, which are a men-
ace to the surrounding stock. In my
opinion it is altogether wrong to put up
a system of dual occupation. 'Under this
Bill the kangaroo-hunter will have just
as Much right to go on to that land as
the squatter himself. I contend that in
the first place the principle of allowing
that is wrong, and secondly that when all
these disabilities are pointed out by hon.
members who know the dangers, the M~in-
ister should listen to their objections. If
only for the objection I have mentioned,
that of allowing these caresses to lie
about ou the holdings and breed blow-flies
which will destroy so many of our stock,
the Minister should assure us that he is
not going to agree to a measure of this
kind and he should vote against the
second reading.

MrI. HARPER (Pingelly) : I was dis-
agreeably surprised at the Minister agree-
ing to and approving of a Bill of this
description. I am sure that he has not
realised the seriousness of the position.
In this matter I think we ought to have
the member for East Perth (Mr. Lander)
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with us. He is one who is closely con-
nected with the Society for the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals and this is a mat-
ter which should appeal to every member
of this House. It would be one of the
most iniquitous things that could be per-
petrated to allow a gang of kangaroo
hunters and shooters to take their dogs
and assistants among cattle or sheep at
a water hole. If this Bill is passed it will
give the kangaroo hunter a prior right to
the leaseholder. I think it is a fearful
injustice; it is almost confiscation of the
rights of the leaseholder.

The Minister for Lands: The lease-
holder has no right to the kangaroos.

Mr. HARPER: The Minister enumer-
ated various things that could be removed
off pastoral leases, such as stone, ravel,
lime, and timber, hut the right to hunt
kangaroos was not mentioned in the Act.
There is another consideration, and that
is that stock is increasing rapidly in those
parts of the State to which this Bill is to
apply. Both sheep and cattle are on the
increase, and there is closer settlement,
and it would be a. more serious thing to
allow kangaroo hunting under those con-
ditions than it was in the past when the
country. was not so well stocked. As I
have mentioned, it would give the kan-
garoo hunter a prior right. As theo mem-
ber for Kimberley has just said, squat-
ter would welcome anyone to shoot kan-
garoos on their leases, but the owners
know to whom they are giving this per-
mission, and they have some control over
them. To make it a matter of law, how-
ever, would he to harass those who are
paying rents for that land. It would -be
giving those hunters a better right than
those who are paying for leases for the
purpose of depasturing sheep or cattle.
I hope the Minister for Lands will re-
consider this matter, and not endeavour
to pass the Bill in any shape or form. I
hope also we will not only have his sup-
port but the support of a large number
of members on his side, because I know
there is a certain amount of fairness in
them at times, and this plea should ap-
peal to them. The Bill would work a
fearfuli injustice. It is taking away a
right which has been given to the lease-

holders by Act of Parliament; therefore,
I contend it is nothing more or less than
confiscation of existing rights. It is
rather a mean thing for this Parliament
to give a right and then to take it away.
Tt is retrogression and it is an action we
would not like in any individual, that is,
for him to make a contract, and then on
the least excuse break that contract, It
would be a violation of justice, and, there-
fore, I hope the House will not agree to
the Bill.

Mr. UNTDERWOOD (Pilbara):; I de-
sire to say a few words in regard to this
measure. I fully appreciate the difficul-
ties put forward by the member for
Moore (Hon. H. B. Lefroy). I quite
realise that the measure as it stands would
possibly prove dangerous to some of our
pastoralists, and I am sure that there is
nobody in the House -who desires to pass
legislation which would deliberately in-
jure anybody.

lion. J. Mitchell: I do not know so
mu11ch about that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I may say,' how-
ever, that I am not in favour of this
clause as it stands. It has been suggested
that the second reading be passed to-night
and the Committee stage left over for
future consideration, and in the meantime
an effort can be made to re-draft the
clause so as to give a remedy against
those evils mentioned by the member for
Moore.

Mr. Male: Who suggested all this?
Mr. UNDERWOOD: I did.
Mr. Male: I thought it was somebody

else's Bill.
2 r. UNDERWOOD: That does Dnot

matter. The hon. member need not
worry himself as to who suggested it; it
is a good sound suggestion, anyhow. In
my opinion it is absolutely imperative
that prevision should be made whereby
the pastoralist can absolutely debar any-
body from shooting kangaroos in his
lambing paddocks or in paddocks where
he is mustering, and there are other in-
stances -where he should have the right
to debar shooters, and I believe we can so
amend this clause as to give the necessary
safeguards to the pastoralist. On the
other band, I want to say that the kan-
garoos do not belong to the pastoralists.
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Mr. Male: They do not want them.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: They do not want

them, but the member for Kimberley
must bear in mind that the North-West
is a very big territory, and there are some
pastoralists who summon men for shoot-
ing- on their countr~y at all. If a man has
paid for a license to shoot kangaroos, I
am of opinion that lie should be allowed
to shoot over pastoral c6untry, provided
hie does not inconvenience the pastoralist
and takes only the kangaroo. The man
who has a license, not being a pastoral
lessee, is more entitled to these kangaroos
than the pastoral lessee who has no license.
We have to realise that point of view. It
is a point which I am sure has been
missed by members of the Opposition.

Mr. Male: Not at all.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: With regard to

bad characters, I am sorry that the hon.
member for Kimberley gave the impres-
sion that the majority of kangaroo shoot-
ers are bad characters.

Mr. Male: I did nothing- of the sort. I
ask the hon. member to withdraw that.

Mr. UINDERWOOD: I am pleased to
withdraw if the hon. member did not
wean to give the inference I have taken
from his words. Kangaroo shooters as a
class are as good men as there are in this
country.

Mr, Mlale: That is so.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: They are equally

as good as squatters or anyone else. Of
course there arc bad characters among
the squatters just as there axe among the
kangaroo shooters and they are just about
in the same proportion. The bon. mem-
ber for MNurray-Wellington (Mr. George)
made some very sensible remarks with
regard to the Crame Act but really they
had nothing to do with this Bill, Un-
doubtedly' there are regulations under
the (lame Act which require amending.
The Came Act itself requires amending
but we haven't it before us just now and
the Bill we have before us has nothing
to do with the Game Act. It is not usual
for kangaroo shooters to use kangaroo
dogs, in fact a good kangaroo shooter does
not keep dogs at all. It is the amateurs,
or sometimes men who do not reach even
to the status of being amateur shooters,

who use dogs. As a matter of fact dogs
kill the young kangaroos and allow the
big ones% to escape, besides making kan-
garoos generally more difficult to get near
through being hunted by dogs. My ex-
perience of kangaroo shooters is that they
depend on the gun.

Mr. Harper: Some of tbem do.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: With reference
to the question of the hon. member for
Katanning (Mr. A. E. Piesse) with re-
gard to the destruction of the earcase to
prevent blowflies, that is purely a ques-
tion to be dealt with under the Game Act.
This Bill only provides where men may
shoot when holding a license under the
Game Act and if we desire that anybody
shooting kangaroos; or other animals must
destroy the car;cases, then the Game Act
is certainly the place to put such a pro-
vision. It is a question which is well
worthy of consideration, no doubt, but
there is really nothing in this Bill con-
nected with it, nor would it be wise to
put in this Bill provisions bearing on
what they should do under their licenses.
With reference to the question of shoot-
ing in the South-West, also raised by
the hon. member for Katanning, I would
like to point out that this question also
comes nder the Game Act. Under that
Act the Government have power to declare
reserves almost anywhere. As a matter
of fact they have the power really to say
on what country licenses will be issued
to shoot, and if there is any danger of
being shot, like the hon. member for
Mlurray-Wellington's friend was, of spoil-
ing hats, or of doing things of that sort,
it is certainly Ihe duty of the Government
to prevent shooting in that district at
all, The Government have power to pre-
vent even the carrying of firearms if
they are dangerous to the populace. This
Bill would not interfere in the slightest
degree with any power the Government
have in that matter. I hope the House
will pass the second rending and give the
hon. member who introduced the Bill-I
am sorry to say he is unable to be here
to-nig-ht owing to his health-the opportu-
nity to remodel it, and if he can remodel
it to make it a workable measure, we
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ought to have no hesitation in putting
it on the statute-book.

Mr. MONIGER (York):- I am surprised
at a few words which have just fallen
from the hon. member for Pilbara. He
asks uis to approve of the second reading
of this Bill in order to enable the pro-
poser of it to practically remodel the
measure. There is only one clause in it
and to pass the second reading of this
objectionable clause would be one of the
most peculiar incidents that have taken
place in this Parliament, to pass a me&-
sure which is acknowledged even by the
hon. member who has just sat down to
he peculiarly -worded, badly worded, to
pass the second reading so that tflis one
clause may be altered to meet the opposi-
tion which has been raised to it. I object
to this little Bill, and recall the remarks
which fell from the introducer when mov-
ing the second reading some weeks back,
in which he told uis of the plague of
rabbits over in the Eastern States, that
at one time it was thought whether it
would not he desirable for the squatter
to abandon his holdings so far as sheep
were concerned and use those holdings
for the breeding of rabbits, and that the
time was evidently not far distant when
kangaroos would take the same position
in the North-West as rabbits had taken
in the Eastern States. I know the North-
West pretty well and am confidlent that
if kangaroo s were likely to be such a pest
as that at a station the manager of that
station would only be too pleased to give
the necessary permit to any person to
go and shoot, but under such restrictions
as the management might think neces-
sary. For us to attempt to bring forward
a piece of legislation which I can only
say has for its object the harassing of
the leaseholders of the North is, to my
way of thinking, a pecnliar proceeding
to emanate from an hon. member who
represents one of the largest squatting
electorates in Western Australia. T am
sure at all events that he is not intro-
dyeinz this ill at the request of the
snuatters, althouzh one would imagine
fromn his introductory remarks that he
was their friend and was doing something
in the interests of th& squatter, not the

kangaroo shooter. But I venture to say
that there is not one squatter in the dis-
trict represented by the hon. member
who is in favour of the measure. There-
fore, I hope the second reading will not
be approved of, especially on the argu-
merits used by the hon. member for
Pilbara. The measure is so badly
worded, so one-sided, that it would he a
great mistake for this Rouse to pass the
second reading and I trust that hon,
members -will not do so.Th

