Police Bill.

Hon. . SOMMERS : The amendient
had elicited something from the Govern-
ment  and an expression of opinion
from mwany members. He ubjected
to  re-enacting legislation which the
Government would not  enforce, and
was not entorced in the past. Either
the law should be entoreed as passed
by Davliament. or people should know
exactly what they were expected to
do.  One Commissioner of Police might
take one view of the law as to the sup-
pression of betting, and another Commis-
sioner might take a different view and
sweep away the practice of licensed bet-
ting. This had oceurred onee in the past.
If we passed the Bill as printed, it wonld
not attain the objects sought ; so it
would be wiser for this House to say
distinetly what should be done. Vietoria
bad crappled with the question, and had
been oblized to recognise that Parliament
could not suppress betting, but found it
necessary to permit the regisiration of
bookmakers on racecourses, at the same
time doing away with street betting and
shop betting. This House wmight follow
the same course, by providing for the
licensing of hookmakers. Having moved
the amendment he would rather test the
feeling of the House and call for a
division if necessary, becanse in atfempt-
ing to suppress betting in this State we
were attempting ton much. Wagering
was bad generally, but if permitted under
supervision such as that of the W.A.
Turf Club, we should give this little pro-
tection and try to bring about a reform
gradually.

Amendment put, and negatived on the
voices, The mover ealled for a division,
but there being only one voiee, a division
was not taken.

Question put and passed.

Clanse 77—This Aet not to extend to
stakes due to the owner of a horse win-
ning the race—agreed to.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.

The Hounse adjourned at 6.17 o’clock,
until the next day.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at £.30
o'clock pan

Prayers.

PETITION—R.C. (CHURCH TLANDS.

Mr. DAGLISH (Subiaco) presented a
petition relating to a proposed Bill
amending the Roman Catholie Chureh
Lands Amendment Aect. 1902,

Petition received.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Mines: 1, State-
ment of Expenditure under the Mining
Development Aet, 1902, to 30th June,
1907; 2, Papers relating to lease of
Boulder Lot 664 to Mr. Page. (Return
to Order of the House dated 31st July).

BILL-—STATISTICS.

Read a third time, and returned to the
Couneil with amendiments.

PRIVATE BILL—R.C. CHURCH
LANDS AMENDMENT.
Introduced by Mr. Daglish, read a
first time, and referred to a select com-
mittee.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY INQUIRY.

Select Commitiee, Change of a dMember.
Compluaints as to Tactics,

Mr. W. D. JOHNSOXN (chairman of
a seleet committee} moved—

Thal the hon. member for Gascoyne
{Mr. Butcher) be discharged from the
Select Committee re assistance lo Pas-
toralists, and that the hon. member for
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Mt Magnet (Mr. Troy) be appointed in
his stead.

The mover said: I regret it is necessary
for me to move this motion, as I looked
forward to the member for Gascoyne
giving me very valnable assistance on the
commnittee.  The member’s ability and
knowledge concerning the matter for in-
vestigation are well known to members,
and I regret very much the member ¢an-
not see his way to sit on the comnmittee.
It is not neeessary for me to give the
reasons at all.  Still T express my re-
gret at having to move this motion; the
mewmber has notified me that he cannot
see his way to sit.

The PREMIER. (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
I regret too that this motion is necessary
so far as the discharge of the member
for Gaseovne is concerned, for it is re-
cognished that he has speecial knowledge,
and it is desivable at least that some
members on the eommittee should have
special knowledge of the subjeect with
whieh they have to deal. With that ob-
ject in view I move as an amendment—

That the words “Mt. Magnet” (Mr.
Troy) be struck out, and “ Katanning "
(Mr. Piesse) inserted in leuw.”

Mr. T'roy : I decline to be struck out.

Mr. T. BATH (Brown Hill) : In ve-
card to the motion that the member for
Guildferd moved last Wednesday, I did
not speak on that oceasion because, so
far as the motion was concerned, T was
not one who hiad a belief that any great
amount of good would he obtained by
the passage of the motion. I was con-
firmed in that opinion by reason of the
fact that we had in the election of the
committee a repetition of the tacties
whiel' characterised the election of com-
mittees on previous oeccasions. The posi-
tion had always been before that—the in-
variable practice was—to elect two mem-
bers from each side, with the mover of
the motion for the select committee on
whichever side he happened to sit. That
practice was departed from last session,
and we had the obnoxious innovation
that select conmunittees were appointed to
Inquire into questions, and instead of the
election being carried out on the system
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I have indieated, which had worked so
advantageously and with good feeling
by mniembers on hoth sides, it was de-
parted from, and we had the obnoxious
system of having it made a party ques-
tion. Again this is repeated in the meo-
tion for the discharge of the member for
Gasecoyne from the cominittee, and the
substitution of the member for MMount
Magnet in his place. The Premier has
taken the unprecedented course, if we
except last session, by moving an amend-
ment substituting the name of the mem-
ber for Katanning. In view of that
proposal, backed up in all probability by
the erack of the party whip and the
exercise of the party vote, I am strongly
of opinion that the member for Cuild-
ford would best consult his own dignity
and the dignity of the House by having
no move to do with the ecommittee in re-
gard to which such despieable tacties
have been adopted. I strongly oppose
the amendment, and I say I did not
think the Premier would be guilty of
such tactics.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE (Katanning):
Before this question is put to the vote
I way say that I was under the impres-
sion that someone was required to take
the place of the member for Gaseoyne,
and as it was necessary for someone with
similar knowledge or a knowledge with
regard to pastoral matters to fll that
post, and as representations were made
te we, I said 1T would be quite agreeable
to act. In regard to any tactics, there
have been no tactics, only that we are
trying to do the best we can in a matter
which at the present juneture is requir-
ing attention at the hands of the House,
And I think it is just as well at this
stage to bring before members the neces-
sity of not making remarks about mem-
bers who sit on select eommittees, As
one who has filled a position in this
House from the commencement of Re-
sponsible Government I say, I feel with
others who have seen these matiers dealt
with previously, that we can allow these
matters to rest with confidence in the
hands of whatever select conmmittee is
appointed. Let that commitiee he from
either side of the House I shall not raise
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objections, because the very acceptance of
the position implies that those whe take
up the work will faithfully carry out
their duty. I would not bave risen ex-
cept for the vemark made by the Leader
of the OQpposition, which after all I
regret he has made, becanse T am sure in
his calmer moments he will see that it
reflects on meuibers of select committees
when elected. 1 feel as a member un-
biased, and as one who is desirous of
doing his duty to the country and as a
represeniafive in the House, I would not
allow any matter which may conéern
either side to influence me in regard to
my duty as a member of a select com-

wittee. In making these remarks I
feel that members are reflecting
generally on the honour and integ-
rity and the work of members
selected for such important posts as

conmmitteemen. L did not think there
would have been a vote on this question,
otherwise I would not have agreed to take
up the position, helieving there would
have heen a reruest made to withdraw
the name of the member for Mount Mag-
net. T helieve the request was made and
objected to. As the matter has gone
so far, as the Premier has moved that
I shonld be elected on the committee, if
it is the wish of the House I shall do
my duty,

Mr. T, WALKER (Kanowna) : We
are accustomed to hear lectures from
the member for Katanning in which he
asks us to be good boys and to trust
everybody. T wish that he had turned
his criticism against the mover of the
amendment amd not against the Leader
of the Opposition.

Hon. F. H. Piesse : T did not know
until the Premier moved the amendment
that the arrangement had not been agreed
ta,

Mr. WALKER : The hon. member
ntust see that he is a party to reflecting
on the commitiee by consenting to be
the nominee of the Premier to go on
this eommittee in substitution of a mem-
ber on this (Opposition) side who is to
he discharged.

The Premier : On this side.
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My, WALKER : The Premier knows
that the member whose name is pro-
posed has had his name printed and pub-
lished and it has gone forth to the
world that the member for Guildferd
proposed to insert, in lien of the mem-
her for Gascoyne, the name of the mem-
bher for Mount Magnet, Now it is pro-
posed, after that suggestion is made, to
discard or eliminate the name of the
member for Mount Magnet and substi-
tute another hon. member; ean there be
any wreater reflection on a member than
that ?

Thé Premier : Did not the hon. mem-
ber for Guildford express his regret that
the mewher for Gaseoyne had retired be-
eause that member had a speeial know-
ledge of the matter to be inquired into?

Mr. Collier : The member for Mount
Magmet has a knowledge of stock.

Mr. WALKER : T regret the member
for Gascoyne has retired from the com-
mittee, but when another name has heen
substituted for the name of the member
for (asecoyne, then to eavil at the other
name is unfair unless it is shown that
the hon. niember has no knowledge or is
incapable of acquiring knowledge on the
committee. Is he incapable of fulfilling
the functinnx requisite on sueh a com-
mittee ?

The Premier : Exeuse me. The mem-
ber for Gaseoyne suggested, I understand,
to the member for Guildford that the
member for Katanning sheould go on the
committee in his stead.

Mr. WALKER : Would that make it
the emmrect course to take %

Mr. Troy : No ; the member for Gas-
coyne asked me on the night the vote was
talken if 1 would act in his stead, and I
veplied that I did not then know whether
I would be able to do se.

Mr. WALKER : ¥Now we have the
position explained : the member for Gas-
covne, being anxious to retire from the
committee, first asks the member for Mt.
Magnet to aet for him, but the member
for Mt. Magnet is doubtful whether he
will be ahle to do s0 ; and the member
for Gascoyne then asks the member for
Guildford to substitute the member for
Katanning. That is practically the posi-
tion : and for what reason has this heen
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done ¥ T would like to ask how it is
there is such a consensus of opmion that
the only man qualified to act on that
committee in lien of the member for Gas-
coyne is the member for Katanning 1
What sort of inner circle, what sort of
mysterious oceult intuition is it that
arrives at this decision 3 It looks to me
as if this House does not manage—that
it is not allowed to manage itself. There
are eliques and little behind-the-seenes
arrangements whereby the Government in
power take advantage of their majority
fo gain an unfair advantage on all select
committees appointed.

The Premier : That statement is ab-
solutely ineorrect and the hon. memher
knows it.

Mr. WALKER : It is not ; it is abso-
lutely true. It has been done more than
once. I have been a withess to instances
where it has been understood and agreed
that this side of the Honse should bave
two members on a committee, but the
other side has not kept faith on the
fuestion and has asked for three mem-
bers on the committee, to the elimination
of one member from this side.  That
has happened more than once and it is
an unfair position. If the member for
Katanning gets on to this eommittee, will
not that side of the House have three
representatives to one from this side ?

Mr. Bath : And the committee was
moaved for from this side.

The Premier: Were lhere mot three
before ¢

Mr. WALKER : That does not matter.
It was unfair, and it was not the original
snggestion that three n:embers from the
Government side should be apnointed on
the committee. Not that the member for
Gascoyne was objected to by this side;
bhe was in the first suggested lisi. This
side of the House had every faith in the
member for Gascoyne as one who could
throw wvaluable light on the subject and
assist in an inquiry into a question of this
kind. But it is now proposed to foist
another member on the committee, in
spite of the wishes of the mover, and in
spite of this side of the House. That is
my objection, and I think it a reasonable
one. I do not know where the suggestion
to substitute the member for Katanning
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for the member for Mt. Magnet came
from, but it came from somewhere on the
Grovernrent side of the House ; and once
the decision was mrived at, it was soon
circulated —whether by the Whips or not
I do not know but somecne went round.
I have scen, when a committee was to
be appointed, and it was thought neces-
sary to have three members from that
side in the interests of the Treasury
bench, the Whips employed in trying to
foil the wishes of the mover and the
wishes of this side of the House. In
nther parts of the warld the proposer of
A committee usnally nominates the
members to sit on that committee.
But that is not done here; in-
stead there is a sort of understanding
that the Whips on each side tell
members whom they are &0 vote for.
Elsewhere the names of members are
placed on the Notice Paper, so that mem-
hers may know who is nominated for a
ecomiittee ; and then when it is proposed
to add to or eliminate from the lists, it
is done by direet motion in muneh (he
same way as has been done here to-night.
That would he a fairer and a better way.
T desire to protest against the member
for Katanning preaching at those on the
Opposition side as to the neeessity for
fair play. If he wants to sée fair play,
he should read his lectures to those sit-
ting en the Government side; and I wish
to tell him that if there is at times un-
fairness on the part of members on this
side, he himself is unfair in this instance
because he is a party to unfairness.
The hon. member is in this instanee living
m a glass house, and therefore should not
throw stones. Are members on this side
to quietly submit to indignities, to re-
buffs, to insults, and te positive wrongs
because we are in a minority ¢ Does the
hon. member think that is right ¥ And
if one of our members, partieularly the
Leader of the Opposition, happens to
protest, must he be subjected to a Sun-
day-school leeture by the member for
Katanning 7 Is that the dose of physie
we are to have every day ?

Mr. Taylor : We have been having if
for years now ; we are used to it.

Mr. WALKER : I know that ; but I
protest against it. T protest against this
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talse prefence of virtue, when the hon.
member is himself culpable of partici-
pating in a wrong done to a member of
thiz side of the House, the member for
Mt. Magnet. That hon. member (Mr.
Trov) eamot be iimpurned on the score
of honesty.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE : I made no re-
flection in regard to any member of this
House. What [ said was that if mem-
bers would read up the Standing Orders
they would see that the selection of select
colunitiees was enfrusted to the House,
and that it was expected of every memn-
ber, after having taken an oath to do his
duty to the country, that he would do
his duty fairly and without vegard to in-
fluence, in respect of any matter brought
forward.  And since the hon. member
talks about wmy lecturing members on
that side, I will say this——

My, Underwood : Ts that a point of
order 7

Mr. SPEAKER : If the mewber for
Kanowna aecused the hon. member for
Katanning of bias, or of imputing mo-
tivez to him, he is certainly incorrect, for
the member for Katanuing did not do
that in his remarks.

Mr. WALKER : I did not accuse the
hon. member of imputing anvihing, I
am asking a question. I wish to know
what is the source of the objection to
the meniher for Mt. Magoet, and wiy it
Is gought (o get rid of him and get an-
other man on the ecommitiee. I submit
I am perfectly justified. The hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Piesse), if he did not say so,
inferentially implied that he was the
only man for the position ; and if he
did that, he thereby implied inferentially
that the member for Mt. Magmet was not
the man for the position. That is clear;
no other meaning can he taken from his
remarks—that the member for Mt. Mag-
net has not the necessary knowledge,
What is there to he done in a seleet com-
mittee requiring speecial knowledge 2
The mover of the motion, as chairman,
direets the course of inquiry, and the
other members asist ; and is the member
for Mt. Magnet so devoid of intelligence
that, once he comes into an inquiry, he
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cannol see where ¢uestinns are necessary,
whether answers are consistent or ineon-
sistent, whether knowledge is super-
abundant or deficient; so deficient that
he eannot push questions farther 9 Has
he not suflicient intelligence and ecapacity
to make an ordinary deduction? And
what speeial knovwledge, forsooth, is re-
quired to assist the pastoralist ¢  [Mr.
Gull: We are not going to do that.]
1 hear the huyer of cows who went to
the East now making a noise similar to
the sncking of a teat, as if to imply that
I am talking nonsense. T wish to know
what there is about this partienlar pas-
toral inquiry that requires special know-
ledge.

Mr, Gull : It would be an absolute
waste of time to tell the hon. member,
because he has not sufficient intelligence
to understand it.