Hon. J, ITC1TFLL (Northam):Th
bon. mnember for Pilbar. rig~htly said that
the, killing of kangaroos is a matter which
comes under the Game Act. 'What we are
asked to do now is not to dleal wvith the
killing of kangaroos at all; that question
is apart altogether from the mnatter -we
arc now considlering. I am stagygered.
to find that the Mfinister for Lands has
seen fit to say lie will support this Bill.
The Minister preaches the leasehold sys-
tem and says leasehold is quite as good
as freehold, that the leaseholder is in per-
fect enjoymvient of his holding, can
keep other people off and so on, but
now the Minister says leasing1 does
not mean anything of the sort, and
having issued a lease to a man he
can say to all1 and sundry. '" Go
on it and do juist as you please," that
there is to be no consultation, that a man
holding a license tinder the Game Act
should have the righbt to cuter lust as he
likes on a man's holding. The Minister
contends that time squatter has the right
to the grass only. Under that condition
one -would not hiave the right to pat up a
stock yard or sink a well. As a matter
of fact the lease sets out fully 'what the
righbts are. The Houise has passed a
measure giving the leaseholder rights to
his property and the leaseholder has ac-
cepted the lease tinder the conditions.
The natural surface is leased. I know
Ministers are not very concerned about
the harm the-y do; they do not even listen
to the discussion put forward by their
own members; but we here are hound to
protest against this absolute breach of
faith. Do memnhers opposite believe that
wve can treat so lightly this matter of a
lease seriously entered into, and in many
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cases where considerable money has been
spent by the squatter ? There are, of
course, contentions against the wisdom of
allowing hunters to go upon property but
there is the matter of principle apart
from wisdom in that regard. We know the
dangers to life and limb, when shooters
are about on a property. The hon. mem-
her for Murray-Wellington has described
what was almost a serious accident in
the South-West.

Mr. Underwood :How many people
were killed last year 7

Hon. J. MITCHELL :Last year they
were not allowed to go on a run without
permission. When a man is given per-
mission one tells him where he can go,
one does not leave him to shoot about in-
discriminately. Hon. members opposite
want us to give a man with a license un-
der the Game Act just the same right as
the squatter, and unless the squatter has
a license under the Game Act the kan-
garoo hunter would have greater power.
Is it provided in this Hilt that he is not
to shoot in any particular portion of the
run such as near to wells, or is to be con-
trolled in the slightest degree by the
owner of the stock? Theme is not a word
of protection to the lessee. This right
will extend not only to the northern por-
tion of the State but to every acre of
land leased all over the State. I do not
know whether it will extend to the Min-
ister's leasehold town blocks.

Mr. Underwood : It says pastoral
leases pretty distinctly.

Hon. J1. MITCHELL :It will certainly
cover the whole State including the South-
West.

Mr. Harper Even the Eucla land.
Hon. J. MITCHELL :And even the

Eucla land. Hon. members must look
to the seriousness of the proposal and the
question of whether this second right to
the land can be fairly given or not. We
have already leased land under condi-
tions which we must recognise, conditions
which we cannot set aside without deli-
berate unfairness to our tenants, in fact
I doubt if any law that can be passed
would override the rights of those tenants
of ours, therefore, I hope the Bill will
not pass the second reading. As the

member for York put it, the member for
Pilbara says ''Please pass the measure
and we will recast the second clause." If
we pass the measure with a view to de-
leting- the second clause the mover of the
Bill will have left to him nothing but
the title. The thing is ridiculous. The
Bill has been on the Notice Paper for
weeks, and bon. members, if they had
ainy serious intention of modifying the
measure, have had ample opportunity for
placing any amendment on the Notice
Paper, and we should have known about
it before now. I hope the measure will
not pass the second reading. I hope the
House will showv the Minister that we, as
muembers of Parliament, have some re-
gard for our responsibilities and obliga-
tions, and that we are not willing to sac-
rifice the people wvho trust us.

Hon. WV. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) :The kangaroos do not belong to
the squatters.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : That may be
true. The squatter does not want them;
he lays no claim to them. He is glad to
get rid of them. The Honorary Minister
can have the whole lot for the asking.

Hon. "r. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) :The squatter wants the skins,
though.

Hon. J. MITCHELL :There is always
that suspicion that the squatter is reach-
ing out for something he is not entitled
to get.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) :It means only £33,000 a year to
them.

Hon. J. MITCHELL :The squatter
pays a bonus to get rid of kangaroos. The
squatter has a right to protect his pro-
perty. But there is no lease in the State
which the shooter could not get permis-
sion to go on at the proper season of the
year. The Minister for Lands says he is
willing to give the kangaroo hunter the
right to go on the land exactly when he
pleases.

The Minister for Lands: No.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes, you sup-

ported the Bill.
The Minister for Lands: I said that

amendments were necessary.
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: Why did you
not outline the amendments? The Min-
ister supported the giving away of rights
which do not belong to us. Unless we
resume these lands and pay for the im-
provements we have no right over them
at all. We have no right to give permis-
sion to any person to trespass there. I
hope the House will reject the measure, if
on principle alone, although there are
very strong arguments against the pass-
ing of the Bill, quite apart from the rights
of the lessee under the lease. It is an
absolutely ridiculous thing for any Min-
ister to support a measure of this sort,
even when brought down by one of his
supporters. Nothing can be more ridicu-
lous than to ask for this power. The
House should show the mover of the Bill
what they think of it.

Mr. S. STUJBBS (Wagin):- A Bill
of this sort, having for its object the giv-
ing of the right to kangaroo shooters to
enter upon the property of a lease-
bolder in the North-West, could not have
been properly considered by the mover.
I was surprised to hear the Minister for
Lands say that he was going to support
it, because if any hon. member more than
another should remember obligations that
have been honourably made it is the Min-
ister controlling the department which
this Bill affects. If the Minister for
Lands or either of the gentlemen who
have spoken in favour of the measure
owned or leased considerable tracts of
land in the North-West they would be at
once on their feet to protest against the
provisions of this measure.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : It does not deal with lands owned
in the North-West.

Mr. S. STUBEBS: I understood from
the gentlemen who introduced the Bill
that it was to get rid of a pest existing
in many parts of the North-West.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: The measure ap-
plies to the whole of the State.

Mr. S. STUTBBS: I admit that in
many parts of the South-West as well as
of the North-west, kangaroos are making
themselves a nuisance, and therefore I
contend that the law could easily be
amended regarding the destruction of

kangaroos, and made more elastic than
it is at present. But there is a right and
a wrong way of doing it. There is not a
man in the South-West, or the North-West
either, who would refuse to give the ne-
cessary permission to any person holding
a license to shoot kangaroos to go upon
his property and destroy those pests.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) :The member for Gascoyne said
they had been repeatedly refused.

Mr. S. STUBBS: Probably because
they desired to go in the lambing season.
In such circumstances would not the
Honorary Minister be the first man to
say no?

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : You should give the kangaroo
shoqkter a little bit of discretion too.

Mr. S. STUBBS: Not all squatters
have their sheep lambing in the same
month. There are widely different opin-
ions concerning the best time of the year
for lambing. If I or any other member
held a lot of valuable sheep just about to
lamb, would he or I give permission to
another man to go among these sheep
with a gun and perhaps with a lot of
dogs?1 Two or three shooters with or
without dogs can do incalcul able harm
among a flock of sheep in one night. Some
would say, "Well, prosecute them if they
go on the land and injure the property
and live stock." But the damage is done,
and it may mean a journey of 100 miles
to bring the offender to justice. Per-
haps so much damage is done as to en-
tail a great loss for that season. Only
recently I have come to know how easy it
is to disturb mothers just at lambing
time. In fact, it does not require any
disturbing at all in some seasons. Re-
cently many persons found out that in a
dry Reason the mothers do not require
any disturbing to leave their lambs and
go away and let them die. How much
more would that occur if the mothers
were disturbed by dogs or guns? I feel
sure a majority of members of this House
will see the injustice that may be caused
if the Bill becomes law. I hope it will
not pass the second reading.

On motion by Mr. Turvey debate ad-
journed.
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SELECT COMMITTEE, CAPTAIN
HARE'S RETIREMENT.

Request for member to give evidence.
'Message from the Council received re-

questing, the Assembly to authorise the
Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honoray Minister)
and Mr. Taylor to give evidence before
the select committee on the retirement of
Captain Hare.

MlOTION-LAND RENTS, RELIEF
TO CONDITIONAL PURCHASERS.

Debate resumed from the 3rd Septem-.
ber on the following motion moved, by
M1r. A. E. Piesse :-"That in the opinion
of this Hlouse it is desirable that relief
should be given to all persons who are
holders of conditional purchase land from
the Crown which has been sold at a price
in excess of its present value."

Mr, S. STL BS (Wagin): The mover
of this resolution dealt with the case in
a very clear and concise manner, and I
amn sure the arguments used by him must
have had considerable weight with hon.
members. I was glad when he declared
this was not a party question, because I
believe that every bon. member will agree
that this should be dealt with on its
merits. Quite recently my attention was
called to the fact that in my electorate
several areas of land have been cut up
within the last few years. The quality of
the land in those areas is about equal.
By that I mean that the soil is as even
as it could possibly he. But different
Mfinisters put different prices upon those
blocks of land. In each case when the
lands were thrown open they were over-
applied for, and no questions whatever
were raised concerning the prices at the
time the applications were sent in. Those
applications were dealt with by a board,
and the board in their wisdom granted
the particular blocks to the mostt suitable
and worthy applicants. It may surprise
a great many hon. members to know that
one Minister of the Crowvn who had
charge of the department when these
parlicular areas in my electorate were
thrown oipen, put as high a value as
24s., I think 25s., on some of this land.

I believe that that land will1 be worth 25s.
an acre when a railway is built dose to it,
but it would not have been worth 25s.
when the men were sent out there. The
distance is 60 miles from an existing line
of railway, and I believe the Minister
fxed the price higher than the responsible
officers of his department said it should
be, hut I am not in a position to prove
that. I cam not going to say that the
Minister -was not actuated by a desire to
settle people on good soil because this
hind is of high quality. My point is that
men were sent out to this area, and it was
impossible for them within five years to
be served by a line of railway. But the
rents have to be paid on these holdings,
and some of the settlers, good men, were
surprised when the next Minister of the
Crown cut up the area alongside of their
holdings to find that the maximum price
charged for similar land was i15s. an
acre. I am absolutely conversant with the
subject, and I defy anyope to contradict
me when I say that the land cut up by
the present Minister was as good as that
sold by the previous MINinister. Am I
not right in calling attention to this phase
of the question"? None of the settlers
who took uip land at 25s. an acre has com-
plained to me that the price was too high,
but they want to know why there should
be this difference. My contention is that
the land is not worth very much. to the
Crown if it is not being cultivated, and
it is immateriel to the State whether the
land is sold for 10s. or 5is. an acre so tong
as it is put to its best use, and it would
pay this country, and pay it handsomely
too, if the prices were reduced all round.
so that instead of settlers having 100
acres they would have 1,000 under culti-
vation. This phase of the question must
appeal to the House and to the Minister,
but the most important point of all ig
that tracts of land on the west of the
Great Southern belt and not within easy
distance of a railway have been taken up
by setilers from the Old Country, and not
one of those settlers knew anything about
pois;on. They were told, and truthfully
too, that the poison could be easily eradi-
cated, but few of them realised the im-
portance of getting rid of the poison, and
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the trouble and time which would be neces-
sary to do it. In many cases these areas
were cut up and charged for as much
as £1l an acre, when immediately adjoin-
ing them a few years ago land of a sim-
ilar quality was sold by the Crown for
is. an acre.

Mr. Lander: A good many years ago.
Mir. S, STUBBS: -Not a great many

years ago, and quite recently enough for
those settlers to ascertain that the land
was sold at that price. These men wil-
lingly took up the land under the con-
ditions prevailing, but they found them-
selves seriously handicapped, and it is for
these men that I am appealing to the ilin-
ister for redress. They are worthy set-
tlers, mien of whom any country might
be proud1 and they are battling against
very hard luck at the present time. The
land they hold is not altogether suitable
for wheat growing, and they have 'not
enough money to stock the land to keep
down the poison. They have grubbed
most of the poison out but they have not
the stock to eat off the young box shoots
and about once in every two years this
poison recurs. I have had a fair amount
of experience in the locality where these
men -are located, and sufficient to know
that if the poison is once grubbed, espec-
ially the York road poison, very little,
if any, trouble is experienced, but with
the box poison a fire going through tracks
the seeds and they spring up for years
afterwards, My experience is that if a
settler has stock he will not lose one per
cent, of them, and they will cat off the
young shoots and little trouble is exper-
ienced from this source, but few of these
men are in a position to buy stock. They
have been charged as much as £C1 an acre
for the land and it is not worth £1 to
them. Ten shillings an acre as the maxi-
mum would have been an ample price to
have charged. If the Minister for Lands
can see his way clear to pay a visit to
that district, and he has stated that at his
earliest convenience he will go. down and
investigate the conditions, be will be con-
vinced of the justice of the claims these
men are making to the department. If
only five or even three years' respite fromk
rents is granted to enable them to get on

their feet and secure railway communi-
cation close enough to enable them to
grow cereals profitably, they will be grate-
ful for that assistance. Now that the
attention of the Government and the
House has been directed to the facts by
the hon. member for Katanning (Mr. A1.
E. Pieszse) I am satisfied that justice will
be done by the Minister and that he will
devise some means to relieve these set-
tlers. It is a big and a serious question,
but many a big question has been tackled
by good men and a solution has been
found. Although this is a big question.
if an injustice has been done to a, section
of the people who have been allowed to
go on to this country and to believe that
they would be able to do well on the land
and that all would be milk and honey,
it is only British fair play to give them
a little redress if only in the shape of
postponing or letting them off for three,
f our or five years' rent f or their land. I
sincerely trust that the Minister will see
his way clear to give redress to them in
the near future.

Mlr.LANTER (East Perth):- I intend
to support this motion because I certainly
think it is really necessary to try to do
something for the outback settlers. There
is no doubt that many of these men have
been deceived by the ease which was put
before them. I -would not like to see the
Minister go in for -reducing the price of
land. if the Minister went into these dis-
tricts where the people are waiting for
railways and took a vote, he would find
that not many of them were in favour of
reducing the values placed on the land,
but many of them, and I was speaking
to some of them on Sunday lasAt, would
favour deferring the payment of rent for
five years. Another way in which the
Government can help them is to get the
Minister for Works to cut roads for their
benefit. One instance was brought under
m-y notice where settlers in the Emu Hill
district have to travel a distance of seven
miles whereas they could reach their desti-
tion by a cut of three miles. Settlers have
offered to cut this road for the paltry
sum of 2s. a chain, and yet I am given
to understand that the Minister will not
entertain the offer. It seems simply
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scandalous that a reasonable offer put
forward by settlers who are 28 miles
from a railway for £25 to be spent on a
bit of road should be refused. Such a
request should be granted. If these
things were done they -would be of great
help to the settler. We do not want to
reduce the price of land, because if we
do, it means discounting the district.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: You are speaking
of the wheat areas.

Mr. LANDER: Yes, more particularly
of the wheat areas. I do not think that
settlers desire that the price should be
reduced, but they would like the pay-
muents of rent deferred. TIf they had rail-
way facilities and were able to pay their
-rents, they would not consider that the
prices were too high. The difficulty has
been due to the lack of railway facilities.
If the 'Minister can see his way clear to
defer rents for five years he will be con-
ferring a great boon on these settlers.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath): I think the hon. member
for East Perth was really addressing
himself to another motion. The fine we
are discussing is No. 2 on the Notice
Paper and I would point out to the hon.
member for Katanning (Mr. A. E.
Piesse) that the wording is as follows-

That in the opinion of this House
it is desirable that relief should be
given to all persons who are holders of
conditional purchase land from the
Crown which has been sold at a price
in excess of its present value.

Row can any hon. member of this House
oppose a motion of that kind? If land
has been sold in excess of its value, the
duty of the M1inister is, without a motion
of this Chamber, to see that the land is
sold at its proper value. As a matter
of fact, the motion begs the whole ques-
tion. It would not get the hon. member
any further forward if the motion were
carried. It certainly afforded him an
opportunity to ventilate -what he con-
siders are the grievances of settlers on
the poison-infested areas along the Great
Southern railway and more particularly
to the westward of the line, but after all,
if we carried this motion what would be
the effect?9 The department say they are

prepared if they find the price is in ex-
cess of its value, to reduce such price,
but they say that the land has been classi-
fled and that the value of the land is as
it has been fixed.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: We want you to
take some action.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And
they say that these particular matters
do not come under this motion because
the values hare been fairly fixed.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: I contend they have
not been fairly fixed, hut are in excess
of the value.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
already pointed out to hon. members in
connection with the introduction of the
Estimates that so far as. the areas that
are poison-infested and have been taken
up with a viewv to grazing, and are not re-
garded as being suitable for profitable
cultivation are concerned, most explicit
instructions have been given that the ex-
tent of the poison is to be taken into con-
sideration in fixing the value, and I fur-
ther assure hon. members that both the
Tinder Secretary and the Surveyor Gen-
eral say the extent of poison is taken into
eonsideration.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: That only applies
to future settlement.

The 'MINKISTER FOR LANDS: In
regard to the classifications that have re-
cently taken place, I can only speak of
my own term and the classification which
has taken place in which these instruc-
tions applied. With regard to the me-
thod of fixing these valuations, it was a
matter I intended referring& to when the
Estimates were under discussion. as I
wished. to point out that in no classifica-
tion have I, as Minister, increased the
price submitted by the officers. I have
not in any instance added to the price
fixed by the officers.

Hon. J. Mitchell:- You do not fix the
final value.

The MNINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
termed "the price fixed by the Minister,"
and the hon. member for Northam. I
think, did, as M1inister, add to prices
fixed by the Surveyor General, but I have
taken up this stand, that in that particu-
lar instance I think the officers are the
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proper men to fix the classification and
L think it is my duty to accept it. How-
ever, the carrying of this resolution is
not going to provide the remedy the hon.
member for Ratanning seeks, because it
is merely going to emphasise his opinion
against that of the officer who has been
engaged in this classification work; and
even if a general reclassification of these
areas was ordered, and that reclassifica-
tion carried out on the existing basis, it
would probably mean that there would be
v'ery little difference in the values fixed.
As a matter of fact, we did have reclassi-
fication in the Dinninup area, and there
was very little difference. Some wvere
increased, but at any rate the decreases
were practically immaterial, and in some
instances the reduction in price was due
to a revaluation of the improvements
which had been effected, certain ringhark-
ing work, which had been carried oat,
and it was considered that the price fixed
for this improvement was too high, and
the price of the holding was reduced ac-
cordingly. I certainly did give an under-
taking to the bon. member for Katan-
fling that I would visit some of these
areas and meet the settlers and hear their
representations on the spot, and although
that promise is of somewhat long stand-
ing I can give the bon. member an under-
taking that it will he redeemed at an early
date, and if there is any reason for in-
cluding these areas in my proposals for
reclassification, which more particularly
apply to the eastern districts, then I have
no objection.

Mr. MONGER (York): I quite agree
with the Minister that this motion is
rather peculiarly worded. It hardly gives
one power to deal with one of the most
important questions which could come
under discussion, and that is the question
of people who took up land on the
understanding that they were to be in
close or reasonable proximity to a rail-
way-I am referring more particularly
to the settlers in the neighbourhood of
Kurrenkutten and Kumuiinin, who were
distinctly promised, according to lithos
issued by the Lands Department three or
four years ago, that they would be within
a certain distance of railwaiy communica-
tion-and on that understanding they

were charged as high as 27s. 6id. for their
land. Now the line has been built in a
different direction, instead of following
out the Advisory Board's route, and I
was glad to learn from a speech of the
Premier the other day that it was his in-
tention always to adhere to and give effect
to reconimendationis of the Advisory
Board where it suits his party, or those
who serve his party. I am referring to his
promise to carry out the recommenda-
tions of the Advisory Board in connection
with the extension of the Crossman-
Hotham railway to Narrogin.

The Minister for Lands: We had other
reports on that.

The Premier: Does that join up with
the Wickepin-Mferredin line9

Mr. MONGER: I am coming to that.
The Premier: I thought lie was coming

to that.
Mr. MONGER: There is no doubt that

three or four years ago prices charged
for land in certain neighbourhoods. I
may mention Kurrenkutten, were charged
on the understanding that a railway
would go in some cases within five or six
miles of the land then being sold.

Mr. O'Loghlen: In some cases.
Mr. MONGER: At all events we find

the line now, instead of being within five
or six miles is 13 or 14 miles away, and
if anyone means to tell me that land 13
or 14 miles away from a railway is as
valuable as that within five or six miles,
they are telling me something I cannot
understand. As the people have been
charged the highest price that has yet
been charged for agricultural lands sold
by the Government, and now find them-
selves away from railway communication,
and are likely, even with the promises of
further railways out east, to always find
themselves in the unpleasant predicament
of being located in the middle of two lines,
a distance of 13 or 14 miles away from
the nearest siding, in the circumstances a
reclassification of that land should he
made and these settlers should be fairly
and reasonablyv treated.

The II mister for Lands: I am going
to give it to them.

Mr. MONGER: I trust a note will be
made of that, and that it will he given
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within an early date. I trust that the
rents which have been paid on the basis
of the high prices charged will be in due
course allowed to go towards the pay-
ment of future rents.

Mir. Underwood: How do you think
they would get on with private enter-
prise?

Mr. MONGER: I certainly think that
in some cases, or in most cases, it would
be a very reasonable matter for the Gov-
ernment to allow the rents to remain over
for the last two years and for a further
two years to come.

.Mr. Lander: Hear, hear!
Mr. 'MONGER: And then charge them

on the basis of a fair and reasonable
price for the land which is located so far
away from railway communication. I am
glad to have an assurance from the Mint-
ister that a redaction is going to be made.

The Minister for Lands: I did not
say a reduction.

Air. MONGER: WeUl, a reclassifica-
tion. When that reclassification is or-
dered I would like to know what sort of
instructions the Minister is going to give?

The Premier: Would you like to issue
the instructions?

Mr. MONGER: I would not mind
taking part in it, as I would see they wore
fair and reasonable. I would like to have
some sort of idea from the Minister. I
know there are some gentlemen connected
with the Lands Department who, if told
to go out and do certain wvork, want no
instructions, they will do it. But if the
Minister is going to say, "I want you to
go out and reclassify this land and place
a higher value on the land than there was
originally" I know there are men in the
department who would give effect to his
instructions.

The Minister for Lands: I have never
given such instructions as that where I
have approved of aL reclassification.

Mr. MONGER: We are to presume
that reasonable instructions will be given
to the officer who goes out to make the
reclassification.

The Premier: You might rest assured
on that, coming from us.

Mr. MONGER: This motion, at nill
events, has done a certain amount of

good, even if it has only been to draw
from the Minister the assurance that con-
sideration will be given to those settlers
who so far have been duped into taking
up their settlements in the localities to
which I have referred.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE (Toodyay):
understood from the Minister for Lands
the other evening during the discussion
on the Estimates that it was his intention
to introduce or initiate some scheme of
reclassification. Now, from his remarks,
one would conclude that that reclassifica-
tion was only to extend so far as poison
leases are concerned. To the best of my
recollection the Minister, while speaking,
stated that he had seen fit to increase the
price of some conditional purchase land.
I hope that is not the intention, and that
it will not result in any shape or form.
In regard to leases in the back portion
of the Toodyay electorate I am sure the
burden there from the price of land is
altogether too great.

The Premier: What about the front
portion?

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: The front por-
tion is already freehold, thank goodness.
With regard to reclassification, the price
of land under the old conditional pur-
chase lenses in the back districts is cer-
tainly much too high. In some eases it
reaches 28s. and I believe that is far too
high, and that the price of the land
should be reduced at least one-half. This,
I ouite admit, is some reflection on the
judgment of the Minister for Lands in
the previous Administration, but it was
an excusable error because the valuation
was fixed upon what appeared to be the
productive value of the country because
of four or five very good years. The last
three years, even including the present
one, have shown conclusively that the
land is not worth the price that has% been
put upon it.

The Premier: Croaking again?
Mr. A. N. PWFSSE: Some have said

that if we reduce the price of the land
we. of course, cannot go to the Agricul-
tural Bank for further assistance. That
is a wrong idea because all the money ex-
pended on that land is certainly a good
and safe investment and I would feel
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quite safe, if I2 were the director of a
financial institution, in giving assistance,
anyhow to the extent that has already
been carried out by the Agriciultural Bank
on lands fixed at a lesser price. The mere
fact that the people on the land are im-
proving it as they are doing certainly
justifies assistance being given to them.
I hope the Minister will make himself
quite clear on the matter and that he will
not leave us in doubt as to the instruc-
ions he will issue when the reclassifica-

tion scheme is being carried out, and that
he will inform us that it is the intention,
where occasion demands, to reduce the
price of land and not increase it.

Hon. J. MI1TCHELL (Northam) : I
was surprised to hear the remarks of the
Minister for Lands when he spoke on
this motion. This is an occasion when the
Minister might have made a definite state-
ment as to his policy. It was pointed out
the other night that similar land in the
same localities beams two different prices.
I daresay although the statement -was
made, when the question is inquired into,
the prices of the blocks given, and the
classification sheets looked up, we will
find some slight difference.

MHr, S. Stubbs: None whatever.
Hon. J. MTITCHELL: It would be an

easy matter for the Minister to look into
that point. Reclassification is not needed.
What is i~icedcd is to price the land. The
reports are with the Minister, and he
would only need to have a second inspec-
tion where the seatler raised the question
as to the quality.

The Premier: That is an admission that
your classification is wrong.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If the Minister
wishes to do as he has promised the mem-
ber for York he will do-adjust the
prices of the land between Wickepin and
Merredin, which is now very much fur-
tlier from the line than was reasonably
expected when the values were fixed, all
he will need to do will be to send for the
reclassification sheets and adjust the
values.

The Minister for Lands: The prices
were put uip on those different railway
routes.

Hion. J1. MITCHELL: Nothing of the
sort. They did not hear of the trial sur-
veys which were made. The route there
was to be the route recommended by the
Advisory Board, and even if the laud
wats priced according to the several sur-
veys made by the previous Ministry, those
surveys were near to each other, and the
people who have since been disappointed
would still be away from the line which
has been built. Those people are entitled
to have their values reduced at once, be-
Cause the System is a just and reasonable
one to charge the man who is going to
have his block of land near the railway
a bit more than the man who is five miles
out. Will anyone say that that is not
the right course to follow?9 Then again,
a mian who is five miles from the railway
should pay a little more than the man
who is ten miles from it. Will anyone
say that that should not he the system
adopted?

The Premier: I will say so.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: We ought to

build our rail ways near the routes -recomn-
mended by the Advisory Board. We have
discussed the question of the locality of
this particular line more than once, and
Ministers hare admitted to-night that men
hare been left, and although we are going
to build a second line from Yihlimninning
to some point I suppose on the Wiqkepin-
Merredin line, there are many who will
not be in the position that we expected
they would he in. Common fairness
therefore demands that they shall have
their values reduced. I am not talking
about lands generally, but about these
special lands to which the Minister has
referred.

The Minister for Lands: I2 did not
refer to them.

Hon. . . TTELL: The Minister, ira
replying to the member for York, said
that he intended to take this question of
the price of the land in that locality into
consideration.

The Minister for Lands: In common
with the others.

Hon. J. MTTTCHELL: They have
nothing to do with the others, and I am
not dealing with the others; I am dealing
with the settler-s who have been denied
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something which they paid to get, and
something they would have had if the
Minister who sold them the land had con-
tinued to remain in power. I was en-
deavouring to explain the system under
which we arrived at values, and that is
that the distance from a railway should
control the price. The Premier will
agree with that I am sure.