Mr. WALKER: Where is the know-
ledge eoming from? TFrom the witnesses,
Caunot the member for Mt, Magnet ques-
tion a witness properly? I wish to
know why he is to be passed over. Upon
the seore of absolute fairness, I thiuk
our side ought to be represented by the
hon. member; it would be fair to have
two from each side. Have the Govern-
nment picked uapen iwo duffers, apart
from the member for Gascoyne, that they
have not sufficient representation in the
two members already selected?  They
have two members; let us, then, have two
from our side. [Mr. Ewing: I under-
stood you had two.] No: we have only
one, and the Government now want three
from their side to the one from our side,
I object to this advantage for the Gov-
ernment on eommittees—that is the soul
of my protest; and I object also to that
course of leetures which renders it never
safe for our side to endeavour to get fair
representation on a committee. Whilst
T recognise that the appointment of com-
mittees should not be a party matier, yet
T recognise also that the Government arve
too often guilty of making it a party
question.  In order to avoid the sus-
picion of anything of a party question
in an inquiry of this kind, and in fair-
ness to onr side, we should have equal
representation on this eommittee with
the other side of the House.
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Mr. W. J. BUTCRER (Gaseoyne):
I sinecerely regret that through any ae-
tion of mine, this trouble should have
arisen. [Opposition Member: Not from
your action; from the Premier’s.] I
wish, at any rate, to exonerate the Pre-
mier and other hon, members who have
been atacked during the eourse of this
debate from having done anything at all
underhand, or anything which was not
perfectly justifiable. It wmatters not
whai the enstom is, or what the Standing
Orders say on this question. Since I
have been in this House the custom has
been that a mover for a select committee
nomninated those who were to sit on the
committee.  That has been the course
usually adopted while I have been in the
House—[Mr. Taylor: TUntil last ses-
sion] —and the mover was justified in
following that custom in this instance.
The members nominated by the mover
were Mr. Troy, Mr. Underwcod, Mr.
Male, and myself; but for some reason
the member for Canning (Mr. Gordon)
was substituted for Mr. Troy. So far as
I know, that was an innovation. T found
that in the circumstances I would not be
able to take part in the committee, and
aceordingly asked the member for Guild-
ford to move for my removal from the
committee and to substitute some other
member’s name. He agreed to do so, if
Mvr. Troy would take the place I was va-
cating on the commitiee; and I under-
stand that Mr. Troy agreed to take my
place. Shortly afterwards the Premier
saw me and asked whether the member
for Guildford would agree to the substi-
tation of Mr. Piesse for myself. T
undertook to see the member for Guild-
ford and ascertain if he were agreeahle
to that course; bot I had no opportunity
that evening of learning whether that
member had seen Mr. Troy. It was not

until this afternoon I learned the mem- -

ber for Mt. Magnet had agreed to take
my place on the committee;” and it was
not until T put a question to him this
evening that I learned he would not with-
draw. I regret sincerely that any trouble
has arisen, and 1 hope that members will
believe there has heen no underhand
work so far as I am concerned,
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Alr. JOHNSON (mover) : I think it
desirable to speak to the amendment. and
if necessary to speak later in reply, at
the conclusion of the debate. I was in-
fluenced to table this motion because I
thought the House and the country
wanted a litttle move information than
they lad or conld acquire here on the
question of assisting the pastoralists and
at the same time protecting fthe eon-
sumers, There is evidenee that I
brought no party feeling into the gues-
tion, as is proved to-day by the remarks
of the Leader of the Opposition, who
had no notion that I was hringing for-
ward this motion.  As a matter of faet,
I question whether any Opposition mem-
ber knew of the motion except the mem-
ber for Ivanhoe (Mr. Scaddan), whoe
happened to be with me when [ sat
down to write it ont. I moved the
motion because I felt we did not have
sufficient information on  the question
brought up in debate on the Address-in-
Reply ; and after I had moved it the
Government Whip (Mr. Gordon) canie
to me, as is usnal when a member moves
for a select committee, and asked what T
wanted. Ever since I first entered Par-
liament T have always found that the
wmover of o motion for a seleet eomn-
mittee is consulied as to the members he
wishes to have'on the committee: con-
sequently 1 submitted to the Whip the
names of the members for Mount Mag-
net (Mr. Troy), Pilbarra (Mr. Under-
wood), Gascoyne {Mr. Butcher), and
Kimberley (Mr. Male). I asked for
those four members beeause T thought I
counld get from them information as to
the best possible source of evidence, and
it is evidence I want. T do not want un
the committee men who have a speeial
knowledge of the pastoral industry, hut
men who can assist us in laying our hands
on information that is to guide us in
submilting onr repork; consequently T
mentioned the four members who, 1 feel,
{ruly represent the pastoral industry.
But immediately the Whip replied. “You
are not gong to have those four mem-
bers. We shall not let you have three
members on the committee,” T said,
“You are once more bringing party into
this question. Is it necessary that you
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should  have three  Government sup-
porters?’  He replied, * Strike out
Troy’s name, and put Gordon’s on” I
:said, * That is bringing party into a cen-
sideration where there is no party spirit
necessary. Surely, if there are two on
the Govermnent side and two in Oppo-
sition, with the wover as chairman, you
should De perfectly satishied.” And 1
should like to draw your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to the faet, wililech yon will
-dunbtloss rewember, that party spint was
exhibited. We found (he Government
Whip going round the benches, pointing
«out that the committee supggested coun-
sisted of se-and-so, and appealitg to the
members to strike off the nanwe of the
wmember for Mount Magnet bozanse the
‘member for Canning Mr. Goraon) de-
sired to act on the commitice.  And
moreover, we find the Treasurer ricinye in
‘his place and undaly taking up 1le tie
uvf the House to keep the debate going
until the tea adjournment. When one
sees such things in such a debate one is
«disgusted; and I may say 1 feel heartily
sick to-night of the whole concern. In-
fluenced by a desire to assist the eountry
I moved for this select committee, what
consideration did I receive from the
‘Government? The hallot was taken, the
member for Canning (Mr. Gordon)
-elected, and the member for Mount Mag-
net {Mr. Troy) rejected. The member
for Gascoyne {Mr. Butcher} then told
‘me he could not possibly sit on the com-
mittee. I veplied, “ There was a wman
struek off. Mr. Trov: he was a candidate,
and was almost elected.” Consequently 1
moved to substitute Mr. Troy for Mr.
Butcher. Then we are told to-night that
I was consulied as to placing the member
for Katanning (Hon. F. H. Piesse) on
the committee. I was consulted, but just
:a few minutes before I had to rise to
move my motion. Members will recollect
that I was speaking on the question to
the Leader of the Opposition and the
‘member for Mount Magnet when the
motion was called on, and I had to leave
them without coming to any eonclusion
-on the matter. T explain this to mem-
bers in order that they may realise that
I did not bring any party spirit inte this
question, and I did not move the motion
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with any view to party considerations,
bul with a desire to serve the couniry,
and that the party spirit was visibly in-
troduced by the Government Whip in
the hirst place, and has been introduced
again fo-night. T am not uvne of those
who think that even though we bring
party eonsiderations into sueh a cuestion
we cannot get on the select commitice
members who will give fair consideration
to the matter before them ; consequently
I am prepared to proceed with the com-
nmittee, and to do what 1 think necessary
to get the information in the best inter-
ests of the country. And I believe the
Governnent were wrang for making this
a parly question, and have been wrong
repeatedly in doing the same thing, I de-
plore the fact that we constantly see the
Whips going around the benches dictating
to members on the Government side how
they will vote. It is disgraceful. Never
before in the whole of my experience of
Parliament have I seen more disgraceful
party tacties than have been practised
in this Parliament. On all questions we
find the Whip geing round and absolately
dictating to members on the Govermment
side how they will vote, not only for
seleet committees, hut on other questions;
and then Ministers say when they go to
the eountry, “Do not vote for the Labour
party ; they have not a conscience above
caucus ; they ecannot vote acording to
their conscience.” Yet we find the CGov-
ernment Whip continuaily on all motions,
and on a motion of this sort partienlarly,
dictating to members, from party con-
siderations, exactly how they shall voie.
This is absolutely disgraceful, and will
eventually ruin the country if the prae-
tice is allowed to continue much longer.

Mr. 1. C. G. FOULKES (Claremont) :
I have risen only to reply to a statement
of the member for Kanowna (Mr.
Walker), who, like the member for Gas-
coyne (Mr. Butcher), said it is the
practice in this House for the mover of
a motion such as this to have practically
the right of nominating the committee.
[Mr. Johnson: Suggesting it.] Tt is
true that on various questions not of
much importance the mover of the motion
does suggest the names of certain mem-
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bers for election as the commitiee. For
instanee, on the Bill just introduced by
the wember for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish)
he mentioned varions members to me,
suggesting that I shounld vote for them.
I ennsidered it was an unimportant Bill,
and voted for all the members he sng-
gested. But this does not mean that on
important motions of this sort we should
accept the dietum of any member who
happens to move for a select conunittee.

Mr. Troy: That has been the invariable
custom in the House, as you well know.
I have laoked up the records.

Mr. FOULKES : I disagree with the
hon. member, On unimportant matters
I agree it does not matter whom we
select to form commiftees ; but in this
cazse there should be no question of
party, and no sueh question has in my
opinion arisen. [Mr. Troy interjected.]
T would ask the hon, member to keep
quiet for a moment. This is what hap-
pened. The other evening, when the
question of the emunnittee was disenssed,
there was a strong feeling amongst many
members that the member for Katanning
(Hon. F. H. Piesse) should aet on the
eommittee. T asked him whether he would
act, but unfortunately he did not feel
well enough ; and I feel certain that was
why he was not then elected. I think I
communicated my views to the member
for East Fremantle. [Mr. Angwin :
No.]  Anylow, I told an Opposition
member that many members would like
to have the member for Katanning on
the committee.  But I protest strongly
against the notion that the mover of a
motion for a select committee should
think he has the sole right of nominating
those who shall act on the eommitiee.
Srppose it were on a mining matter,
Suppuse I were to move for a seleet com-
mittee to deal with such a question, what
a howl of indignation would be heard
from the Opposition if I proposed that
the committee should consist of members
gitting on my left (Government cross-
benches). The Opposition would say
that those members knew nothing about
mining, and what right had I to suggest
sueh a man as the memher for Williams
{Mr. Cowcher). In sueh a case I should
certninly ask the member for Boulder
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{Mr. Collier) to act. Party considerations
would - not affect me in the slightest.
Somne members say the Whip was around
dietating.  Nothing of the kind. [Mr.
Troy : He was, certainly.] He was not.
The member for Katanning did not
feel well enough to act ; but to-day he
says he is willing to act, and I, as well
as the whole House, have every confidence:
that he will do his duty.

Mr. Bolton: Why was he not suggested
instead of the member for Canning (Mr.
Gordon) ¢

Mr. FOULKES : I do not know about
any of those changes. Whether they
came from that side of the House of
from this, we want the best possible man.
[Mr. Walker : What is wrong with Mr.
Tvoy ?]  There is nothing wrong with
Mr. Troy. He has no special desire to
act on the committee. The other evening
he was asked whether he cared to act,
and he said he did not. But this evening
awing to the strong expressions of the
memher for Kanowna and the Leader of
the Opposition, he thinks that for party
reasons perhaps le had better act, [Mr.
Bolton : Was he not nominated 7] He
nentioned that he did not cave about
aeting. We ean consider only what he
said. That shows le is not particularly
anxious to he on the committee. I am
still of the opinion I held the other even-
ing, that the member for Katanning
shonld be one of the first members elected
on the committee,

Mr. Bolton : "We have no ohjection
but his name should have been in the:
first lot.

Mr. FOULKES : Unfortunately he-
did not feel well enough to aet ; and as-
the interjector says, he should be one of”
the first members elected. This evening:
I shall fully expect the hon, member to
vote for the member for Katanning,
The member for North Fremantle said
just now that the member for Katanning:
should have heen the first to be selected
on this eommittee ; now the hon. member
is of a different opinion.

Me. J. B, HOLMAN (Murchison) :
-After listening to the little lecturette
of the member for Claremont regarding
the appointment of select enmmittees,.
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we have only te refer to the tacties, the
miserable tactics of the Government last
-session, when the select committee on
gweating was being appointed in this
«Chamber. We had on this side of ihe
House men of practical experience ex-
tending over many years, there was the
member for Hannans (Mr. Ware) wha
has probably more experience of the
sweating evil than any other member, but
that hon. member was not appointed on
that committee owing to the migerable
action of a party in this House, who on
every possible oceaston—perhaps when
‘they are atraid that some of their tacties
may be exposed-—pack the select com-
mittee that may report’ to the House.
We hear the menmber for Katanning and
the member for Claremont telling us now
that they desire to have men with prae-
tical experience placed on these com-
mittees; but why did they not place a
man with practieal experience on a com-
mittee last session? [ say it is only a
party move on the part of the Govern-
ment to try te prevent a fair and rea-
:sonable report being presented to this
Honse on this hmportant question.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member is
-out of order in making that reflection.

Hon, F. H, Piesse: It is what I say;
it is a reflection on hon. members.

Mr. HOLMAN : If T have reflected
-on any wmember, which I am not allowed
-to do by the Standing Orders, I must
qualify the remark, but if T am per-
mitted to make a remark, perhaps all T
-can say is, “after the experience of last
session.” I say that we should appoing
a committee as we have always done in
the past. A committee that is appoirnted
from this House to go away to get im-
portant information should have the sup-
port of the whole of the members of the
House ; but when such taetics as these
-are brought in, I maintain that we will
not have any confidenee in the report of
the committee when it is presented. As
regards the experience of the two mem-
bers wha have been nominated to-night,
we must admit that the member for
Katanning in the old days had some ex-
perience in the squatting and meat ques-
tions, but I maintain that during the last
#gven or eight years the member for
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Mount Magnet (Mr. Troy) has had far
more experience than the mnember fur
Katanning, beeause the member for
Katanuing has devoted praciically ihe
whole of his time to the cultivation of
the land and to milling, while on fues-
tions of inquiry the member for Mt.
Magnet has had more practieal experi-
ence in hringing forward evidence.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must nel be personal; it is unbecoming.

Mr. HOLMAN : [ am sorry that you
did not bring forward the same phase
of the question when other members were
speaking, when hey brought forward the
qualities of the member for Katanoing

as azainst those of the member for
Mot Magnet : and [ deeply regret

that because I am bringing forward the
question of the qualifiecation of the twe
members to bring out evidenee—because
the memher for Mount Magnet has had
ten thmes more experience of extracting
evidence from witnesses than the member
for Katanning has (I say that without
fear of contradietion) and because I
mamtain ibat we want on the committees
those who ean extract the hest evidence
from the wiinesses that come hefore them
—1 should have attention drawn to my
remarks while other members are al-
lowed to make theirs.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must not make reflections.  The hon.
member in those remarks reflected on
myself, I will not allaw him or anybody
else to do so while T am in the Chair.

Mr. Holman : T am going to ask for
the same right in this House as any other
member.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon.
shall always have it at my hands.

Mr. Holmar : It is more than I have
had yet.

[Several members expressed dissent.]

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
should not reflect. I do not make any
distinetion whatever, but as the hon.
member exceeded himself T was in duty
hound to bring it under his notice, and
T did it as politely as I counld.

member

Mr. M. F. TROY (Mount Magnet) :
I have no desire to speak at any length
on this question, being a nominee of the
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nmember for Guildford, and as my name
has been frequently mentioned during the
course of the debate T feel a little diffi-
dence ahout referring to the wmatter at
all. However, I want to point out
cleariy that before this committee was
appointed, on the night the wmember for
Guildford moved his motion, the hen.
member asked me if I would sit upon the
committee. He said he desired to have
above all things represented on that eom-
mittee menhers of the House who largely
represented the pastoral industry, and

since my electorate is above all things’

one in which this industry is earried on
to some extent he desired to have me ap-
pointed on the committee. There can be
no doubt that the action of the Govern-
ment in regard to the appointment of
this conmnittee was a party action, be-
canse I saw the member for Canning,
the Government Whip, go round whip-
ping up members, and I knew it was in
regard to the appointment of this com-
mittee beeause 1 heard it discussed in the
corridors. I knew perfectly well it was
going to bhe a party vote, because Min-
isters and the Whip were whipping, and
the Treasurer stonewalled until the tea
adjournment so that members might come
here and vate, and so that the name of
the mewber for Katanning might be put
on instead of mine. T wish to protest
against the introduction of party tactice
I matters of this kind. It was never
done in this House, notwithstanding what
the member for Claremont says, until
last session, when it was done by the
present Government for the first time.
That was in connection with the appoint-
ment of the select eommittee on sweating,
when the name of the member for Cool-
gardie (Mr. Kddy)} was inserted in place
of the name of the member for Hannans
(Mr. Ware). I am sorprised at the
bypoerisy of the Government.