The Premier: From the point of viewv
of the value of the laud, yes. It is just
a subterfuge on your part to get out of
land taxation.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
can explain his marvellous ideas of values
later on, but if be went into a district
to buy land he would have to pay more
for land which was near a railway than
for land which might be some distance
away. Everyone is willing to do that.
With regard to the question of poison
lands, specially referred to by the mem-
ber for Katanning, it -will be remembered
that we appointed a commission to deal
with that matter. The commission con-
sisted of one of the trustees of the Agri-
cultural Bank, a representative of the
Lands Department, and a farmer, and
they made certain recommendations which
recommendations should be given effect
to. This land is situated to the west of
the Great Southern and there is no doubt
that it is good stock land and fair farm-
ing land also, Of course there is no doubt
that it can and will be made into good
farms. The quality, however, does not
justify small holders being put there.
What is wanted is that these lands should
be reduced in price and that the holdings
be increased, either by allowing one
farmer to sell to another or allowing
those who are there now to select other
land. Where there is poison, a settler
should not be called upon to pay anything
at all during the first ten years, whilst he
is eradicating the poison. Not only is
there the cost of eradication cast upon
him straightaway, but also loss in connec-
tion with stock that might eat the poison.
The Premier knows that it is not possible
to so clear all poison as to guarantee the
settler azainst loss of stock.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Did you try to settle
the poison areas?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: They were
settled before my time.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Did you not do any-
thing towards settling them?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I endeavoured
to make the matter clear by appointing
a commission to report.

Mr. O'Loghien: It was a political come-
mission.

Hon. 3. MITCHELL : It was not.
Mr. O'Loghlen: Yes, I was there with

them.
Ron. J. MITCHELL: Oh, were you?

Then it must have been a political com-
mission. So far as we are concerned
the commission was appointed to help
the people and it was 'not a political com-
mission. We were not in the habit of
appointing political comulissions. This
commission made recommendations which
went to the Minister after I had gone out
of office, and which I think the present
Minister for Lands should take into con-
sideration. I believe the commission's re-
port is a reasonable and a sensible one,
and a good deal could be done by the
Minister if he took the advice contained
in that report.

The Premier: I do not think he wvould.
It was not your intention to take notice
of it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : I tell the Pre-
mier that it was my intention to take
somne notice of it. If I had been in office
I should have put into operation the re-
commendations of the commission. Is the
Premier satisfied ?

The Premier : Not at all.
Hon. J. MITCHELL : Does the Pre-

mier know what I intended to do V I
mighit as well tell him that it is his in-
intention to square the finances. If we are
to have these people become prosperous
the Minister should give consideration to
the advice of the member for Katanning,
and do something for them. There are
many ways in which assistance can be
rendered. We could make available the
Ag-ricultirral flank assistance which the
House agreed should he given. We could
reduce the rents. This would be a very
easy matter, or we could defer the rents
in this locality for ten years. We could
of course reduce freights and, best of all
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probably, we could have a change of Gov-
ernment. I think the Minister's duty
should be to see that the people are
treated fairly. If an injustice has been
done let it be righted. If something better
can be done then let it be done. Too long
have we had the present Government
saying how wrong it was for us to do
things, hut they have done all those
wrong things themselves. I produced
miapsq the other night showing that land
had been thrown open on the extreme
edge of settlement under exactly the same
system of pricing which obtained in my
time. The Minister for Lands said that
I ailtered the prices, but when we intro-
dued a system of valuation of each
block, according to its quality, I ex-
amined the plan submitted in regard to
each block aind in some cases I put up
the price, and in others I agreed to the
price suggested by the officers. Will the
Mtinister deny that quite reeently a block
which was recommended by a district
surveyor as being worth 8s. was charged
by the Perth officers at 15s? Of course
he cannot deny it. The blocks are not
now priced on the advice of the district.
surveyors. They are priced by the Sur-
veyor General, -wvho has been deputed to
do the work that the Minister once did.
Of course tlhe qutestion of reducing values
is a very simple matter, but if we did
ithat I ag-ree with the member for East
Perth that that would not be
everything. There are other things
that Could be done. For instance, if
rent is unpaid, under the present
lawr a fine of twopence in the pound
is charged in the first month, sixpene
in the pound in the second month, and
one shilling in the pound in the third
month. I think that those fines are al-
together too heavy. In the good times
that prevailed people did not defer their
rents to any great extent, and the matter
did not appear to be so urgent as it is
now. However, that shilling for three
months is too much. I think the mem-
ber for Perth put through a Bill which
precluded a charge of this sort being
made and provided that no man could
charge more than 12 per cent.

Mfr. lwyer;- Unfortunately the Bill
was emasculated in the Upper House.

Hon. J. -MITCHELL : However, this
fine of one shilling for three months is
too heavy.

The Minister for Lands :It has been
the law since 1898.

Hon. J, MITCHELL : I admit it was
the law in my time, but I think we should
reducu the tine. I think also that longer
time might be given in which to pay the
rent of land well improved. I know the
Ministers' financial troubles do not per-
Mit them to do aill they would like for
the agricultuirists or any other class. Un-
fortunately -when we federated we gave
away our revenues, and in consequence
the country has been hard up ever since,
and is deeper in that condition to-day
than ever before. We are not justified
in asking our settlers to pay a fine equi-
valent to 20 per centt. I do not blame
the present MAinister for it, but I am ask-
ing him if hie will not take into consider-
ation the advisableness of reducing this
heavy penalty. I believe our settlers arc
entitled to the fullest possible consider-
ation, and to sympathetic treatment.
Whatever may be said of the other great
national industries, the gold mining and
the timber indvstries, there is no doubt
the man upon the laud is the man who
stands behind us all. Life is not easy
in the early stages of land settlement,
and anything -we can do for the settlers
should be done cheerfully and quickly.
The Minister has made a sort of half
promise, which to me would not be
satisfactory; he has promised the mem-
ber for Katanning (Mir. A. E. Piesse) to
go down and have a look for himself.
That will not avail very much. We want
to know what his policy is. When he
gets down there Parliament will be out
of session and we will not have an oppor-
tunity of discussing it further. During
the Minister's absence from the Chamber
just now I pointed out that quite re-
cently a block of land was priced at 8s,
by the district surveyor and that in the
Perth office the price was raised to 15s.
I do not question the wisdom of it, but
I am not going to be charged by the Min-
ister with having exercised the undoubted
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right of any Minister of Lands to say at
what price the land shiall be sold, and
remain silent when I find that he is doing
exactly the same. Will the Minister deny
that that land was put up in price above
that recommended by the district sur-
veyor?~

The 'Minister for Lands: Certainly the
price is added to by the Surveyor General
because, in some instances, of improve-
ments. A provision is also made for sur-
vey fees; but I have never added to the
price determined by the Surveyor-General1.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If the Minister
deputes to someone else a duty which be-
longs to him he must not hide himself
behind the other man.

The Minister for Lands: What ye"
have done is this:- the price was fixed by
the district surveyor and added to by the
Surveyor General to cover the fee;, and
you added to that price again.

Hon, J. AnITCHELL: Ye;, and some-
times I took away from it. Will the Pre-
mier say he did not go into a district and
declare land there was being sold too
cheaplyq

The Premier: No, I did not.
Hfon- J. MITCHELL: Not to the Don-

ticly districtI
The Premier: No, I did not.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Will the Mfin-

ister for Lands say that land has not been
increased in value in his office in Perth?

The 'Minister for Lands: Certainly the
price set by the Surveyor-General is some-
times in excess of the price fixed by the
district surveyor because of certain
chiarges which have to be made.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: But apart from
these certain charges, which are probably
added in the district office, and the charge
for improvement;, which is also probably
added in the district office, the land has
been increased in value by the Minister's
deputy.

The Minister for Lands: I do not think
so.

Hon. 3. MITCHELL: The 'Minister
should know.

The Minister for Lands: Not over and
above the survey fee and the value of
the improvements.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Well, if the Mini-
ister will inquire be will find that the
price is fairly considerably added to. I
have quoted one case of the price being
increased from 8S. to 1S. However, I
merely mention this to show that exactly
the same policy which obtained in my
time obtains now.

The Minister for Lands: No.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Oh yes. The
Minister said the other day he was not
selling land out in the eastern districts,
but I have since produced maps to show
that he sold land-

The Minister for Lands: That land is
west of-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The debate is
entirely out of order.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The motion is
that relief he given to our settlers.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, to those who are
holding conditional purchase lands from
the Crown; but it does not allow the mem-
her to discuss the policy of the Govern-
ment in raising land values now.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I thought the
whole debate hinged around the question
of price.

Mr. SPEAKER: The lion, member
stands corrected.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Well, what is
there to discuss" Because I can assert.
if I wish to continue the debate, that every
acre of land is over-priced.

Mr. SPEAKER: T will read the motion
to the hon. member. It is ais follows:-

That in the opinion of this House it
is desirable that relief should be given
to all persons who are holders of con-
ditional purchase laud from the Crown.
which has beein sold at a price in excess
of a present value.

Land that has been sold, not laud which
is to be sold.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I san discussing
the land sold.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
was discussing the policy of the Govern-
ment in settling people on the land in the
eastern districts and charging higher
prices for land. If the hon. member can
bring his remarks to bear on the motiou
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he will be in order, but be was not in
order when I called him to order.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I was referring
to land sold by the present Minister.I
was endeavouring to point out that this
land had been sold subject to a price
fixed by the Mlinister's deputy at the head
office -which, of course, is perfectly reas-
onable and right. However, this motion
asks for relief for people who have been,
in the opinion of nay friend the member
for Katanuing, over-charged. He dealt
specially with people on poison blocks,
and I have dealt wvith those people to-
nf'ght. I have nothing more to add, ex-
cept to express the hope that the Minister
will tell us what his policy is in regard
to the request made by the member for
Ratanuing, who asks that these people
he afforded relief. The 'Minister does not
say whether or not he is going to give them
relief. He says he is going to give them
the cold comfort of his presence, and he
has said in another place that he is going-
to deal with one special area.

The Minister fur Lands: I have never
confined it to one special area.

Air. O'Loghlen: Oh, he is just fishing
now.

Huni. J. MTITCHELL: Well, I have not
succeeded in hooking much. That is what
I understood the 'Minister to say. I en-
tirely approve of it in both cases. The
Minister hides so thoroughly his inten-
tions. He is a past master at hiding in-
formation which we ought to have. How-
ever, I hope the motion wilt be carriedi.
There is room for inquiry, and if the
Minister is wise he will see that the relief
asked for is given without any further
delay.

11r, HARPER (Pingelly): I am en-
tirely in sympathy with the motion, and
I hope the House and the Minister for
Lands will do something in response to it.
A great many of us know that land
settlement and the purchase of land was
very popular a few years ago end that
many individuals paid more for land than
they would pay to-day. This, too, even
in districts which are not dry. I have
been in many of these dry districts, and
have known people out in those parts
for a number of years, people who have

had no return whatever. I think that
every sympathy should he shown to those
people. Of course I know -what a diffi-
cult position the Minister has to face.
The financial position of the State to-day
is very harassing to anybody. Even the
Treasurer should find it so, notwithstand-
ing which he laughs. It seems to me he is
impervious to anything of that descrip-
tion. The difficulties in regard to the
State finances, though sufficiently great,
are not anything like equal to those of
the people on the land. A great many
have found fault with the late Minister
for Lands onl the score of the high prices
at which be sold land during his regime.
But I and others have made the same mis-
take ourselves, so it only serves to show
that the Minister is no more infallible
than is any other person. I know from
personal experience that quite a lot of
land was sold for 7s. and upwards, land
which the purchaser, when he cleared it
and improved it and did all that was
necessary to eradicate the poison, found
he had paid full value for. One with a
little experience in farming would have a
great deal more sympathy with these
people than the Premier appears to have.
Hec seems to take the matter very lightly.
Nevertheless it is a serious matter for
those people. They have to suffer great
hardships, almost intolerable hardships.
It seems to me that one clears the land of
poison, and in a year or two it grows up
again. The same condition applies to
clearing the land of ordinary timber; the
suckers grow uip again and the process
has to be repeated almost continuously.
A lot of the land in my opinion has been
valued at too high a price altogether.
However, it is difficult to make these re-
ductions and to grant railway facilities
and make roads. The strain on the finan-
ces of the State is certainly very great
indeed. At the same time everything
should be done that can be done for those
people upon whom we depend so much.
I hope the Minister will see his
-way clear to make a substantial re-
duction and a concession to certain
settlers. There are also a num-
ber of people who took up land eight or
ten years ago and who are still in the
same predicament in regard to railway
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facilities. There are at least three dis-
tricts in my own electorate that are prac-
tically starving for want of railways and
they are almost brought to despair and
to a standstill. They can go no further;
it is the last straw that breaks the camel's
back, and they are so discouraged and de-
spondent that they almost feel that they
would like to give up their holdings which
they have been working for eight or ten
years. These people should receive con-
sideration as well as those in the drier
areas. The districts I refer to are Coran-
fling, Aldinga, and Jilliminning, and
those places are at least 20 miles
away from a railway. We are all of
opinion that it is almost impossible to
farm at that distance from railway facili-
ties. Those people are deserving of every
consideration and they should be exempt
from the payment of rents until they have
facilities to enable them to get their pro-
duce to market. There is nothing I re-
gard more seriously, and I hope the
House will do the same, and that the
Minister will do all that is possible in
that direction.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan):
The discussion has at least shown that so
far as the treatment of agriculturists in
this State is concerned, the House holds
one opinion, and that is that they should
be given every opportunity of following
their avocation of farmers and settlers on
much the same basis as anybody else in
the community, so as to enable them to
live in reasonable comfort and carve out
homes for themselves and their families.
But members must not forget the fadt
that the present condition of affairs has
been brought about, not by the action of
the present Government, but by our pre-
decessors in office, and I can see, when
hon. members opposite are speaking on
this question, just at the back of
them the ghost of the Farmers and
Settlers' Association and party. The
member for Pingelly (Mr. Harper),
for instance, is just trying to shake
off the yoke of the Liberals and
to take on that of the Farmners and
Settlers' Association, and the best proof
of that is his statement that the actions
of the Liberal Government during their
last two or three years of office had

caused the present condition of affairs in
the farming districts. His statement that
this has had anything to do with the pre-
sent condition of the finances of the State
only shows a want of knowledge on the
part of the hon. member. Representing, a
farming constituency he ought to know
that the yearly instalments on the land in'
the districts he referred to have not yet
been paid, except in very few instances.
They were deferred and the settlers have
been paying on the old basis of 10s. per
acre, as they have done for a number of
years, so that it has no effect on the finan-
cial position of the State, nor is it likely
to have any such effect. I may further
say that the Minister for Lands on two
previous occasions stated distinctly that
he proposed to review the whole position.
I do not know what would satisfy our
friends opposite. He made that state-
ment at the beginning of the session, and
he also repeated it on the Estimates.
I want to point out that I am not alto-
gether in agreement with some of the
utterances of members opposite, particu-
larlyv the member for Northam (Hon. J.
Mitchell). Contrary to the general opin-
ion held by the people in the farming dis-
tricts, some four or five years ago, that
on questions affecting the farmers the
member for Northam was infallible, I
hold the opinion that lie as Minister for
Lands assumed a great deal that he could
have much better left to the officers who
were more experienced, who were in dlose
contact with the conditions then prevail-
ing, and who were also able to make a
more thorough investigation of the vari-
ous portions of the State and report on
them better than he, sitting in his office
in Perth, was able to do. Contrary to that
practice, the present Minister for Lands
has never attempted to assume that he
knew more about these matters than the
persons specially deputed by the Govern-
ment to make inspections and reports,
and he has invariably accepted the re-
ports *and recommendations they made.
May I point out, too, that contrary to
such procedure the member for Northam
when Minister for Lands deliberately
issued a dictum that certain lands were
to be sold at 21s. an acre. He was not
going to consider the question of varying
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distances from railways and all that sort
of thing; he said all this lend was worth
21s. per acre, and at that price the land
was, to be sold. He would not hear of re-
classification; in his opinion reclassifica-
tion was unnecessary tinder the present
system of survey before selection, and
what must hon. members assume from
that?7 That once the department had
made a survey of the land, classified it,
and fixed the price, there was no need for
further considerat ion in regard to re-
classification.

Mr. S. Stubbs: Bitt did lio say that?
The PREMIIER. : Absolutely. His

mainute reads as follows:-
The laud is worth 21s. per acre, and

must he sold at that price. Reclassifica-
tion is unnecessary tinder our present
system of survey before selection.

That is a pretty general statement.
Unless applicants can show that the
classification is wrong in detail, we
should refuse to accept their fees.
Mr. Harper : There was plenty of

selection even at that price.
The PREMIER: Of course there wvas,

and the honD. member himself made a
most serious indictment against the mein-
her for Northam when he said that land
was popular at that time and people went
along and selected it at prices higher
than its true value. We must assume
from that statement that he is charging
the member for Northam with placing
values on the land which were not true
values hut were fixed from the point of
view of wanting to sell the land just as
a land jobber would do in the open
market.

The Minister for Lands: We get appli-
cations to-day for laud at at higher classi-
fication.

Mr. Harper: But you gain by experi-
ence?

The PREMIER: The hon. member has
gained by his experience. I am only
pointing out that the complaint has been
made that the Minister for Lands will
-not make a definite statement. I am
trying to show that he has on two pre-
ious occasions. made a definite statement

in regard to this matter. The member
for 'Katanuing who moved this motion

[931

bad in his mind more specifically the
poison lands west of the Great Southern,

Mr. S. Stubhs. That is so.
The PREMIER: A-nd the member for

Wagin also had such land in his mind
when he spoke on the question.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: And I say the sys-
tem is still wrong to-day.

The PREMIER: And the member for
York (Mr. Monger) had in mind land
that he knew alongside the Great South-
ern, wxhilst the member for Toodyay (Mr..
A. N. Piesse) also spoke of certain land
which he held had been classified at tOo
high a price. This is evidence that the
system in the past was wrong some-
where, and I claim most emphatically that
the member for Northam when Minister
for Lands -was wholly responsible for that
condition of affairs arising.

Mr. George: We admit that.
The PREMIER: Well, I do not know

of any more serious indictment, especially
coming from the hon. member's own
party.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: We want to put you
right.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
need not worry about putting me right.
It does not require this motion to put
us right. The Minister for Lands when
speaking on the Address-in-reply this
year, said-

I wish to say that I have refused to
reclassify on the result of a had season,
but I am certainly not going to say
that on an average result these people
should not be entitled to have their
requests for reclassification considered,
and I think it only reasonable that
there should be a general review after
this season, if it proves as good as I
hope it will he, in the light of this and
previous ones1 with experienced men
having knowledge of the district to go
there and see if we are charging too
much, and if we are, we as the Govern-
ment, ought to he prepaed to reduce
it to a fair thing.n

That was a definite statement made by
the Minister for Lands on the Address-
in-reply long before this motion was
thought of, or. at any rate, long before
it was submitted to this Chamber. The

2569



2570 [ASSEMBLY.)