Mr. SPEAKER : That is out of order.

Mr. TROY : I will tell the House why.

Mr. SPEAKER: The word is ohjec-
tionahle.

Mr. TROY : Then I withdraw and say
I am swprised at the change of front
of the member for Katanning to-night.
He has always appeared to be a very fair
man, and for a long time we gave him
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credit for being a fair man, but at the
same time in eonnection with the ap-
pointment of the select committee on
sweating the member for Katanning came
to me and said, ¥ Why did you not tell
me this party element was being brought
in, becanse few members on that {Gov-
ernment) side would countenanee it
for one moment?” But what a ehange to-
day ! For party purposes the hon.
member leaves himself in the hands of
the Government. By that sort of con-
duct a man must lose the respect of this
House, and it is going to lose for the
hon. member any respeet I may have for
him. This party business has gone too
far in this House. I only allowed my
name to be submitted a second time be-
cause I desired to protest. It has gone
too far, it refleets no eredit on the
gentleman responsible for if, and cer-
tainly very little on any gentleman
who gets up in this House and
desires to justify if, Reference has been
made to the particular fitness of persons
to sit on the seleet committee, and no
doubt the member for Katanning has a
larger business and worldly experience
than myvself; in that respeet certainly he
is move it Tor any work of this character
or any other character; but at the same
time it must be admitied that many of
the gentlemen who have oceupied posi-
tions in this State as Ministers of the
Crown have had no previous experience
go far as ftheir positions are concerned.
I ask the Minister for Mines what experi-
ence he had before le became Minister
for Mines., [Mr. Taylor: None at all:
absolutely nene.]  With all due respect
to the Minister, he had an interest in min-
ing, but he bhad ne practical mining ex-
perience; none at all; he admits it, T
ask what particular experience of agri-
culture had the Honorary Minister. He
was a banker; certainly he had a few
farms, but he never earried on any prac-
tical agrienltural work on those farms,
because he left the work to overseers and
paid agents. Then take the Colonial
Becretary in the other House, What par-
ticular experience had the Colonial See-
retary in conneetion with the department
of the Colonial Seeretarv? He was a
contractor; he was a carpenter; and
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therefore he had no particular acquaint-
ance with the work. It i1s absolute rot
for any member of this House to say
thut because a person has no partienlar
experienice in connection with a certain
business he is not able to sit on a select
commiltee or occupy any other office. I
have sat on a select committee and have
had experience of the work. Any person
whoe will sit on a select committee with
an endeavour to sift the evidence should
do so, but the only intention ihe Gevern-
wment have in submitting the name of
the member for Katanning this afternoon
is 10 make it a party guestion and nothing
else. The Government are afraid to let
three members from the Opposition sit on
the committee, because they want a party
report.  So  far as reflections are
concerned, a lot of heat has Theen
bronght into this debate. The member
for Katanning has remarked that reflee-
tions have heen cast throughoul the
Chamber. I ask what greater insalt and
refleciion ean be cast upon any man than
to have his eandidature opposed for the
purpose of putting another in his place.
The Premier ecast a reflection on me in
‘endeavouring to substitute the name of
the member for Katanning for mine.
[The Premier: Ro.] If the Premier de-
sired to aet in all fairness on this matter
he could have eome to me and asked me
how I felt on the matter; hecause my
nawme was on the Notice Paper, the notice
of niofion was given some time ago; and
if the Premier desired to econsult my
feelings he should have come to we. Had
be dune so and put forward good reasons
I certainly would bhave been the first to
withdraw in favour of the member for
Katanning. T have no desire to press my
elaims at all. I only allowed my name
to he submitted hecause in the first place
the member for Gascovne (Mr. Buicher)
asked me and urged me to have my name
submitted, and in the second place be-
canse the member for Guildford came to
me and urged me to do so. I regret that
the question has been made a party
affair. It is a most undignified posi-
fion (o place any member in, and it is
a state of affairs which I hope will not
oceur again in this House. The blame
lies alone on the shoulders of the Gov-
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ernment and their supporters, because
they could easily have prevented this sort
of thing bad they only acted in a fair
and manly spirit towards members on
the Oppositton side of the House.

Mr. G, TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
I would like to point out that this is not
the first time in this House I have had
reason to object to procedure adopted on
occasions of this deseription. I  have
perused the records of this Parliament
from its earliest ineeption and I find on
looking at the names of members placed
on.seleet comuuitices in the days of Siv
John Forrest, when Mr. Illingworth was
leading a very small Opposition in the
House, Mr. Illingworth eould have two
members on select eommitiees.  All mem-
bers need do is to peruse the records of
Parliament to find that. The first time
a departure was made was last session;
it has been referred to repeatedly; it was
then made by the present Premier in cou-
nection with the seleet comumiitee on
sweating., [Mr. Bolton: By the Whip.]
T do not know that the Premier allows
the Whip to control Parliament. T think
the Whip is under the control of the
Premier, I am sorry the member for
Canning could netl see his way elear last
vear to act on aceount of too many
Premiers, bui ihis  year there is
only one Premier. I am  sorry
indeed that the Premier of this
State then adopted tacties similar
to those he has adopted this afternoon.
I opposed the appointment of the eom-
mitiee, as we already have evidence in
the votes and proceedings of this House,
and I wonld recommend the member for
Guildford to drop the committee alto-
wether, For it savours altogether too much
for any member to touch it. I would not
allow myself to be made use of for
party purposes in this House by any
Premier, and that is what a member who
supports this amendment will do. If
the amendment is carried fhe committee
will bring in a report suitable to the
wishes of the Government. If not, why
should the Government desire to have
three members of their side of the House
on the commitiee and only one member
fram this side ; of course that is other
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than the mover of the motion. It is
seandalous, and I am not going to be
bludgeoned by the Government inte ae-
cepting eonditions of this kind without
resenting their eonduet. T have been too
jong 1in this House for mushroom
Premiers to go round with their sneak-
ing tacties without resenting them.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must withdraw that expression.

The Premier: 1 insist on a withdrawal.
He knows he is telling a deliberate un-
trmth.

Mr, SPEAKER: I call upon the mem-
ber for Mount Margaret first to with-
draw, and then the Premier to withdraw.

Mr. TAYLOR : T will withdraw the
remark, and I will now allow the Premier
to withdraw.

The Premier : 1 withdraw the remark.

Mr., TAYLOR : When feeling runs
high i a Chamber of this deseription,
men with blood in their veins will give
vent to what they believe to be true, I
am glad that this Chamber is becoming
a debating Assembly instead of a morgue
as it has been the last few years. With
regard to this question of the appoint-
ment of seleet eommittees: the records
show very eclearly what has bheen the
course adopted during the past few
years. I have here a list of about eight
select committees, whose appointment
cover a period of a number of years, and
I find therein the names of hon. members
siiting on both sides of the House, the
systein adopted being that two mem-
bers are selected from each side in ad-
dition to the mover, irrespective of where
the mover sits. That has been the custom
carried out for all time until {ast session,
the principle has been deparied from
again  now. I do not believe in the
principle of allowing any hon. imember
to nominate who shall he on a select eom-
mittee ; the House should do that, I
always opposed that principle, but it has
now heen adopted for all thne. T will
not, however, allow it to he superseded
now for any party purpeses hy something
which 1s much worse, and I refuse to
allow it fo he adopted without friction.
In the past we have had select commit-
tees, and great numbers of them ap-
pointed without friction. These com-
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imittees have presented their reports io
Parliament, and on some occasions the
reports have been rejected and on others
aceepted. I am very somry that the
member for Gascoyne cannot see his way
clear to sit on this comniittee, for [ be-
lieve that, if there be any wman in this
Chamber capable of sifting the position
of pastoralists from the evidence of any
witnesses examined, it is he. T am also
sorry to see the mode adopted by the
Government in substituting for him the
hon. member for Katanning. Candidly,
I do not believe that, if the hon. member
for Katanning knew as much hefore he
allpwed his name to be submitted as he
does now, he would have sanctioned his
nomination to the committea. However,
{he position he is in now is that his name
has heen mentioned.

‘Mon, F. H. Piesse (in explanation) :
This matter has been raised once or fwice
before. The question of the appoint-
ment to the commitiee was mentioned to
e by members, but when I was told that
the member for Mount Magnet was likely
to be nowinated, I said that unless there
was a unanimouns opinion with regard te
the appointment T was not prepared to
sit. I was much surprised to find that
there was opposition to the nomination,
as 1 believed that everyone would be
agreeable to my taking a seat vn the
committee. I did not cave to fill this
position as I have mueh to do, *but as
there seemed to be a desire that I should
aet, I expressed my willingness to have
my name submitted. It was only the re-
marks afterwards that caused heat and
temper in the House. I am not one to
he put down more than any other mem-
her,

Mr. TAYLOR: I have listened to the
explanation, and I am sure now that had
the hon. member known as much before
this amendment was moved as he does
now, he wonld not have allowed his name
to be submitted. The member for Katan-
mig does not move my feelings when he
gets up and lectures the House. Some
meinbers may be anoyed, but that is be-
cause they are not acustomed to being
leetured by that hon. member, We whe
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have heen in the House a long time iake
these Jectures for what they arve worih.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must ¢onfine himself to the question.

Mr. TAYLOR : T am confining my
remarks to the question before the House.

My, SPEAKER : I have given the
hon. member every lafitude, but he must
confine himself to the question before the
House, and this he is not doing. The
member for Katanning is not the ques-
tion hefore the House.

Mr. Bath : Yes it 15,

Mr. TAYLOR : The hon. member’s
name is submitted. Read the amend-
nent, v

Mr. SPEAKER : If the member for
Mount Margaret persists in the course he
Lias been following during the last mo-
ment or two, T shall be compelled to take
certain steps. .

Mr. TAYLOR : With all respeet T ask
that the amendment should be read, and
then we can see if the hon. member for
Katanning’s name is not mentioned. I
will know what my position is.

Mr. SPEAKER : There is a  dif-
ference between speaking to a member's
nante as inentioned in an amendment and
speaking of that member personally.
You have no right to refleet on him in
debating the personnel of a select eom-
miftee.  There s moderation in  all
things. and I ask the hon. memher to be
moderate in this.

Mr. TAYLOR : I ask vou to read the
amendment so that T shall know what T
am debating.

Mr. SPEAKER : The guestion is:
“ That the words proposed to he struck
out stand part of the question.”

Mr. TAYLOR : With the object of
meluding other words.

Mr. SPEAKER : That comes after-
wards,

Mr. TAYLOR : We are discussing the
necessity for removing the name of the
member for Gaseoyne from the seleet
committee, and substituting ihat of the
member for Katanning. That is what
the Premier said. Is that wlat he wants,
or mayv it be that he will mention some
other member whose qualifications we will
then he able to diseuss ?
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Mr. SPEAKER :
fleet on any mewber.

Mr. TAYLOR : I am not reflecting
on any mewmber, but I will have justice.
Other members can refleet as mueh as
they desire, but the moment an hon.
wember on this side of the House
brings forward anything which is not
liked, or is not desived to be heard by the
members on the Government side of the
House, then the remarks become objec-
tionable, I think the whole procedure is
objectionable. No one feels it more now
than the Premier himself. He thought
thai this would go unchallenged. But it
will not Ao so, and no resolution moved
by that side will go unchallenged by me
in e future. So far as the relative
capacity of the twe hon. gentlemen who
are sugeested for the position on the
seleet eommiitee is concerned, I fail to
see any reasons for my supporting the
member for Katanning rather than the
member who represents the pastoral areas
of Mount Magnet. The member for
Katanning has never, as far as I know,
been engaged in stock raising to any”
such extent as would qualify him to
know anvthing about the conditions or
the position of the pastoralists in the
North-West. The member for Mount
Magnet is representing the pastoral areas
of the Murchison, and that distriet is
generally accepted as portion of the
North-West. I fail to see, therefore, that
the capacity of the member for Katan-
ning to deal with this question is any
greater than that of the member for
Mount Magnet, and I believe that mem-
ber who vepresents the pastoral area has
the most weight on his side.

Hon. F. H. Piesse: The motion applies
to the whole State, and we have quite as
much of the pastoral indusiry in our dis-
trict s anyone else.

Mr. TAYLOR : The hon. member
knows full well that in any diseussion in
this Hounse having reference to the
pastoral indusiry, the North-West is
meant and not the Katanning District.

Hon. F. H. Piesse: They have half a
million sheep down there anyhos.

Mr. TAYLOR : I know of several
stations in Queensland that have a quarter
of a willion and half a million sheep.

You must not re-
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We must look to the Kimberleys and the
North-West for our pastoral areas, and
the motion before the House deais almost
absolutely with those districts. In
moving the resolution the member for
Guildford practically endorsed this view.
I oppose the appointment of the com-
mittee altogether, and I will now ask
the hon. member for Guildford, since he
has seen the tacties adopted by the other
side, to wash his hands of this committee
altogether. T sincerely hope he will do
so for it is a seandal, and I trust hon.
members will rise to the ocecasion and
protest against being used in a manner
like this. I will not allow myself to be
bludgeoned into anything of this kind
simply because there is a strong majority
on the Government side of the House,

The Premier rose to speak on the gques-
tion.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. the Pre-
mier moved the amendment, and he has,
therefore, no right to reply. He can
make an explanation if he chooses.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS
(Hon. J. Priee): T do most strongly
protest against some of the remarks
which have come from time to time
from members opposite. One does
not feel it necessary to answer them
from the personal point of view, or
to call atfention to personalities such as
we have heard from the member for
Mount Margaret.  Snch personal re-
marks are not conducive to upholding
the dignity of the House. It is not my
intention to trouble the House when such
remarks are made so far as I am con-
cerned, but I think that members who
make them might have some solicitude for
the House in which they sit. In connee-
tion with this committee T do not think
for one moment that anyone would deery
the qualifications of the member for
Mount Magnet to sit. I would be the last
to do so, but I think in choosing a mem-
ber for a committee of this description
we are entitled to look around the House
and seleet the man who in our opinion
is best suited for the position. The mem-
ber for Katanning has had many years
of experience in stock, and in preferring
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him to the member for Mount Magnet,
this side of the House does not in any
way wish to decry the latter gentleman’s
abilities. [Mr. Troy : Why did you not
consult me ]  The member for Mount
Magnet has on many oceasions given
valnable information to the House. This
is a eommittee in which the Government
must take great interest.  One matter
which will be inguired into is a proposi-
tion which-has been cried down by mem-
bers on the other side of the House,
and we are entitled to see that the ripest
opinion in the House, in so far as pas-
toral matters are goneerned, is represented
on the committee. In choosing the mem-
ber for Katanning in preference fo the
member for Mount Magnet——

Mr. Troy: Why did you not consult my
feelings and ask me before you saw my
name on the Notice Paper?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
not think, if a eertain member's name is
moved, that the House is bhound to ae-
cept it. If that is so why not do away
with the right of vofing altogether and
allow the member moving for a select
committee to appoint his own nominees?
Is a vote of the Honse to he an empty
form? [ take it that the eollective wis-
dom of the House is greater than the
wisdom of any individual member.

Mr. Walker: Subnmitting it to the Whip
is what we object to.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
report may affect the policy of the Gov-
ernment, and we ave entitled to see that
the ripest opinion in the House is on the
committee, and one of the ripest opinions
as far as I know is that of the member for
Katanning.

Mr. Johmson: Why did you not think
of that the other night and give us a
decent committee? You know perfectly
well what happened the other night.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
not want to set invself up as an authority
in this House, I am too young a mewmber
for that, but I know that if the House
has a right to vote on a matter, then it
has a right to the free and full expression
of its views. The member for Kanowna
said that for the Government to have
three members on the eommittee and only
two from the Opposition side was an in-
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Justice.  Surely there must be three mem-
bers on one side.

Mr. Bath: If the mover is on that side
then two shonld come from that side also.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Am
1 to understand that any committee
moved for, even if it involved a distinet
party question or an inquiry into party
procedure, if the mover is on the other
side (Opposition) and that inquiry were
irected against the party of which I am
4 wember, are we supposed to submit to
having two members when we have a
toajority in the Fouse? If that is the
procedure, it is a ridieulous procedure.

Mr. Bath: It has always worked well
in the past.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
not see why any committee should not
be representative of the size of the par-
ties in the House. T have frequently ad-
mitted, and I made the admission when I
was on a committee myself, that it is an
extremely diffienlt matter to dissociate
myself from party feeling. I found it
difficult on the Electoral Committee on
which T sat; but the member for Katan-
ning is well known in the House as a
fair man, and is universally respected.

Mr. Underwood: So is the member for
Mt. Magnet.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
admit that. I do not wish to say any-
tbing derogatory to the member for Mt
Magnet. May I compare myself with
the member for Katanning and frankly
admit that T would be far more likely on
2 committee to show party feeling and
bias than would the member for Katan-
ning,

My, Walker: We know that.

‘The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
are some of vs in the House, we must ad-
mit, in whom party spirit is considerably
stronger than in others. We recogmise
all of us that on general questions of this
deseription probably there is no more un-
hiased mind than that of the member for
Katanning, and why should members ob-
jeet to him¥

Mr. Collier: He never seems to vote
against yon.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was quite within the rights of the Pre-
mier to propose a rabid partisan if he
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liked; but we have submitied the name
of one who is very wunbiased in his
opinions.  The Government know this
matter is deserving of consideration. It
is one of those propositions on which a
greal deal has been said, and no doubt
if 1 examined the speeches of the mem-
ber for Mt. Magnet I should find some
strictures on this proposal, for we know
that sirony criticisms as to the establish-
ment of freezing works in the North have
come from many members on the Oppo-
sitton side. We lave a member of
ability and charaecter in the member for
Katanning and we should see that le is
selected.

My, J. EWING (Collie) : T did not
intend to speak in this debate, but I
would point out, as reflections have been
cast on this (Government) side as to the
way we are to vote, and as it has been
inferred that the YWhip has gone round
asking members to vote, I rise in my
place to deny it.

Mr. Johmson: The Whip has gone
around though.

Mr. EWING : I have been a member
of the House for many years, and I have
never heen approached by the Whip to
vote on a question of this kind, neither
have I been told in what direction I
should vote.

Mr. Bath : What about the Education
vote 2

Mr. EWING : I would like to point
out to the House that only two nights
ago I voted for a motion moved by the
Leader of the Opposition when the Gov-
ernment on that oceasion were supposed
to make the question a party one, but that
had no weight with me, nor did I vote
against the dietates of my conscience. I
only rose to make that explanation to
exonerate the Govermment and the Whip
of the reflections made broadenst in this
Chamber. This debate cannot be very
pleasant for the member for Katanning
ar for the member for Mt Magnet or the
member for Guildford. I think that the
member for Guildford in moving for a
select committee did so with an earnest
desire to do some good for the State of
Western Australia, and I am inclined to
agree with the membher for Mt, Margaret
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in the position which he has placed be-
fore the House, that there was informa-
tion already available and there was no
reason for the committee at all ; but the
House in its wisdom has decided that
there should be a committee, and have
apprinted a committee. I regret that
the member for Gaseoyne has resigned
aud that another member has to be ap-
pointed in his place. I should be sarry
indeed in my position in the House to
reflect on any member, but it will be ad-
mitted that the seope of the inquiry has
been considerably enlarged since the
mentber for Guildford nioved the motion.
The original motion referred entirely to
the North-West of the State and the
member for Guildford will agree with
me that the motion was extended to in-
clude every portion of the State. My
argument is that as the member for Pil-
barra (Mr. Underwood) is one of the
econimittee with a full knowledge of the
North-West and the Northern portien of
the State. it is desirable indeed now that
we should have on the committee a
gentleman with some knowledge of the
Souih-Western  portion of the State.
Putiing aside all party questions, as T
put them aside to-night, is there any
member more competent in the Honse to
deal with the Sounth-Western portion of
the State than the member for Katan-
ning.  Therefore it s a wise de-
cision on the part of the Government {o
nominate the member for Katanning
without casting any refleetion, or without
any desire to cast any reflection, on the
member for Mt. Magnet.

Mr. Bath : You as a member of the
Honze sinee 1901 know the practice
adopied.

Mr. EWING : T do not agree with the
practice, T have been chairman of com-
mittees and I have never selected my
eonmittees. I have always lefi it to the
Hense to put what members it thought
fit on the committee. The member for
Guildford has no right to dictate as to
who should be on the committee. He is
representing practically the Opposition,
and if he desires or wishes to bring in
a repmt—I do not say that he will—
against the wish of the Government, then
the Government vepresenting a majority
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in the House has the vight to be repre-
sented on the committee by three mem-
bers. 1f it is a party question at all is
not the hon, member for Guildford there
to give his easting vote? Is it not a fair
thing that he should be considered a mem-
ber of the commitiee on all oceasions, and
that he has a casting vote T The Govern-
ment have a majority and if they think
this should be a question of poliey they
should have a majority on the committee,
and they have a perfect right to have that
majority; but on ihis qguestion there is
no cuestion of party at all. The meml-er
for Mount Margaref has gone on with s
old tacties, has worked himself up inte a
iemper, and has cast all sorts of reflee-
tions on this (Government) side of the
House.

Mr. Taylor : T know it to be true.

Myr. EWING : It is not true.

Mr. Taglor : 1t is true, absolutely.

Mr. EWING : The member knows it is
not true.  The hon. wemebr cannot bully
me : it is no use his talking like that.
The hon. member on every occasion casts
reflections on the dignity of members on
this (Government) side, and as long as
the hon. member does that T shall deny
his right, espeeially if the hon. member
impugns my honesty or the honesty of
any other member.

Mr. Taylor : 1 know you whined once
over the Collie-Cardiff railway line.

Mr. EWING : I stand here free from
anything the hon. member can say.

Mr. Taylor : 1 will read the report to
the House.

Mr. EWING : The hon. member ean
produece the report and read the evidence;
he ean do whatever he likes, but the hon.
member has no wight to impugn my
honesty, and he knows that. He had
hetter keep silent.

Mr. SPEAKER : I have asked the
hon® member repeatedly this evening to
refrain from interjecting. This is 4
matter on which there has been a lot of
feeling, and I have allowed great latitnde.

Mr. Taylor : Respect the Chair and
sit down.

Mr. SPEAKER : T ask the hon. mem-
ber for Mt. Margaret to respect the feel-
ings of the members of the House,
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Mr. Troy : 1s the member for Collie
vight in threatening a member of the
Hause?

Mr. SPEAKER : [ ¢id not hear the
hon. member threaten anyone.

My, Taylor: You never hear anything
with your right ear, sir,

Mr. EWING: I do not think the
member ecarves for anything; he does not
care for the dignity of the House.

Mr. Taylor : 1 have made no aceusa-
lion against ibe Chair. 1 interjected and
I said there was a veport of a committee
which made him (Mr. BEwing) wince.
The report is on the records of Parlia-

ment. T was not a member of that ¢com-
mittee.
Mr. FWING : The electors of the

State have had an opportunity of judg-
ing me. They will have an opportunity
of judging the hon, member later on.

Myr. Taylor : Thev have judged vou.

My, EWING : They have and sent me
back to represent them.

Mr. Collier : But they sent you out
once.

Mr. EWING : There has been con-
siderable lheat thrown into this debate and
perkaps I have said more than I wished
to say, but I desire to point out that this
cannot be considered a party question,
and although on this oceasion I cannot
exercise my vote as I have agreed to
pair this week with the member for
Geraldton, that does not debar me from
expressing my views in the direction in
which I should vote had T an opportu-
nity. I am perfectly sure in selecting
the member for Katanning for this com-
mittee there will be no reflection what-
ever on the memher for Mount Magnet.
There is not a single member on this side
of the House who desires that there
should be a reflection. The point I have
raised to-night in the few remarks which
T have made is that the inguiry extends
to the South-Western portion of the
State as well as to the North-West, and
that is justification enough for the ap-
pointment of the member for Katanning
on the eommittee,

Mr, Taylor :
better now.

You should feel much

At 615, the Speaker left the Chair.
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At 7.30, Chair resuned.

Mr. R. H. TNDERWOOD (Pilbarra}:
Having been appointed a member of this
seleet committee, T desire to say a few
words. I deprecate to an extent any
harsh language ; but at the same time the
Opposition, having only language to use,
have to use something. The Govermnent
side have the mujority and we have to do
something we can to make up for the
defieieney with our language. I just wish
to make a few remarks. Tt has heen
stated that nobody intended to hurt the
feelings of the membey for Mount Mag-
net (Mr. Troy). I contend that some
members are going about it in a very
peculiar way indeed if they have no in-
teution in that direction. In my opininn,
no matter how eompetent the member for
Katanning is, the member for Mount
Magmet iz more competent, and over and
above that, he is representing a con-
stituency which the motion moved by the
member for Guildford the other night
covers to a very much greater extent than
it does the constituency represented by
the member for Katanning. In regard
to this matter, I must say that we have
had a wonderful exhibition of party tac-
ties, and we have seen a good deal of
whipping. There is no possible doubt
about the whipping that was done in
regard to this question on the night the
hon. member moved his motion. The
Government Whip might be said to have
flogged from the gate to the post. I
give hon. members on the Government
side of the House some little credit for
the fact that they needed so much whip-
ping. Asg the member for Guildford has
pointed out, it was found that in the
Chamber the Whip could not get mem-
bers pliant enough te his will, and the
Treasurer continued to speak, introduc-
ing in my opinion extraneous matter, so
that the debate might last over the tea
adjournment, and the Whip would he
able to get out inte the lobbies. The re-
sult was that the member for Mount
Magnet was defeated in the hallot.

The Treasurer: Why did you not take
exeeption at the time?

Afr. Rolton: That is what should have
heen done.
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Mr. TNDERWOOD: We have heard
about the ripeness of opinion and the
great ability of the member for Katan-
ning. If the member for Katanning
posesses these great accomplishinents so
desirable in a member of this commiitee,
why was Lie not eleeted in the first place?

The Minister for Works: You were
tuld; the hon. member was unwell.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The member for
Collie (Mr. Ewing) eclaims that he has
never heen whipped. e have to take
the hon. member’s word for it, and 1 do
$0, but I mnst say that his exhibition on
the motion regarding the eduncation regu-
Iations last session certainly appeared
very strongly that way. I have just a
litile wore to say. [ deprecate the intro-
duetion of party polities into every pos-
sible question, as has been done recentiy;
and though I may be a stronger objector
because it always tells agninst the side of
the House T am sitting on, it is net only
in thig watter but in a matter whieh oc-
curred vesterday. If mewbers on the
Government side of the Heouse do not re-
fleet on us with language, they certainly
slight ns in other ways. I just wish to
conclude by saying that in deferenee to
my friend the member for Mt. Maguoet
I shall certainly not sit on this seleet com-
mittee if the member for Katanning is
elected. I think it is my duty to enter
this protest at the treatment the member
for AMt. Magnet has received, and I cer-
tainly have no intention of sitting on the
committee if he is not elected. I am not
making this statement with a view to get-

ting voles, Members ean do  exactly
what they like on this question. It is

immaterial to me, and I do not intend to
vote on it, but I certainfy shall not sit
an the seleet ¢ommiltee with the member
for Katanning.

AMr. AL C.GULL (Swaun) : The member
for Pilbarra has a perfect right to as-
sume that the qualifieations of the mem-
ber for Mt. Magnet are better than those
of the member far Katanning. Sunilarly
I claim that in o matler of this kind I
have an equal right to say whether the
elaims of the member for Katanning are
not bhetter than those of the member for
Mt Magmet. Tt seems to me to resalve
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itself into that question. Personally I
do not care who is nominated by the
mover of the motion for the seleet eowmn-
mittee, I have a personal right if
anybody—1I do not eare whether it is the
Premier or auy other member of this
House—moves an amendment {hat some
other name should be substitnted, to
exereise my vote on the matter. So far
as the wember for Mt, Magnet is con-
cerned, or the member for Pilbarra, if it
was dealing with a purely mining ques-
tion T would most unhesitatingly vote
for either of those genilemen in prefer-
ence to the wember for Katanuing, and
tice versa. There is another point just
in the same way. It it were a question
of eonsidering whelher mesmerism, or
some oceult art like that, should be sub-
sidised or established as a national
religion, T would defer of course to
the opinions of the member for Kan-
owna (Mr. Walker) ; but if it ‘were
a question of voting on a purely agri-
cnltural matter, o again on a pastoral
matter. 1 should prefer to take the opin-
ion of the wwember for Katanning in
preference (o thai of the member for
Kanowna, 1 do not eare who it is, or
what select eommittee is nominated, if
wy  member  moves to substitute some
other name, [ have a perfeet right to
exercise my vote in whatever direetion I
like.

Mr. E. C. BARNETT (Albany):
When the names of the select committee
as  orviginally elected were submitted, I
personally took exception to practically
the whole of the committee representing
the northern districts of the State. T
consider that the southern portion should
have an equal interest in the pruspective
frozen meat industry, quite equal to the
northern districts, and sinee I took ex-
ception to the persennel of the origmal
committee on those grounds, I shall cer-
tainly support the substitution of the
name of the member for Katanning in
preference to that of any other member,
as I think all portions of the State are
equally interested and deserve equal re-
presentafion on a committee of this sert.

Mr. W, . ANGWIN (Ensi Fre-
mantle) : T should Hke to ask, before
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the muendment is put, whether it is pos-
sible to move an amendment that the
whole of the committee be discharged ?

Mr. SPEAKER : That conld not be
accepted as an amendment,

Mr. ANGWIN : I only rise to ex-
press the hope that the member for
Guildford will let this matter go alto-
gether. My opinion of the remarks that
have fallen from the Minister for Works
is that the report of the select cowm-
mittee has heen foreshadowed. Thatis
how it appears to me, and I regret very
muel that the member for Katanning
and the member for Mt. Magnet have not
hefore this, having heard the rTemarks
made, withdrawn their names as candi-
dates for this seleet committee, when
we lear it stated that it is the poliey of
the Government that is to be taken into
<consideration by this committee.

The Minister for Works: Oh, no.

Several Opposition Members: Yes ;
that was your staiement.

My, Walker: “ Get the freezing works
for us” That is all it is for.