Minister relpeated that statement on the
Estimates and he has repeated it again
to-night.

Mr. Harper: There is no harm in hav-
ing a repetition of it.

The Minister for Lands: No, hut it is
not fair to say that I have not made a
definite statement.

The PREMIER: The Minister again
repeated his statement this evening, and
two other members followed and once
more asked the Minister to make a de-
finite statement. Evidently there is no
desire for a definite statement, but rather
a desire to misrepresent the attitude of
the Government.

Mr. S. Stubbs: Oh, no.
The PREMIER: It may not be so

wvith the member for Wagin: hut the
fact that the Ninister on two previous
occasions made this statement, that he re-
peated it to-night, and gave a further
assurance by way of interjection, and
even then was again asked for a definite
explanation, shows that members opposite
do not want a deffinite statement, but are
only trying to cover up the position as
far as possible in order to have something
to complain about. And that complaint
comes from the worst possible quarter in
coming from the member for Northam,
who was personally responsible when
Minister for Lands for having brought
about this condition of affairs. The
member for Northamn says that the land
should be charged for on the basis of its
distance from a railway. He then
assumes that the Minister for Lands
should take upon himself the power to
say where mailway construction should
take place. I assert that the Minister
has no right to do anything of the kind,
that the Minister for Lands when opening
up land should dispose of it at prices
based on the value of that land from a
productive point of view and 110 other.
Second or third class land cannot be
made first class because we put a railway
near it, and first class land cannot be
made third class because it is some miles
distant from a railway. Neither has the
Minister any right to issue lithos; showing
where railways are to be a ustructed until

such time as his Government have con-
sidered the matter and Parliament has
approved of those railways, and it was
actions of that kind which brought about
this condition of affairs. The proper
method and the method we have been
advocating for years is to settle the land
on the basis of the value of the land to
the owner from a productive point of
view. That is a proper basis and we
should return to the State by way of land
tax some of the unearned increment
brought about by the expenditure of
public moncy in constructing railways
and bringing the owner nearer to his
market. Only' a percentage is taken in
that case but uinder the conditions imposed
by the ox-Minister for Lands he was going
to take the whole of it and then go about
the country saying "We do not propose
to introduce a land tax." That is the
form of land tax that the a-Minister for
Lands introduced, and a much heavier one
and a more unjust one than that proposed
by the present Government. He was
charging up to 27s. an acre for land
alongside of a proposed railway and he
did not know whether Parliament wvould
approve of that railway or not. and on
the other hand was only charging 10s.
for other land. There is a great deal of
difference in the land and all we ask is
that we should settle people on the land
and give them railways after such rail-
ways have received the approval of Par-
liament in a constitutional way. The
credit of the whole of the State is given
for the purpose of finding the money
with which to build railways and we ask
that the settler shall pay under the fair-
est and most equitable system known by
recouping the State with some of theun-
earned increment given to him by the
public generally. We give him a railway
for all time and not for a period of five,
ten, or twenty years, during which he is
occupied in purchasing his land. In re-
gard to the proposal of the ex-Minister
for Lands in fixing the prices as he did
on the basis of whether land was likely
to be near a railway, and taxing a man
for a pcriod of 10 years and letting him
'if afterwards, could there be a more un-
pair systemI
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The Minister for Lands:. Land which
is now 20 miles from a railway might
he within one mile of a railway later on.

The PREMIER:- Yes; no one can say
where railways will he run eventually. I
am not prepared to say that the Slate
will stop at building railways when
it has brought settlers within 15
miles of a line. but the first ex-
penditure is so great, and our
State is so large. that it cannot he ex-
pected that we should build lines all at
once and wve must fix a definite distance
for the time being. Eventually these men
will get their land tit a muc.h less rate
than the men who to-day are near a rail-
way and will be living uinder the same
conditions. The system is wrong. There
is only one wvay of settling the land under
existing conditions. If we did as they do
in Canada, built railways ahead of settle-
mnent. we would know exactly what we
were doing, and would be justified in in-
troducing this system of the es-Minister
for Lands, but under the existing con-
ditions we can only price the land on its
productive value, and if we want to get
anything else because of railway facili-
ties later on, it will be through the land
tax, and it will be through the land tax
that we will call upon the settlers who
are served by railways to help to pay
for the public requirements. I rose only
for the purpose of saying that the state-
ment made by the Minister has the abso-
lute concurrence of the whole of the Gov-
ernment. We have discussed the matter
and have determined that we will not un-
duly press the settlers. As a matter of
fact, it must be admitted that if we in-
tended to-morrow to enforce the payment
of the increased prices imposed by our
predecessors, it would be impossible to
get the money and many settlers would
have to leave their holdings. We are not
going to adopt such an attitude, notwith-
standing the frightful condition of the
finances, according to the hon. member
for Pingelly. We arc determined to deal
fairly with those who are, or who will be
suffering through having to pay high
prices for their land tinder the conditions
imposed upon them on a wrong basis.
That is the reason T rose to assure hon.

members that the statements made on two
previous occasions and repeated to-night
will be kept faith with.

Mr. Al,. E. PLESSE (in reply):- I am
sorry that the Premier should have got
so heated over this motion.

The Premier: I am perfectly cool.
Mr. A. E. PIESSE: And should have

attributed some ulterior motives to my-
self and other hon. members on this side
of the House who have supported me.
The Premier has even gone so far as to
say ltt the bogey of the Farmers and
Settlers' Association, as he terms it, is
somewhat responsible for this motion
having been brought forward.

The Premier: No, I did not say that.
T said the attitude adopted towards it by
some hon. members opposite.

Mr. A.. E. PIESSE: I can assure the
Premier and the Minister for Lands that
I had one object in view in introducing
this motion and it was that, notwithstand-
ing the fact that perhaps a past Admin-
istration had to some extent been respon-
sible for the prices which have been
charged, I maintained that, although the
present Administration may in some in-
stances have made some modification of
the prices, while the system of classifica-
tion of lands was a good one, the basis
of prices was altogether wrong, and I
still maintain that this is so. I purposely
made the scope of my motion as wide as
possible in order to obtain from the Min-
ister some declaration of the policy of the
present Government in regard to those
prices which have been charged, and to
my way of thinking are being charged at
present and which will act injuriously to
the successful settlement of this country.
In moving the motion I mentioned that
I had no desire to embarrass the Govern-
ment or to make this a party question;
I had one idea in my mind and that was
what we all wish to see, namely that our
settlers are not unjustly treated and if
an injustice has been done that the in-
justice should be remedied at the earliest
possible moment. I remind hon. mem-
bers that I should have the unanimous
support of the House considering the
fact that at the last general elections the
matter of the high prices of land was
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made a burpiing question and I am some-
w hat surprised to find that the election
pledges made by some hon. members, and
very freely made, have during the short
space of two years been almost forgotten.

Mfr. Lander: About stealing their
little farmns from them?

Mr. A. E. PIE SSE: I know the hon.
memaber for Northam was vilified through-
out the length and breadth of the coun-
try on this very question of the price of
land and it is somewhat inconsistent on
the part of some hon. members opposite
that they have not been in their places
to-night to support those pledges which
they gave during the election campaign in
the contry districts.

The Minister for Lands: The prices
have been considerably lowered.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: Does the Minis-
ter allude to the recent classification of
lands which have been sold?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: I am prepared
to admit that in many instances the basis
of the classification is the same and the
basis of the prices mnay to some extent
have heen altered, but I still contend that
this basis is not a correct one. I have
come to this conclusion, after having given
the matter some consideration, and I
would ask the Minister to go more closely
into this quiestion with a view to finding
out whether he is not wrong. 'Under the
present Act minimum prices have been
fixed, s. fid. for third class land, Os. 3d.'
for second class land, and 10s. for first
class land, and I want to know who gave
any Minister or any department authority
to fix the prices at what they are fixed
to-day. After all, it is a matter of opin-
ion as to the prices and that is the crux
of the whole question.

The Minister for Lands: I agree that
is the difference of opinion, hut you are
not fixing the prices.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: I want to assist
the Minister and the Government, and
future Governments, to arrive at a more
satisfactory basis for fixing the price.

The Minister for Lands: The officers
say your ideas are wrong.

Mr. A. E, PIES SE: I consider that
the officers have to a great extent been
wrong all along in regard to this ques-
tion and surely, from the debate, the
Minister, putting aside all conditions of
party, miust realise, if he considers the
arguments advanced and the references
made, and the various objections raised,
and, in fact, he must know from having
lived in an agricultural district, and from
owning land, that there is a great deal of
discontent in regard to the prices of land
and is it not right that upon such an im-
portant question as this, which is the gov-
erning and the main factor in regard to
the successful settlement of our lands,
that this House should take into con-
sideration. and review the whole question,
and determine the proper method and
means of fixing the price? I suggested to
the Minister that a board, the personnel
of which should consist of some members
outside of officers of the department,
should have been appointed not only to
go into the question of rec-lassification but
at the same time to enable the Minister
to have such data as would assist him to
fix a satisfactory price for the various
qualities of our atgricultural lands. The
Minister has said that every member of
this House could vote for the motion. I
have not the sligh test doubt of that;, when
I introduced it I never expected that a
division would be taken upon it, but I
did expect that the Government, through
the Minister, would have seized the op-
portunity besides giving us the assur-
ance which I appreciate and which I be-
lieve the Minister does intend to act up-
on, and besides considering the question
of the reclassification of lands in the
wheat areas, and the fact that certain
instructions have been issued to the re-
sponsible officers, would have seized the
opportunity, I say, to deal with the ques-
tion of poison lands. I think the Minis-
ter should have been able on this motion
to-night to give me some definite infor-
mation. regarding the action which the
Government are determined to take to
meet the complaints and grievances of
those people who are already settled on
the poison lands.
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Tbe Minister for Lands: The officers
of the department say their prices are
fair, and that they have taken the poison
into consideration. What do you want
me to do, sack them?