Mr. ANGWIN : I will put it an-
other way. When we are given to
understand that this select committee
will have to take into consideration the
policy of the Government—[The Minis-
ter for Works: The wmover said that]
—it is necessary—I think these are the
words the Minister used—that we, as a
majority of this House, should have a
majority of that commitiee—[The
Minister for Works: No]l—in other
words, “We lhe Government should have
the right to see that the policy of the
Ministry whieh has been put before the
country should be substantiated by
ihe committee.” [TheMinister forWorks:
No.] That 1is the only
I can come to in regard to this matter.
I maintain it is an insult to the mem-
bers of the commititee already appointed,
and more so to the two gentlemen nomi-
nated to-night, fo ask them to take into
«consideration any maiter, when it is ex-
pected of them to bring in a report
.gither in favour or against the proposal
they have to take into consideration. T
hope the member for Guildford will give
up the whole matter and let it go for-
ward to the country as a proposition
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from the Government and from the Gov-
emment alone,

.'The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H. Gregory): In regard to the motion
hefore the House I think hon. nembers-
might earefully econsider ihe resolution
adopted the other night to the effect that
a select committee should be appointed
for the purpose of inquiring into and ad-
vising upon the best means of assisting
the pastoral industry of this State. That
was a motion agreed to by the House, and
I think we are quite justified, when agree-
ing to a commiltee such as this being
appointed, to ask that those baving had
the greatesi experienee in connection with
that industry be appointed for the pur-
pose of investigating and reporting to
the House. Members have spoken of
precedents of the past, bave referred to
many seleet connuittees appointed, stated
that in every instance they were appointed
on the principle that there should he two
meinbers from each side of the House and
the mover. [The Minister for Works:
They have said tlere are ne exceptions
to this rule.] There are many excep-
tions, but there is one which I have just
looked up in Hansard in regard to the
tick question and ecattle regulations in
the North-West. There was a good deal
of feeling in eonnection with investiga-
tions regarding (hat matter, and very
lengthy debates took place in eonneetion
therewith, It was decided that a select
committee should be appointed to deal
with the question. At the request of the
mover the commitiee was enlarged from
five to seven, and the members were
Messrs. Darlot, Harper, Lefroy, Monger,
Phillips, Wallace, and the mover, Mr.
Higham. There were six members from
one side of the House and one from the
other side. The object of the select com-
inittee was, not to do anything that the
Government desired, but simply to make
an exhaustive examination into the ques-
tion of whetker tick ecattle should be
allowed to travel through the varions por-
tions of the Kimberleys or to come down
to this portion of the coast. It was a
big question and the desire of the House
was that the most representative com-
mittee that could be obtained should be
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appointed. 1 eontend that we are justi-
fied to-night in again asking the House
to appoint on the committee gentlemen
who have had the greatest experience.
The motion for the appointment of a
select ecommittee was enlarged, for the
comnittee was asked to embrace in its
deliberations the whole of the pastoral
industries of the State. We are there-
fore justified in asking that those con-
nected with the pastoral industry in the
southern portion of this State, as well
as those in the northern portion, should
he found on that committee, and that
they should be asked to report and ad-
vise, if any report is needed, as to the
best methods to adopt with regard to the
southern portion of Western Australia.
There have been great heroies as to the
power of the majority. But the power
of the majority is preached on every oe-
casion by members opposite, who always
urge that the vote of the majority shouid
stand, The public should knew exactly
the method by which select committees
are appointed. It is usnal for both sides
to make known the names of those whom
they desire to be appointed. The election
is by ballot, and is it to be inferred that
because members sit on one side of the
House or the other they are nol going te
use their own discretion and act exactly
as they think fit when voting for the per-
sons whom they deem most advisable to
be members of the commitiee? If you
look through the divisions you see more
unanimity in voting upon any question
among members opposite than by those
on this side of the House.

Mr, Walker: That is amusing.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
is quite correct.

Mr. Walker: Absolutely incorrect.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : The
method of voting is by ballot. Every
member sends in his vote, and although
the Premier may suggest that he would
like certain names on the committee, and
the member for Guildford in the present
instance asks for certain names to be
placed there, every member exercises his
absolute diseretion and votes as he thinks
fit. I for one am not going to pive away
the rights of the majority. The minority
should always have fair play, but I eon-
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tend that, in voting upon any question
here, members always preach the policy
that there is nothing else to consider but
that which the majority of the House
desires.  We must accept the vote of
that majority. I regrvet that there has
been some feeling shown and I also regret
the unfortunate position two members of
the House have been placed in. This
position has been aceentnated by the
speeches which have been delivered on
the motion. ¥ do not think there is any
neeessity  for feelings of animosity in
conneetion with this inatter. While there
is & majority I think the majority should
exercise its powers, of course fairly and
with moderation, and should insist on
its desires being carried into effect
within this Chamber. So long as I am
here I will ask that that prineiple should
be carried into effect.

[Members on the Opposition side began
leaving the Chamber, only one or two
remaining. They returned later.]

Amendment (that the words proposed
to be struck out stand part of the motion)
put and passed, no voice dissenting.

Mr. 4. J. Wilson : Are members in
order in leaving the Chamber when a vote
is being taken ?

Mr. SPEAKER : The question was
not heing put at- that time,

Question stated from the Chair—that
the wards “ the member for Katanning ¥
be inserted in lien of the words “the
member for Mount Magnet.”

The TREASURER : The reason I
rise at this late stage of the debate is to
enter wy emphatic protest against the
action of members opposite in leaving
the Chamber when a question was being
put.

Mr. Holman: Speak to the motion.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order !

The TREASURER: I want the hon.
member to understand that I will speak
in eonformity to the rules of the House,
and not as he dictates. Neither the mem-
ber for Murchison, the member for
Kanowna, nor the member for Mount
Margaret is going to intimidate me or
instruet me as to how I shall address Lhe
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House, so long as 1 am within the
Speaker’s ruling.

My, VWalker :
date 7

The TREASURER : The member for
Kanowna did ; he tried to intimidate the
member for Katanning to retive, but T
am happy to think he was unsuccessful.

Who t{ried to intimi-

Points of Order.

Mr., Wealker ; Mr. Speaker I ask you
to call the Treasurer io order. He is
imputing wost unworthy motives lo ine,
and is stating what is absolutely in-
correct.

The Treusurer : What is the point of
order ?

Mr. Walker : The point of order is
that the Treasurer is imputing motives
to me and attributing eonduct of which
I bave not been guilty.

Mr. Speaker: He is not out or order;
be said you had intimidated in your pre-
vious speech. It is a maiter of opinion
as to whether you intimidated or not.
You spoke with all your rights and privi-
leges as a member. I do not think the
Treasurer is out of order.

The Treasurer : 1 said he had at-
tempted to intimidate the member for
EKatanning, and anyone who listened to
his folminafions with regard to the
matter and the language he used towards
the member for Katanning must also
have come to that conclusion. I want it
to be nnderstood.

Mr., Walker: What are you talking
ahout? I do not know,

The Treasurer: Evidently the member
does know; the sting is there, for he
rises from his seat and interjects so fre-
quently.

Mr. Walker: The sting lies in your im-
pudence in falsely charging me with such
a thing.

The Treasurer: What was that you
said?

Mr. Walker: T refer to your impu-
dence.

Mr. Speaker: The word “impudence”
is an improper word to use.

The Treasurer: I heard what the hon.
member said; he accused me of false-
hood. Is that parliamenfary?
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M. Speaker: 1 did not hear him use
that word.

The Treasurer: He did use it. He re-
ferred to the impudence of my false-
hoods.

Mr. Waller: T do not know to what
the Treasurer is referring.

The Treasurer; Did the hon. member
use those words?

Mr. Walker: T am under the impres-
sion I said that in aceusing me of having
attempted to intimidate any hon. member
he was aceusing me falsely, and it was a
falsehood to make that acensation.

My, Speaker: The member must
know .hat he cannot use that language
in the House. There are words which
may be used that might bear the same
meaning, but he must withdraw those
words, which are objectionable.

Myr. Waller: In deference to your
ruling, I will withdraw the words and
call it a lie.

Mr. Speaker : The hon. member can-
not do that, He knows perfectly well
that it is out of order.

Mr. Holman : The member for Ka-
nowna took exception to the remarks by
the Treasurer, who said that he had at-
tempted to intimidate the member for
Katauning. The member for Kanowna
asked for a withdrawal, and he is en-
titled to receive cne.

Mr. Speaker : I must ask the member
for Kanowna to withdraw the word he
nsed. The expression he used originally
was unparlianmentary, and the word “lie”
is eertainly no substitute for it.

Mr., Walker: To put it in polite die-
tion, but to mean absolutely the same
thing, I will use the word “ untrue.”

Mr. Speaker : That word also is ob-
jectionable. T have a list of words here
which I think wounld surprise members if
I were to quote them. They are con-
sidered objectionable and yet are fre-
quently used by members in this House.
They have been ruled as objeciionable in
the House of Commons. They are per-
haps ancient, and we are more liberal in
Australia, but the words the hon. mem-
ber for Kanowna used eannot be tole-
rated and must be withdrawn.

Mr. Walker © In deference to that rul-
ing I must withdraw, but T would ask
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you how I am to characterise——

The Treasurer : Is this a question for
argument. I want an unqualified with-
drawal.

Mr. Speaker : He has withdrawn the
remark and the matter should be al-
lowed tfo rest, without making any ad-
dition.

The Treagurer: 1 was about to re-
mark, when the unseemly interjection
took place, that T objected to any mem-
ber, even with the eloquence which un-
doubtedly the member for Kanowna
possesses to an abnormal degree, endeav-
ouring to infimidate any mewmber in the
House, ’

Mr., Walker : I draw attention to that
direct charge. It is unparliamentary un-
doubtedly to aceuse a member of intimi-
dating any other member, for that is in
the nature of a threat. I have tried to
protect myself from such an aecusation,
and I find no word in the English lang-
vage that is parliamentary by which I
ean characterise the conduct of the
Treasurer. 1 ask your ruling as to
whether it is in order for an hon. member
to make an aceusation of that kind, which
is ahsolutely incorrect, and is more than
migleading. It is insinuating motives of
the worst charvacter to an hon. member.
This is imputing to a member motives of
the worst character. The hon. member
should be compelled to withdraw that
statement.

Mr. Speaker : As is well known, no
member may impute mofives; therefore
the Treasurer must not do so. I confess
I have not heard him do so.

Debate.

The TREASURER : The question of
threats eropped up in this debate, and I
shonld like to remind the member for
Pilbarra (Mr.Underwood),not now in his
plaee, that it is certainly nnparliamentary
to threaten the Honse that he will with-
draw from a select committee if the
majority of the IHouse decide to make the
member for Katanning a member of that
committee. The member for Pilbarra
onght to understand, or if he does not
his leader ought to understand for him
and explain to him, that once he is ap-
pointed on a select committee he is bound
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by the order of the House, and eannot be
relieved from the responsibilities of that
position except by a direet resolution of
the House. [Mr. Bath.: A motion can
be tabled to discharge him.] I know that
very well, but the hon. member threatend
the House that if a cerfain course was
not taken he would decline to sit on the
committee ; and that T consider is dis-
tinetly out of order.

My. A, J. Wilson : Attention should
have been drawn to that at the time—not
now,

The TREASURER : Probably, but it
is out of order ; and throughout the de-
bate, so far as I have heard—I was for
a short time out of the House—it seems
to me that members opposite have made
up their minds that what they cannot get
in one way they will endeavour to get in
another ; namely, the appointment of
a certain member on this committee. I
take the strongest exception to the state-
ment that there has been any hard and
fast rule for the appointment of select
commitiees, Except at brief intervals I
remember well how seleet comnmiftees
were appointed in the olden days. There
was never a question of one side of the
House or the other. Members were ap-
pointed according to their knowledge, ex-
perience, and ability to investigate the
question; and that practice bas been fol-
lowed ont, as was proved by my colleague
the Minister for Mines, in the appoint-
ment of a commitiee similar to the one
under diseussion.

Mr. Bath : Go through the records,
and you will find yon are absolutely
wrong; and the Minister for Mines knows
better.

The TREASURER : The Leader of
the Opposition is always ready to say
that the action of the Government is des-
picable ; that is the pet word he applies
to any action of the Government. O
course I ean understand that he may
despise some actions of the Government,
but he must bow to the ruling of the
majority, and must remember that the
majority of members do not look on the
actions of the Governmment in the same
light as he regards them. It is his want
of experience, and lack of general broad-
ness of view of what goes on in this
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world, that accounts for his attitude. I
ask the majority of the House to believe
thai the Premier was actuated by the
best of motives when he moved the
amendment to this motion, and I go far-
ther and say he was under the impression
that there would be no opposition to sub-
stituting the member for Katanning for
the member for Mouni Magnet. From
what the Premier has told me I believe
that is the position exaetly. On other
oceasions, I remember, when an alteration
was needed on a committee, it has been
the enstom that the memmber whe muved
for the ecommittee should consult with
the Leader of the House as to whose
name should be substituted for that of
the member retiving. [Mr. Gull : That
does not bind members.] Not at all;
there is nothing binding on members.
When they take a ballot they voie accord-
ing to their eonscienee. [Mr. Troy: They
vote according to the names submitted to
them by the Whip.] Evidently members
on the opposite side voted according to
the name supplied to them by the mem-
ber for Guildford (Mr. Johnson), on this
oceasion. That seems quite clear; yet we
have the Leader of the Opposition saying
that our action in this matter is des-
picable because he has been guilty of a
despicable action for which he blames us.
Let me say at once that, as my colleague
has pointed out, the majority must rule;
that so long as I am a member of a Gov-
ernment with a majority behind it, Min-
isters will not give way te the minority.
[Mr. Bath: Make every select committee
a whitewashing committee.] The hon.
member, I presume, wishes to make the
committee of his own way of thinking.
Why all this trouble if members opposite
wish a full, free, and fair inquiry
on this subject which is of great im-
portance to the country? Why all
this trouble because of the gubstitu-
tion of another member for the mem-
her for Gascoyne ¥ [Mr. Bath : Because
of party tacties.] Party tactics? Do
the Opposition want on this committee
men who have had experience of the
question under eonsideration, or do they
want inexperienced men 7 Do they want
a pentleman who has heen brought up
in pastoral purseits and knows all about
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them, or one who has been brought up
in other pursuits 7 That is lhe question ;
and all the charges bandied about and
the strong language used in this debate
would really make one suspeet the
motives of members opposite, who insist
oh a ecertain member being put on the
committee. [Mr. Joknsorn : Why did you
make a party move by continuing to
speak the wther night ?] Ay only reason
for speaking five minutes longer than T
might have spoken was to give the mem-
her for Murray (Mr. MeLarty) an op-
portunity of speaking, lhe having indi-
cated to the Premier a wish to speak
after tea ; and therefore I continued
speaking until we reacled the tea hour.
That is perfectly true. Members can
ask the hon. member himself ; and do
they take exception to it ¢ Have not
they done that scoves of times? Am I
to be blamed for giving a member an
opportunity of speaking ¥ The whole
thing is tooe childish, [Mr. 4. J. TWilson :
What about a minority repoit 3] A
minority report ¢an be put in if desired.
[8fr. Holman : No; that is not al-
lowed. T have been prevented from
putting one in.] The hon. member may
be right, T de not know. But before I
sit down I say emphatically I am inclined
to think the Government have in the past
been too lenient and too generous to mem-
bers opposite. In every question we have
endeavoured to consult them. The Leader
of the Opposition knows well that the
Premier has been all courtesy to him,

always consulting him on important
matters.
Mr. Troy: We do not blame the

Premier, who acts by the advice of his
colleagues.

The TREASURER : All the speeches
hefore the tea adjownment were putting
the blame on the Premier, talking about
his sneaking tacties, and using other obh-
jectionable forms of speech. It seems to
me the breeding of the House is fast de-
parting from it ; and if we are to con-
duet our debates in this manner, if when
members find they cannot get their way
they rise in a body and walk out, thus
insulting the Premier and the House, I
think it is time other measures were
taken,
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Mr. SPEAKER : T may point out, as
a member has jost risen in his place,
what I did not see previously, beeause it
is not always desirable to see. But aec-
cording to Standing Order 138, “ When
the Speaker is putting a question, ne
member shall walk out of or cross the
Chamber.”

Amendment put, aud passed on the
voices ; motion as amended agreed to.

MOTION—CAMELS TMPORTATION,
PAPERS,

Mr. J. B. HOLMAN (Murchison}
moved —

Thet all papers in connection with the
alleged permission to allow Faiz Mahomet
1o introduce 500 camels into Western
Ausivalia, also all papers in connection
with the compensation of £2,000 paid to
Faiz Mahomet, be laid upon the table of
the House.

He said: I move this beeause the trans-
action in question is one of the mest
disgraceful in whick any Government can
take part. The question was brought be-
fore the House and fought out many
years ago. The whole transaction from
the start was an attempt by certain per-
sons to get compensation from the Gov-
ernment of this State, to which compen-
sation those persons had neither a legal
nor & moral ¢laim. To show that what
1 say is absolutely true, T may remark
that when the question was first hrought
forward here it was siated that Faiz
Mahomet had both a legal and a moral
claim ; and the question was referred to
a seleet committee, who reported that
Faiz Mahomet had by some means a
moral claim. Bui when the matter was
threshed out and members had an op-
portunity of seeing the evidence for
themselves, it was proved, in the opinion
of members, that Faiz Mahomet had no
moral elaim, and the report of the
select committee was thrown out. We
find that Faiz Mahomet then went to the
law eourts, where it was proved beyond
doubt that he had no legal claim either.
The question then rested for years ; a
Labour Government held power for
twelve months ; and then a gentleman
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by whom we are now represented in the
old country took office ; the strings were
pulled again, and Faiz Mahomet was
enabled to get £2,000 of the people’s
money, and that at a time when our
finances were in a very low state. I say
the payment of that money was not justi-
fied at all. Reeently, when I asked some
questions on this matter. the Premier
gave a misleading answer, stating that
Cabinet had authorised Faiz Mahoinet to
import 200 camels. That is absnlutely
incorveet. It has never been proved
that the Governinent of Wastern Ans-
tralia or any Minister or other persoen
authorised Faiz Mahomet to introduce
camels to this State. [The Treasurer :
A permit was granted.] No permit
was proved. Absolutely no permit was
aranted Faiz Mahomet. The only per-
mit ever granted to him was granted by
a former Colanial Seeretary, Mr. Randell,
who gave him a permit to bring to West
Australia some 80 natives of India. As
usual, the Treasurer wags his head. I
will give himi Mr. Randell’s own evidence,
[Mr. Gordon: The permit was in evi-
dence.] -1t was not in evidence, and
never appeared in evidence. Faiz Ma-
homet in his evidenee says he got verhal
permission ; but it appears in evidence
that the person who was said to have
given that verbal permission was absent
from the State at the time, The letter
written to the Premier was as follows—
and it was written on the 3rd October,
1900—

“I have the honour to request per-
mission to import camels from India,
in a ship to be chartered for the pur-
pose. The number I wish to import
is about 400 or 500. In support of
this request I have, as you are aware,
been for a long time in the habit of
importing eamels, and am well known
in the Colony. I farther have the
honour to request that the men in
charge of the camels be allowed to land
with them. The number of men would
be from 70 to 80, who are all
natives of India and Afghanistan,
and have been in the Colony previous-
ly, and are able to write and speak
English. I may remind you also
that on a previous interview which I
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and My, R. 5. Haynes had the honour
of having with you, this matter was
discussed. Will you be so good as to
give me a letter containing the above
authonty, which 1T may use in India to
faecilitate my proceedings.”

The reply given by Mr. Randell was as

follows :—

“ Provided the faets are as stated.
the Act enables me to do as requested,
and I will have pleasure in granting
the certificate ; although if the per-
sons  mentioned can write English,
there is no necessity for a certificate.”

That was the applieation made, dated the
3rd October, 1900. Then we may go on
to Mr. Randell’s evidence, commencing
at question 195:—

“Would you Iike that letter of
vours, of the Gth QOctober, in reply, to
be put in?--Yes, certainly I should like
that to be inserted in your minutes.
The letter, which was from the Under
Seeretary to Mr. Faiz Mahomet,
contained the following:

“ Replying to your letter of the 3rd
instant, to the Premier, stating that
you were about to import from 400 to
500 camels, and asking for permission
to land from 70 to 80 attendants,
natives of India and Afghanistan,
with them, T amn instructed to say that,
if the men are able to write and speak
English as alleged, they should be able
to satisfactorily pass the test; this
being so, the Colonial Secretary will
be pleased to issue certificates on ap-
plication, after arrival in the Colony,
if it bhe desired, although under the
Act there would be no neeessity for
certificates.”

The enly permission granted to Faiz
Mahomet was in connection with the im-
portation, or rather the landing, of the
attendants.  The whole matter was
bronght forward in order to lead the
Colontal Seeretary to believe that per-
mission was granted to land 500 camels.
Here is a question that was asked by
Mr. Atkins:—

“Ts it clear to yvour mind that that
letter did not to you bmply you had
any right to permit eamels to land,
or do you acknowledge any right of
Faiz Mahomet te land camels?—No.
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I had no authority; no power, It was
not in my department at all, and T dis-
tinetly told Mr. Haynes that. Mr.
Haynes was well aware of it. If this
authority is going to be used in such
a fashion, then it will be used, I was
going to say surreptitionsly, bui that
is not the word.”
Tlere was another question asked—* He
would be using it for a purpose for
whieh it was not intended ¥’ —showing
clearly itneverwas intended Lo grant Faiz
Mahomet pernission to land camels in
this country at all.  Then there is the
evidence given by Mr, Throssell, which
showeil elearly to his mind, beyond the
shadow of a douht, that unfair means
were bronght to try and make the Gov-
ernment believe that permission had been

granted to land camels. When Mr.
Throssell found that underband tacties
were being adopted, he took the

Executive Council minute off the file
and  burmt it. When Mr. Rason
had an opportunity, the first thing he
did was to give Faz Mahomet £2,000;
and this was after Faiz Mahomet had
put the country to the expense of thou-
sandz of pounds in inquiring into this
question in those days, and fighting the
case in the law courts. Faiz Mahomet
Inst in the law courts, and then Mr Ra-
son, in the face of that, and in the faee
of the evidence given before the seleet
commiltee. gave away £2,000 of the
people’s money. [Mr. Collier: Mr. Ra-
son is away.] He is away; but he left
some legacies that are a disgrace to him.
I am sorry Mr. Rason is not here, or I
would give him some wholesome truths.
In connection with another matter we
have a eonsiderable amount of disagree-
ment becanse the Parliament of the State
have decided that they should recognise
the services of a man who had in the
past done great service to the State—I
speak now of Mr. Illingworth. It has
been stated that he is to receive £1,000,
and that is causing a great deal of dis-
sension amongst the pecple of the coun-
try. But what will the people think
when they find out that in the face of a
decision of Parliament when it was de-
cided by an enormous majority not to
give Faiz Mahomet any compensation,
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and in spite of the decision of the law
courts, what will people think when, as
soon as Parliament is in recess, as soon
as Mr. Rason and his gang got into
recess after the short session of 1905,
he gave away £2,000 of the people’s
money to a man having no right to it.
T will say this about the gentleman con-
cerned, although dark in colour I believe
he is a “ white man ” at heart. T am
speaking in no way detrimental to the
person. I have met Mahomet, and he
plays as good and manly a part as any
man on the face of the earth.
want any remarks which I make to be
taken as a reflection on him; I am not
spenking of him as an individual, but of
the action of the Government in giving
away £2,000 of the people’s money in
opposition to a vote of Parliament and
against a decision of the law courts.

Mr. Butcher: TUnder what authority
was that %

Mr. HOLMAN: I do not know what
authority it was. But in my humble
opinion, when I get the papers on the
table T may be able to find out who was
responsible for giving Faiz Mahomet this
money, and who was in it. [Mr. Taylor:
That is the trouble.] Possibly others
than Faiz Mahomet had a share in
the £2000. And that is the reason
I am bringing the matter hefore
the Honse at the present time. I
do not blame Faiz Mahomet for getting
compensation if he could. He fonght
the question from the wvery start; he
fought it after the alleged permission
was given; he fonght it after permission
was refused; he fought it by petitions,
in seleet committees, {hrough the law
courts, and he lost. Then he met a pli-
able Government, who robbed the people
of £2,000 and gave it to Faiz Mahomet.
[3fr. Collier: When was it given?] In
March, 1906, by Mr. Rason and his eol-
leagues as Ministers. Tt has been stated,
in reply to a quesiion asked in the House,
that compensation was recommended by
a select committee of the House. Com-
pensation was recommended by a select
committee of the House; but that state-
ment given in reply te my question is ab-
solutely misleading and unfair. It is
given to try and make members believe
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that compensalion was recommended hy
a committee. But why did not the
Premier say more 'han that; that com-
pensation was rejected b an overwhelm-
ing majority in the Assembly? Tt was
unfair for the Premier to zive the an-
swer he did.

Mr. Butcher: Have youn tie report of
the seleet committee?

Mr. HOLMAN: Yes. So far as the
statement went 1t was true. Buif, to
show how mmsleading that statement was,
when the recommendation of the select
commiittee was brought before the House,
it was rejected by 18 votes to 8, or a
majority of 10, which shows that the
statement of the Premier was absolutely
misleading. It is a half-truth which is’
worse than a deliberate lie. Such an
answer misleads the whole of the people.
Why 1id not the Premier continue his
reply to the question and say that com-
pensation was recommended by a select
committee, but refused by an overwheln-
ing majority in the House ¢ The voice
of the House is far and away more
powerful than the report of a select com-
miltee ; and it is absolutely unfair when
the report of a select committee is thrown
out by a majority of members for the
Premier to bring that answer forward ; it
is misleading. We have numbers of select
commiltees bringing forward recommend-
ations which have never been thrown ouf
by the House. We have had recommend-
ations brought forward by select commit-
tees and carried by the House : but the
(Giovernment have done nathing, Take
for instance two cases. We have the case
of Faiz Mahomet, who is a powerful man
and has had a lot of money. Then take
the case and the position of Mrs. Tracey,
a woman who, I believe myself, if every-
one had their rights, would be in a better
position than she is to-day. But she has
not the money to hand out as Faiz
Mahomet may have done. She could not
get her case dealf with. A select eommit-
tee brounght down a recommendation—I
do not say it was carried—that she should
have a compassionate allowance. 1 think
it was carried by the House. But the
other case is entirely different. 3Mrs.
Tracey can zet nothing hecause she can-
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not greage the palms of some persons in
Iigh positions.  That is my opinion.

As to imputing motives.

The Treasurer: To whom do vou refer
as “ persons in high positions”?

Mr. Holman : You are best able to
Judge that yourself.

The Treasurer: I think the hon, mem-
ber is going too far in suggesting that
the palus of people in high places have
heen greased, or ean be greased.

AMr. Holman: 1 will read Mr. Throssell’s
evidence to show you a more grave posi-
tion than that.

Mr. Speaker : 1 understood the hon.
member fo refer to something that oc-
curred years ago.

The Treasurer : The hon. member said
that Mrs. Tracey could not get recogni-
tion from Parliament because she was not
able to grease the palms of people in
high positions. There ean be only one
construction pot on that.

Mr. Speaker : Only one construction
can be put on that—the Ministry of the
day. If the hon. member means that,
he must withdraw the remark.

Mr. Holman : 1 do not mean that ; I
refer to an action where thousands of
pounds were offered, and when this man
oot his camels ; and I ask is Mrs. Tracey
in the same position?

Ihe Treasurer : The hon. member said
Mis, Tracey eould not get recogmition
of her claims at the hands of the Govern-
ment becaunse she was not able to grease
the palms of people in high positions.
Only one construction ¢an he: put on
that, that Mrs. Tracey was not able to
erease the palms of some members of the
Government.

Mr. Walker : It does not mean that
necessarily,

The Treasurer : Only one construe-
tion can be put on that, and I ask you
to rule whether the hon. member is in
order. I must ask that he withdraw the
statement.

Mr. Speaker : Does the hon. meraber
refer to the Ministry of the day ?

Mr. Holman : I do not refer to the
Ministry of the day; but I refer to
people in positions, and T will quote the
remarks of Mr. Throssell.

(31

114 Avugust, 1997.1

Laiz Mihome!, %09

Mr. Speaker : T am bound to take the
hon member’s explanation ; but I ask
hitn does he mean to refer to the Minis-
try of the day? If he doeshe must wilh-
draw the remark.

Mr. Holman : T mean exactly what I
said—if Mrs, Tracey had more influence,
and had money, she would have received
better treatment than she has received.

The Treasurer : At the hands of the
Government 2 ‘Then I ask that the hon.
member withdraw, on your ruling,

dr. Speaker : The hon. member must
withdraw the vemark. No other con-
struction can bhe put on the remark than
that he is reflecting on Ministers.

Mr. Angwin : T would like to ask vou,
Mr. Speaker—— )

Mr. Speaker : I have given my ruling.
The hon, member has used ecertain words

and I can find no other construction for
those words.

The Treasurer : 1 ask that the Lon.
member withdraw the statement,

Mr. Holman : Oh, shut up! T am
addressing the Spesaker, and I have a
right to the floor of the House.. I wounld
like o ask you whether I referved to anv
Treasurer, or to anvone on the Treasur}
beneh. I may say that all the present
Ministers were not in power at that
time.

The Treasurer : This is an absolute de-
fianee of the Chair.

Mr, Speaker: 1 put a eertain eonstrue-
tion on your remarks; I eould not put
any other meaning on them. The hon.
member said that Mrs. Tracey might
have ohtained compensation if she had the
money, that it was possible to do it by
greasing their palms. T must ask the
hon. member to withdraw that,

Debate.

Mr. HOLMAX: I referred to the in-
fluence she might wse with people in
high positions. I did@ not refer to the
Ministers when making that remark.
But I am going to read the evidence of
Mr. Throssell to show that he had sns-
picions at the time, and ta show what
he did—what no Cabinet Minister had
done before or has done since—he threw
the minute to Executive Council into the
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fire. This was the evidence he gave be-
fore the select committee:—

By the Chairman: Were you Premier of
this State in May, 1901 ?—Yes.

Will yon please detail all the circumstances
relating to the Order in Council of the 21st
May ?—So far as I can recollect the circum-
stancez, and my action thereon, they are
briefly these. If I remember rightly, Mr.
Randell bad given a sort of permission, or
what was interpreted as a permission, to in-
troduce camels. (Letter of Faiz Mahomet
requesting permission handed to wibtness.)
That letter serves to refresh my memory, I
think certain action was taken by those in-
terested, to import the camels. Then the
guestion came up again, and it was decided
that the camels should not be permitted to
land in the colony. S.me time after theve
was a rumour that the ship had acbually arrived
at Geraldton with the eamels, and there was
a great ontery there against their introduc-
tion. TIpon inguiry, it was found that the
ship had not arrived at oll; so I think the
watter remained in stafu guo for some con-
siderable time. But the decision was that
these camels were not to be allowed to come
in. And when the question came before Mr.
Moran who was then Minister for Lands, I
was given to understand that he emphatically
set his face against the introduction of these
camels, and cansed a telegram fo be sent to
India that on no account were they £o be in-
troduced, so the matter went on. Then I
found, without having been consulted in the
matter that permission was given hy Mr.
Moran, the then Minister for Landg, that
these camels might be introduced. This
matter came before the Executive Council; it
wag never before the Cabinet. The Execu-
tive Council is merely a formal mode of ap-
proving of all matters brought before us
by passing the documents for the Governor's
initials. At the conclusion of the Executive
meeting, I discovered that one of the things
passed through in this fashion was a permit
that these camels shonld be landed, and hear-
ing strong rumours through the Stock Inspec-
tor, Mr. Morton Craig, that he and others had
been approached, offering directly or indirectly
£1,000 to anyone, to use his own words, who
would engineer the arrival of the camels, I
naturally was most surprised and indigpant
that the whole previous action should be rte-
versed without any consnltation having taken
place between Ministers; and, on the impulse
of the moment, I did whai I immadiately
recognised to be a very foolish and wrong
thing—I may say in passing that I explained
it all to the late Premier, Mr. Leake—on the
impulse of the moment I tore out tho Execu-
tive minute and threw it inte the fire. Not
approving of the action, I instantly senmt fo
the Lands Department to tell them that no
farther action must be taken ag to the landing
of the camels, soc the matter would have been
gettled ; but while they took the action they
forgot to send to the printing office to with-
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draw the Proclamation permitting them to be
introduced. Coneequently my intended action
to stop them and to adhere to the previous
action of the Government was upset by the
Proclamation appearing mext day in the
Government Gazefie. 1 took the earliest
opportunity of explaining to the Minister for
Lands, Mr. Moran; and I am sure he was
moved by nothing but proper motives in the
nction which he took. It was the result of
inexperience in not having consuited me or
his ¢olleagues in the matter. But you will
se¢ where there was no harm in it, although
the Stock Inspector told us it was objection-
able, there was no harm in the landing ¢f the
camels. I was naturally on the alert, when
the rumours came to me through Mr. Craig
and others, that there should be no possibility
of collusion on the part of the Government,
when an affair was talked of in the streets that
£1,000 was offered to anyone who would engi-
neer the matter through. T do not know that I
can give any farther information. Shortly
after that Y think T handed over to Mr. Leake,
and oneof my very first acts was tovisit himand
explain the matter fully to him. Of course,
ag a political opponent, and during the turmeoil
of the moment, he may have naturally—I say
“ naturally ” advisedly—thought there was
something in the rumours and thought he had
made one of the discoveries against the old
Government as to abuses. because his words
to me were, “ They will not land ; I shall see
about this £1,000.” I desire to say that
although an error may have been committed,
I have no guestion in saying that an indiscre-
tion was committed in notconsulting Ministers.
I have satisfied myself long ago as far as the
members of the Government were concerned
they were entirely above suspicion. It wasa
sheer act of kindness, and done on the impulse
of the moment. I do not know that I can
recall any other circumstance connected
with it.