Mr. A. E. PIESSB: I say that is the
crux of the whole question.

The Minister for Lands: Do you want
me to discharge them?

Mr. A. E. PIES SE: I do not. The
Minister knows that very well. As I
have said before, I know that we have
very estimable officers in that depart-
ment, gentlemen whom we are proud- of,
but are we going to allow that question
of prices -which is after all only the
opinion of one or two responsible
officers of the Lands Department, who

-do not come so closely into touch with
the varying conditions of these lands as
we do-

Mr. S. Stubbs: They have not bad
the practical experience.

Mr. A. E. PIE SSE: Is it not reason-
able to ask the Minister to obtain the
opinion of a practical man in each of
the districts where these lands are situ-
ated?

Mr. Dwyer: Why was it never done
before?

Mr. S. Stubbs: Two wrongs do not
make a right.

Mr. A. E. PIES SE: I have been en-
deavouring ever since I have been in this
House to have this done. The position
certainly was not so acute a few years
back as it is to-day. As a matter of
fact, as I 'pointed out upon the intro-
duction of this motion, I was responsible
for getting the late Minister for Lands
to visit that particular portion of the
district, that portion wherein I com-
plained that the poison lands had been
particularly over-valued. I was able,
some two and a half years ago, to get
the then Minister for Lands to visit the
district, and I think the honl. member for
Northam admitted then, and will admit
to-day, that so far as these poison lands
were concerned, and the special diffi-
culties under which these people were
labouring, that he was not fully seized
prior to that visit, of their special diffi-
culties.

Mr. Turvey: Did he take actioni
Mr. A. E. PIESSE: Yes. The hon.

member appointed that commission which
has been already referred to to-night,
and also earlier in this debate--a com-
mission composed of two men outside
the department, practical men, and a re-
sponsible departmental officer. That
commission was appointed some two and
a half years ago. They -reported, and
made certain recommendations which
have already been referred to earlier in
this debate. Those recommendations in my
opinion would, if acted upon, have given
considerable relief and satisfaction to
the people concerned. However, the re-
commendations were allowed to remain
dormant. Practically nothing has been
done, Two years have gone past, and
these people now are upon the verge
of desperation.

Mr. S. Stubbs: That is quite true.
Mr. A. E. PIESSE: I have endeav-

oured during the time I have been in
tbis House upon every occasion that has
offered, to point out that these ])eople
in the poison areas-most of them not
men with large holdings, mostly with
small holdings, too small in my opinion
to be successful-have very great diffi-
culties to contend with. I pointed out
before that unless something was done
and done immediately, these men 'would
probably have to leave the land. My
prediction has to a great extent come
true. Quite a number of these men -have
left their holdings. They have battled
along there against great disadvantages.
Some of thenm brought out a fow hun-
dred pounds, a good many of them were
married men and took their families
out there, and they have been hoping
ever since the late Minister visited that
district that some good would result from
the commission that had 'been appointed.
It is all very well for some hon. mem-
bers to smile in regard to this matter.
I am afraid some of them are apt to
look upon the party aspect, because the
hon. member for Northamn went there
and because this commission was ap-
pointed perhaps six months before a
general election took place. These poor
unfortunate people have been struggling
there for years. A good many of them
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have left-some probably gone into the
Bankruptcy Court, others have left the
district and gone back to the old country
much poorer than when they came,
broken down in body, spirit, and in some
eases almost in mind. I do not want
to paint this picture in such a way as
to discourage people from taking up
land; these men, as I have already
pointed out. were inexperienced in re-
gard to that country. Had they been
practical men and had they known the
special difficulties of poison, they would,
with the capital they had, no doubt have
made a success of their holdings. Un-
fortunately they did not have that ex-
perience and they) realise to-day-those
who are left-that they have spent the
few pounds they had. They borrowed
probably a good deal from thie Agricul-
tural Bank, and the position is that un-
less something is done immediately the
whole of these people in that particular
locality I have referred to-the Cohen
Soak settlement-will, within the next
twelve months, be driven off their hold-
ings. They have certainly gained from
the point of view of experience since
they have been there. They' have spent
what little money they brought and in
some cases have broken their hearts, never
wishing to see land again, and in other
cases it can easily be imagined what self-
sacrifices the wives of these men have had
to put up with.

Mr. S. Stnbbs: I will show that to the
Minister when he comes down.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE :I am sure that
when the Minister goes down and sees for
bimuelf the true position, he will admit
that I have not endeavoured to paint this
picture any' worse than it exists.

Mr. S. Stubbs :That is true.
Mr. A. E. PIESSE :I am sure that the

Minister will feel he has been neglecting
a duty i n not going to that particular
district earlier to see the position for
himself. So far as this reclassification
is concerned, these people have very
little indeed it, hope for if they have to
appeal again to the departmental officers
for a reclassification. That is already
borne out by' the evidene given to-night
by the PrTemier himself when he said the

reclassification in the Dinninup area had
already been increased-

Mr. S. Stubbs It was absolutely
wrong.

Mr. A. Ei. PIESSE :And in very few
instances have been reduced. If they are
going to be increased and it is going
to be the general policy of the Govern-
ment to allow that to be done, and the
system of the department to go on doing
that, as soon as these men get off the land
the b'4ter. They had better try and get
away with some little they have left than
be driven off the land altogether. I can
assure the Minister that unless more
sympathy is shown by the department
in this direction- -and I do not say it is
done wilfully, hut that I haive every con-
fidence in the officers of the department
whlo are trying to do their best-bitt I
say they are not fully seized of the speci-
al difficulties that surround that parti-
cular land. Mlight. I here suggest that,
considering our Lands Department have
to deal with so many clients spread over
so many hundreds of thousands, or mil-
lions, of acres of lands, with so many
different conditions existing in different
localities, that the Minister might take
into consideration the suggestion to al-
low his assistant under-secretaries to
spend a certain amount of their time,
which could be done with great profit, in
various districts of the State. It would
be absurd for any commercial under-
taking or commercial institution to en-
deavour to dispose of a large tract of
country such as we have in Western Aus-
tralia without being more thoroughly cog-
nisaint with the nature of that country.
Even if it meant appointing another of-
ficer or two, it would be a very profitable
proposal if the department allowed their
secretaries to go out into these districts,
spend a certain amount of time there, so
that they could understand'the particular
class of country they are dealing with,
and the various difficulties under which
these settlers labour. Then they would
lie able to deal more accurately with
those values. I was very pleased to hear
the Minister state that he was going to
pay a visit to the Dinainup and Coben
Soak districts at an early date. I suggest
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that he should take the officers respon-
sible for fixing the prices of that land
with him on this occasion, and then they
%kill be able t~o see what are the chances
of these men making a success of their
holdings. I am sure that, given some re-
asonable consideration, it is not too late
yet for them to become successful set-
tlers. Afer all, they are very loth to
leave these places although they have
had in many cases nothing but disaster
there. There is a certain amount of senti-
mnent attached very often to that bit of
fencing which they put up, or the small
borne they erected, especially when they
come to realise how much it has cost,
both of their strength and what little
capital they had. Therefore, they are
loth to leave these holdings, and are
pluckily hanging on so long as it is pos-
sible for them to bang on, hoping against
hope that something will be done for
them. I have already said I am some-
what disappointed that some more de-
finite action is not going to be taken in
regard to these poison lands. I appre-
ciate what the Minister has said in re-
gard to the wheat areas. I hope that
when it does happen that the board do go
into the prices in the wheat areas, that
redress will be given in those cases in
which an overcharge has been made.
There is nothing further that I wish to
say, except that the Minister must re-
alise that there can be no further delay
in this matter. If delay does take place
we are going to lose a certain number of
settlers.

Mr. S. Stubbs :Good men too.
Mr. A. E. PIESSE :Not only that,

but we will be declaring these lands to be
impossible of being successfully worked.
I am quite sure, as I have already men-
tioned, that the lands can be worked with
profit, provided that they are taken in the
proper way, and in many cases it
would be better to actually give
the land away, provided that cer-
tain conditions of improvement and
cultivation are carried out. It would be
cheaper to the country, and we would be
providing something that would be ain
asset to the country, which to-day is only
a menace. It is a menace to have such

large areas of poison country lying waste,
not safe to depasture a head of stock
upon, when that land could be improved
and cultivated or brought into some use
and made revenue-producing, even if
we had to give it away and charge noc
rent at all. There is one other matter
which I would touch upon and that is
the prices of the poorer lands alongside
existing railways. The Government must
realise that if we are going to bring these
lands into successful use and make them
revenue-producing to our raiways, to
assist the railways already built, they
must go into the question more closely
of the fixing of the prices and the altera-
tion of conditions, by way of making them
more liberal, that is, in regard to the sel-
ection of these lands. I am pleased to
know that the Minister will go to that
district, and I can only hope when this
motion is passed, although it will not
convey very much that is good to the M,%in-
ister in charge of the Lands Department,
that the discussion which has taken place
will, to some extent, cause the Govern-
ment to realise that they have grave res-
ponsibilities, and notwithstanding the fact
that many of these people were' settled
on the land by the previous Administra-
tion the present Government owe a duty
to those men who have done their part,
and it is now up to the Government, and
it is expected of them, to do theirs.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.18 pa.
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