By Mr. Holman: Do you know whether
permisgion was ever given fo Faiz Mahowmet
either personally or by his solicitors to land
camels in Western Anstralia previous to May,
1801 P—Nothing beyond Mr. Randell’s aciion;
8o’ far 83 my own achion i3 coneerned, all I
heard concerning them was acting on the
advice of the Stock Inspector that we wers
adverse to the landing. AMr. Randell’s memo-
randum did not refer to the camels. T think
be explained that the permit was in reference
to the men, not the camels. Had he read the
memorandum carefully, he wounld have seen
that it did convey that the camels were to
come in, but he meant only to rofer to the
men. He was dealing with alien immigration
at the time; but the letter refers to the
camels g8 well as to the men.

Then he went on about the £1,000 again,
and we remember Mr., Moran in this
House stating that he was offered £1,080
if e would give permission to land eam-
els. On the face of that when we find
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that the alleged permission to land these
camels cost the eountry some £5,000, yet
we find a similar transaction took place
a few days ago, that has not only landed
the country in a large expenditure but
is being the means of prohibiting the ex-
portation of any of our steck into the
Bastern States. After we had the ex-
perience over the Faiz Mahomet ques-
tion, after members of the Government
sitting on the Ministerial benches now
paid away £2,000 to Faiz Mahomet, which
they had no right to do, we find that an-
other man is able to come forward and
get permission to land diseased camels in
this State, causing the loss of thousands
of pounds to people in the country. Of
the 204 ecamels Faiz Mahomet took to
Kurrachi 25 died there and 81 died out
of the remaining 179 when they left Kur-
rachi before they could be sent baek to
where they came from; and at the time
Mr. Morton Craig strongly advised that
these eamels be not allowed to come to
Western Australia on aceount of glan-
ders, foot, mounth, and other diseases,
the Government of the day was alleged
to have given permission. Had a Labour
Government done the same, or given
away the people’s money against the voice
of Parliament, or given permission to
bring camels into the country, probably
causing ruination to a large number of
people and throwing back one of our
great industries——

As to Order and Language.

The Treasurer interjected.

Mr. HOLMAN: I say it is absolutely
true. I refer you, Mr. Speaker, to the
statement of the Minister, who says the
statement I made is not true.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member did
not say that.

The Treasurer : No; I said that it
had not been done.

Mr. Holman: 1 am not deaf yet. I
heard you say, “it is not true.” If the
hon. member will eat the lie that he used
he is not capable——

The Treasurer: ] must ask that the
hon. member be kept within reasonable
hounds.

The Speaker: The hon. member must
withdraw.
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My, Holman: I will.have (v withdraw,
but I distinetly say that the Minister said
“it is not true”; and that is giving me
the lie direct.

The Treasurer : 1 did not say it.

Mr. Holman: I take exception to the
remark of the Treasurer.

Mr. Speaker: If the Treasurer used
the words the hon. member is quite right
to take exception and the Treasurer must
withdraw, but ¥ did not hear the Trea-
surer use the words.

The Treasurer: It was not said. I
said that the Government had not issued
a permit fo permit diseased camels to
come inte the State.

Mr. Taylor: He never made that state-
ment; he said “it is not true.” The
House is not deaf.

The Treasurer: 1 ask the hon. mem-
ber to withdraw tbhe statement. He is
accusing me of making a statement I did
not make,

Mr. Holman: To withdraw for a man
like that! He is not worth it.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. memhber must
withdraw, and I must also call on the
member for Mount Margaret to with-
draw.

My, Taylor: What remark?

Mr. Speaker: The Treasurer stated
that he did not make use of those words,
1 was listening and T did nof hear them,
and I am bound to accept the Treasurer’s
statement.

Mr. Taylor: That is true; you are
bound to accept his statement, as I am
bound by the procedure of the House to
withdraw. '

Mr. Holman: I hope that if any
member makes an interjection, he will be
good enough to stand by the interjection.

Debate.

Mr. HOLMAN (continning) : In eon-
nection with this matter the same tacties
were adopted in those years as were
adopted lately, the means of trying to
introduce camels into Western Australia
when they were not required. The Min-
ister for Mines who was a member of the
Cabinet at the time this compensation was
cranted to Faiz Mahomet was also a mem-
ber of Parliament and a Minister when
ihe question was fought out in the House,



812 Camels :
md though the Minister for Mines was
not man enough to vote in opposition to
the recommendation brought down by the
select committee——

The Treasurer . * Not man enough?
—that is nice language !

Mr. HOLMAN : Mr. Speaker, did you
hear that remark ?

Mp, BPEAXER : I heard the Treas-
urer say it was objectionable language to
sav ¥ not man enough.”

Alr, HOLMAN : Then I will say the
Minister for Mines is man enough to vote
against a recommendation of a select
eommittee in the House, and is man
enough to give the sum of £2,000
to the gentleman afterwards. While
we find Ministers in the House,
where their votes ean be criticised
by the people, voting against the recom-
mendation of the select commitiee, when
the question was in Cabinet, when it was
in the dark and could be covered up
for 12 or 18 months and is only just dis-
covered to-day by an accident, we find
Ministers quite willing to give away
£2,000 of the people’s money. I ask when
are these things going to stop? It is not
the only matter done by these same Min-
isters. Resolutions have been carried in
the House against pensions being given
to vouths of 25 and 26 years of age,
carvied by tremerwlous majorities in this
House; but members of the Government
have gone beyond the action of Parlia-
ment and given pensions ta these people,
whom Parliament decided should mnot
have them.

The Treasurer © Why not name a case ?

Mr. HOLMAN : Name a case? I
brought it hefore the Treasurer when we
were dealing with the Estimates last year.

The Treasurer = Bring it forward again.

Mr. HOLMAN : If it were the bring-
ing something else forward, in all prob-
ahility T would get more consideration. I
think I bave made out quite a good
enough case to have these papers laid on
the table. I wish to know in the first
place who is vesponsible for the giving
of this £2,000 to Faiz Mahomet. T desire
to say that I have no intention of reflect-
ing on the integrity of our Judges. Tt
has been stated that Judge McMillan, in
viving judgment on that case, said it was
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a case for compensation. With all due
respeet to that Judge, T maintain that
Parliament has a voice even above him,
and Parliament with the full facts of the
case hefore it, decided beyond all shadow
of doubt and by a large majority of 18
votes to 8 that Faiz Malicmet was not
entitled to any conpensation from o
meral point of view. I maintain that
Judge MeMillan, if he did say this in
giving judgment on that case, went out-
side his provinee when he dictated to
Parhament what to do. 1 maintain that,
with all due respect to the Judge, Par-
liament has the first voice in the govern-
of the country, and no Judge, even of the
Supreme Conrt, can dietate to that body.
That s not the only ease that has oc-
curred, for a few days ago we had an
ordinary magistrate saying that if a cer-
tain law had been passed by Parliament
it was ridieulous. When those people
make such rvemarks from their places on
the beneh, they are teaching the people to
ridienle the law, and are a disgrace to the
position they occupy when they say the
lew passed is ridiculons. I refer to the
remarks made by Mr. Roe when dealing
with a factories case in conneetion with
some Chinese. In all probability he tried
to protect those who are the hest people
fer him to assoeinte with, the Chinese at
the Weld Clubh.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
is outside the question before the Honse.

Mr. HOLMAN: I did get drawn away
in the heat of the moment, when I
thought of the indignity which the House
has been subjected to by a magistrate
saying that the law they passed is dis-
graceful. As {o the camels, I maintain
that not enongh consideration has been
given to the question. T should like to
ask what position stock owners of the
State are in if they desire to send stock
away to the Eastern States. It was
proved beyond doubt that of the camels
which came to Kurrachi for import to
Western Australia in 1901, 50 per cent.
died. It was also proved beyond doubt
that it was merely a gamble by Faiz
Mahomet, who stood to win £17,000 had
he landed the eamels here. In face of
the facts that Parliament decided that
Faiz Mahomet should not be compen-
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sated. and the law courts decided that
le had no legal clatm, we (ind the Pre-
mier (Mr. Rason) and his colleagues
giving £2,000 of the people’s money,
which they could ill afford. It is a
standing disgrace that. after a vote of
Parlinment and the decision of the law
courts, any Premier or Minister should
give away the people’s money in  this
wav. It is a breach of trust, and had
it been done by any other Govermment,
the  Press of the Siate would have
brought the matter forward and hounded
that Govermnent down and treated them
in the way they should be for deine such
a thing,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
N. Keenan): Fortunately I am in the
position of being able to speak abso-
lutely dispassionately in this matter, and
T rezard that as extremely fortunate on
this oecasion, judging by the heat of the
remarics the mover of the motion has
thought fit to indulge in. Particularly
do I object to the remarks he has directed
against the Supreme Court Bench and a
magisirate of the inferior court. T may
say at once that whatever the merits may
be of the ease the hon. member has sub-
mited, there can be no question of the
absolute want of merits in the attack he
has made on members of the judieial
bench, when it is absoiuiely beyond their
power tc reply. My knowledge of the
facis of this ease arises entirely from the
reading of the file, and I would like to
place the House in possession of the
facts which are apparent from the jodg-
ment of Mr. Justiee MeMillan in the case
bhrought by Faiz JMahomet against the
Crown by way of petition of right. In
reading portion of the judgment and pui-
ting hefore the House the facts, I would
like to preface my remarks by saying it
would be impossible to imagine a ore
conseientious or painstaking man than
Mr. Justice MeMilan,or a man less likely
to commit himself to strong statements
not fully warranted by the facts. I
defy anyone having had the most cur-
sory experience of the administration of
the law by that gentleman to hold any
other opinion. The action brought by
Faiz Mahomet was by petition of right,
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and by it he claimed damages for breach
of an agrecment by which he was to be
given permission to bring a shipment of
400 or 300 camels from India to Western
Australia.  The petitioner was an Afghan
amd in the year 1900, seven years ago,
was e2rrying on business in the State os
a enmel carrier.  From the facts as
shown in the ease, he had been anxious
for swmpe tine previously to the time men-
tioned to obtain leave to introduce into
Western Australio some eamels and also
sonre Afghan attendanits, There was in
existence at that time an Qxder in Couneil
of Febroary 3rd, 1897, made under the
Stock  Diseases  Act, 1895, which pro-
hibited the ntroduction of eamels mto
Western Australia. There was also an
Act in force known as the Immigration
Restrietion  Act of 1807 which placed
difficulties, although not absolutely pro-
hibitive ones, in the way of the introdue-
tion of native attendants. In these eir-
cumstances the petitioner, Faiz Mahomet,
who knew of the difficulties, although
he appeared not to bave known the actual
termg of the Qrder in Council, saw Mr.
Cralg, whe was then the Chief Inspector
of Stock, and asked him to grant per-
mission for the introduction of these
camels.  Mr. Craig informed him that
he could not give the required permission,
and Faiz Mahomet said that he would go
and see Sir John Forrest, who was then
in power. This was previous te Fed-
eration. He asked Jr. Craig whether,
in the event of that permission being ob-
tained from Sir John Forrest, he would
give the necessary authority from his
department for the ntreduction of the
camels. Mr. Craig replied that in sueh
circurnstances he would be prepared to
carry out the instructions he might re-
ceive, Then Faiz Mahomet saw Sir
John Forrest, and he was aceompanied
at that interview by Mr. R. S. Haynes.
The latter gentleman did not go as a legal
adviser but more in the nature of an in-
terpreter, to convey to Sir John Forrest
the wishes or the requests of Faiz
Mahomet, who was not an apt English
scholar. Tt appeared from the evidence
of Mr. Haynes that, at the time of
that interview between Faiz Mahomet,
Sir Jobn Fortest and himself, neither
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Sir Johm nor he was aware of
the existence of this Order in Coun-
eil of February 3rd, 1897. They both

appreciated the difficulty of bringing in
the native attendants, but lost sight of
the fact that under the Order the prohi-
bition was absolute against the importa-
tion of camels. As the result of the in-
terview Sir John Forrest, who bhad know-
ledge of the fact that Faiz Mahomet had
brought camels here in the early days
of opening up the goldfields and had been
of some assistance to make the farther
fields of the State available to the gold-
mining industry, was anxious if possible
to assist in the matter. Sir John Forrest
suggested that the request should be put
in writing and aeccordingly, on Oectober
3rd, a letter was written by Mr. Haynes
to Sir John Forrest in the following

terms.  [Mr. Holman : The letter has
been read.]  Aanyhow, the request was
put in writing. The statement made

through Mr. Haynes by Faiz Mahomet
to Sir John Forrest, when applying for
this leave, was to the effect, as was shown
by the evidence taken at the hearing of
the petition of right, that Sir John For-
rest and Mr. Haynes were both unaware
of the fact that the Order in Counecil of
February, 1897, prohibited absolutely the
importation of camels, and that the diffi-
culty they were dealing with was more

that of allowing the attendants to accom- -

pany the animals. The learned Judge
pointed out that the letter contained
clear reference to the camels, and ex-
pressed the request of Faiz Mahomet to
be allowed to import them, The letter
was given by Mr. Haynes to Faiz
Mahomet and was taken by the latter to
Sir John Forrest, who merely handed
the communication on to Mr. Randell,
who was then Minister in charge of the
depariment. That Minister endorsed the
letter with the following memorandum :
“Provided the facts are as stated, the
Aect enables me to do as requested, and
I will have pleasure in granting the cer-
tificate ; althongh if the persons men-
tioned can write English, there is ne
necessity for the permission” Tt will
be seen by that that Mr. Randell also
was ignorant of the faet that the real
difficulty was not with regard to the at-
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tendants, but as to the landing of the
camels,

Mr. Holman : Read Mr. Randell’s evi-
dence to the seleect committee when he
informed them that he told Mr. Haynes
the matter did not come in his de-
partment.

Mr. Taylor : Mr. Randell referred the
applicants to the Lands Department.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : I am
giving the absolute sworn evidence. If
the member looks it up bhe will find that
My. Randell endorsed on Sir Jobn For-
rest’s letter the memorandum I have
read.

Mr. Holman : He said lie eould only
deal with aliens, and the letter was not
signed in his office.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : T am
not going to trouble about where he
signed the letter, nor would I make the
answer to such an inquiry a solution of
the question. It was signed, and what
happened was that the letter was handed
back to Mr. Haynes and Faiz Mahomet
took it with him to India. If was antici-
pated that that authority would relieve
the difficulties that would otherwise he
in his way. Having obtained the letter
and that endorsement Faiz Mahomet left
for India. Sir John Forrest did not
know he was going, or in fact that he
had gone, but some time in January fol-
lowing, that was in the year 1901, M.
Haynes discovered the existence of this
Order in Council of February 1897.
That appears on sworn evidence again,
in the hearing of the petition of right.
It is shown that Mr. Haynes, whom one
would expect to have known of the exis-
tence of the Order in Couneil, did not
apparently become aware of it until
Jamnary, 1901. The learned Judpe in
dealing with the aetion he took, said :—

“T think I can hardly do better in
setting out what took place after this
date than adopt the language used in
the report of the seleet committee,
which I think correctly states the faets.

The report states, ‘On or about the

14th January, the petitioner’s legal ad-

visers were aequainted with the fact
that until the revocation of the Order
in Council of February, 1897, was can-
celled, no camels would be allowed to
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land from Indian ports. Farther re-
presenialions were then made on the
14th January by the legal advisers of
Faiz Mahomet, and it appears that the
Chief Inspector of Stock, on the 16th
January, assumed that permission had
heen given to land these camels, with
the result that instruections were given
to the Stoek Department on the 21st
January, 1901, to have the necessary
vrder prepared and gazetted. Delay
wag occasioned through the name of the
vessel by which the camels were to
arrive being unknown, but, slill, with-
out this informaiion, the said notice
was gazetted on the 24th May, 1901,
and caneelled on the 7th June, 1901.”
I will show from the files (hat certain
acts foolk place from whieh »rose the
claim for damages which was pressed in
the Court against the Crown. The
lenrned Judge also said:—

“ Judging from the eorrespondence
{aken from the Government files, and
the evidence given by witnesses, if is
quite clear the intention of the Gov-
ernment on 31st Janoavy, 1901, was
to give, and they did give on 24th May
the permission asked for by Faiz Ma-
homet in his letter of the 3rd October,
19¢0.7

In the meanwhile, having obtained that
first letter with the endorsement hy Mre.
Randell, Faiz Mabomet, as 1 have said,
went tn India. It appears by lis evi-
denee that he incurred a good deal of ex-
pense before Lhe date of the existence
of the Order was discovered in January,
1901, If it had not been for the aection
of the authorities subsequent to that date,
by cancelling the Order in Council, it
would have been possible, and this was
pointed out by the Judge, to have saved
the greater portion of the expense which
Faiz Mahomet incurred. In January,
1901, it is true, he had gone to India, and
had probably incurred some expense of
a minor character, and mayv have eniered
into certain econtracts for the purchase
of camels, but he could probably Lhave
cancelled those contracts for a conside-
ration, or resold the camels at a small
loss. But, in consequence of the revoea-
tion of the Order in Couneil of 1897, ga-
zetted in May, it appeared and reason-
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ably appeared to this wan that there was
no reason why "he should not continue
to earry out his arrangements for the
importation of the camels. In fact, it
would be impassible for any person of
ordinary sense to came ro any other con-
clusion than that he was justified in thus
praceeding,  And  aceordingly  he did
proceed.  He was indueced by the action
then taken to keep the camels and eon-
tinue his nepotiztiens for bringing them
to this S{aie. When the (azelfe nuotice
of the 24th May waz cancelled on the
vth June he then found himself in the po-
sition of having actually purchased out-
right a number of camels, and having en-
tered into arrangements for freicht ; and
that was the ground on which he based the
loss he had incurred, and for which he
sabmitted he had a claim  against  the
State. I am talking about the loss he
had aetnally incurred. [Mr, Holman in-
terjected.] When [ rvose I stated that
1ny own knowledge of the faets was ab-
selutely nil ; that 1 depended entirely on
files, not having been a mewmber of Par-
liament when these evenis took place. I
am now reading from a judgment of Mr.
Justice MeMillan, and am givine the
Hoeuse anly the facts of the judginent, not
the eommeuts on them ; but I shall ask the
House to allow me to give some of my
eomitents also, whiclt I think it is right
to take inte eonsideration, His Henour
pointed out that from the evidence before
him he came to the conclusion that whilst
in the possession of Faiz Mahomet the
camels had deprecialed very much in eon-
dition, and Faiz Mahomet had incurred
very great loss in connection with them,
had also spent a good deal of money in
going to India, and had farther lost the
prospective profits he would undouhtedly
have made if he had been allowed to in-
troduce the camels. His Honour then
proceeded to deliver judgment :—
“That the plaintiff had a very strong
moral elaim apainst the State ean
hardly be disputed. He had been mis-
led by the various persons who were
acting on behalf of the Government to
assume that he had a right to introduce
the camels. and on the 21st May an
Order in Council was made, which was
gazetted on the 24th May, which in
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very clear terms says, after reciting the
Stoek Diseases Act of 1895, and the
power of the Governor to exempt from
the operation of that Aect such stock
as he may think fit : ‘ That His BEx-
celleney the Covernor does, with the
advice of the Executive Council, exempt
from the operation of the Order in
Couneil dated the 3rd February, 1897,
a shipment of 500 ceamels consigned
from Kurrachee to Fremantle, the
property of Faiz Mahowmet, who accom-
panies the consignment.” That Order
in Council recoghises the position of
those different people who had been
dealing with Faiz Mahomet, or with
Mr Haynes on his behalf, and does
what is necessary to give effect to their
intention ; and it seems to me that by
revoking the Order published in the
Government Gazette of the Tth June,
1901, a gross injustice was done to the
petitioner.”

This is an important point which I think
the House should weigh. Of course we
may differ in our views of what is 2
gross injustice, when we have either
sympathy with or antipathy to the person
who has received it. But I am quoting
the judgment delivered afier a case tried
before him by a learned Judge who had
no personal reason for making these re-
marks, and was fully justified by the
faets before him ; and I am asking the
House to say whether, in view of sneh a
deliveranee, it was not imperative on the
anthorities then in power to consider the
position. His Honour pointed out that
in his opinion, from the facts submitted
to him at the trial, a gross injustice was
done to the petitioner. His Honour
says :—

“ The select committee, under the
circumstances to which T will refer,
came to the conclusion that the peti-
tioner had made out his case, and that
the™ Giovernment appeared to them to
he responsible for any loss incurred
after the 21st January, 1901. T think
every person who had anything to do
with this matter recognised that it was
anly fair and right that the petitioner,
who was a person who had done good
wark for the State and who had been
misled by the promises which were
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made to him to be allowed to do that
which the Premier, the Colonial Secre-
tary, and the Chief Inspector of Stock
had agreed should he done, should he
¥ ecompenSE(
Now it is an 1mportant matter which no
(Government are in a position to ignore,
that when a petition of right is brought
against the Crown, and when the Judge
who heard the petition is ultimately
obliged, on a mere legal technicality, to
rule the plaintiff out of court, as hap-
pened in this case, and when in delivering
that nonsuit in favour of the Crown as
defendant the Judge feels ealled upon to
say that in his opinion a case of gross
injustice against the plaintiff has been
established, and a case which alse in His
Honowr’s opinion demands eompensation,
it is impossible for these who have the
duty of protecting not merely the legal
rights but also the moral standing of the
State to ignore those remarks. And I
say without any question that if the gen-
tlemen opposite happened to be in power
they too wounld recognise exaetly the same
standard of duty as T have submitted.
[Mr. Holman : Why was it not brought
before them 9] I am not in a position to
say. The jundgment was deliverd on the
24th July, 1905, and therefore it would
have been impossible to bring the remarks
before them. [Mr. Taylor : They were
in office in July.] At any rate, that was
near the end of their term of office. [Mr.
Taylor: They remained in office for some
months  afterwards.] However, I was
about to remark, and it is an admission
on my part which T think is only a just
admission, that had hon. members oppo-
site been the Government of the day, and
had the very strong remarks of the Judge
in tbis case hegn bronght hefore them as
the Government, they wonld have been
obliged to give the most serious considera-
tion to those remarks ; because no Gov-
ernment can afford to say their legal
rights ave such that they can defy an
action in the law courts ; that when a
learned Judge decides in their favour,
and points out that there is a moral elaim
s0 strong that he himself voices the de-
mand for consideration for that elaim,
they will ignore the moral aspect of the
nuestion.
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Mr. Holman : Did Mr. Randell give
evidenee in that case ¢

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have
not read the evidence.

Mr. Hotman: He was not called, and
several others who ecould have given evi-
dence were not called.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: To go
on farther : whether Mr. Randell was
called or not, the facts of the matter are
set out in the judguent, and speak for
themsgelves. For instance, it is not open
to challenge that this man went to India
with a certain lefter bearing 2 eertain
endursement; it is not open to chal-
lenge that in Jannary, 1901, appar-
entiy for the first time, it came to the
knowledge of his legal advisers, and
through them to the knowledge of the
then QGovernment, that there was no
authority to permit the landing of those
camels.  That faet is not in question,
nor can it be questioned that subse-
quently the order was revoked, and that
in eonsequence of this series of events
the plaintiff was led into arrangements
which involved him in considerable loss,
and therefore established a elaim on his
part for some compensation at the handy
of those who had involved him in that
loss. The learned Judge points out to-
wards the end of his judgment—

“T think the moral aspeet of the
case was stated properly by Mr.
Moran, who gave evidence before me,
and who, when he first went into office,
was strangly opposed to the introdue-
tion hoth of camels and Afghans. Bnt
when he knew of the facts, he says
that he determined in April, 1901, to
have the permit put thrvough in order
to keep good faith with a man who
had received an undoubfed promise
from the Government to be allowed to
introduce these camels.”

That is sworn evidence before the Judge
of a man who was actually a Minister of
the Crown at the time these transactions
took place. Mr. Moran was personally
opposed to the admission into the State
of either Afghans or camels. Having
learned the facts of the ease and become
fully satisfied that an undoubted promise
had been given to this man, he considered
the Government of the day were bound

[14 AccusT, 1907.]

Fuiz Makomet. 8t7

to keep good faith with him and to allow
bim to introduce the camels. The judg-
ment proceeds—

“Mr. Moran farther said that he
felt in all honour eompelled to adopt
the letter of the 3rd October, although
in o doing he was not acting in ac-
cordance with his own views. In the
eourse of this case, as soon as I knew
enough of the facts to enable me to
appreciate the legal difficulties and to
understand how strong the position was
from its moral aspect, I suggested that
it might be possibie, even at that late
hour, to arrive at some settlement.”

As a matter of fact. the Judge suspended
the farther hearing of the ease for the
purpose of allowing the parties to weet
and 1f possible arrive at some settlement ;
hecause, as he said, he appreciated that
there were lezal difficuities on the part of
the plaintiff, altogether apart from the
merits of the case, which blocked his
remedy; and at the same time he appre-
ciated the very strong moral aspect of the
ease, and was desirous that he should not
he ferced fo give judmmnent on a legal
teelinteality  whieh  would deprive the
plaintiff of any compensation. As a
mater of history, lhere was no settlement
arrived at, and the result was, the parties
finally foreed the learned Judge to deliver
flie judgiment from which { am reading
certain extracts. 1 do not think it neces-
sary o read muech farther, The portion
I have read sets out very fuily the faets
of the case, and the vest of the judgment
deals partly with the law and partly with
the findine by the learned Judge that
although Sir John Forrest had misled Faiz
Mahomet, Sir John had done so with no
intention to deceive him, Sir John being
personally ignorant at the time, as was
also Mr. Haynes who was present, of this
Order in Council; so that although Sir
John had misled the plaintiff, he misled
him not from any bad motives but from
mere ignorance. The oniy other portion
of the judgment which is of importance
for the House io be acguainted with is
that portion in which his Honour sets out
how the matter ecame before him. TUnder
our Crown Suits Act it becomes necessary
for any person taking advantage of its
provisions to commenee proceedings with-
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in a limited time. It appeared that the
twelve wonths which is the time pre-
scribed had expired; and its expira-
tion had been partly led up to by the fact
that negotiations were going on hetween
the parviies which it was hoped wounld lead
to a settlenrent. As a resalt of the ex-
piration of thal period it became neces-
sary for the petitioner to proceed in an-
other way, and the only possible remedy
he had left was that procedura known as
a common-law petition.  Such a petition
was sent home through the usual ehannel
and came back with the usual endorse-
ment—* Let right be dons in our Su-
preme Court of Western Australia” His
Honour says:—

“It has been decided that those
words mean a legal right. I have done
what is legally right; but I am in the
unfortunate position of being obliged
to come to the eonclusion that although
I have done what is vight according to
law I have not done justice as hetween
the petitioner aud the Crown. For
these reasons iy judgment must be for
the Crown. It seems to me that this
man has been the sport of suceessive
Ministries, and that has led to the ex-
traordinary proceedings, resulting in a
waste of time and money, which have
taken place since.”

He therefore gave judgment for a non-
suit; but in consequence of the decided
view he took of the want of merit on the
part of the Crown, he gave judgment
without costs, Such was the judgment
delivered on the 24th July, 1905; and in
consequence of the terms of that judg-
ment, representation was made to the
Ministry asking for consideration at
their bands of the moral elaim for eom-
pensation which had been pointed out
in such sirong terms by the learned
Judge. The actual claim for compensa-
tion was based on out-of-pocket expen-
diture, which was supported by vou-
chers and certain doecuments, and in-
eluded telegrams and seme legal ecosts;
and on the other hand an allowance was
made for certain camels that had been
sold.  And this representation showed
that a round sum of a certain amount
could be eclaimed by the plaintiff justly
from the Government of the day. I
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can speak most dispassionately because
I was not a member of the House at the
time.

M. Taylor: How much did they pay?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Two
thousand pounds.

Ar. Taylor: That amount was not on
the Estimates last year; it was smothered
up somehow.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: My
own knowledge of the matter is limited.
T say this, ne matter what Government
had been in power, it would have heen
impossible, having regard to the honour
of the State, to ignove the remarks that
the Bench felt called on to make on the
hearing of the petition of right. It
would amount to this; if there had been
any loophole by which we could bave es-
caped from the imposition of the pen-
ally in the way of damages for some
tort committed by us, could we, having
regard to the honowr of the cowntry,
take up such a position? Would mem-
beis wish any Government to take up
that position?

Mr. Butcher: Is that cobsistent with
the action taken up in the bush fires case
at Beverley and York?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Let
me ask the hon, member to deal with the
bush fires case. What was the finding of
the court? They found that the approxi-
mate cause was not the Government en-
sine at all, but possibly a spark from a
mateh by twe wen who were tramping
along the country and who were smok-
ing. And it was proved beyoend all
doubt in that case that the Government
had taken all the precantions in the
funnel of the engine by a spark arrester
to prevent the occurrence of such loss.
Can any such analogy be made here? We
have railways being run which are of im-
nense henefit to those who have land
contiguons to the line, and Lo run these
railways we must use coal and we use
spark arvesters. If it were shown that
the Government had not used spark ar-
resters, and at the same lime that the
absence of these arresters had caused the
fire, and we conld assume that we were
at liberty to drive engines throngh the
country without the arresters, the hon.
member could say there was a moral
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claim against the Government. Buof when
we have taken every precaution, when the
railways are run as a benefit to the people
and when a fire has taken plaee which
ean well be attributed to other eauses,
can the member assert that there was a
moral claim on the Government? If the
hon, member can find any word in the
judgment which shows that there was a
moral elaim, then he ean submit it to me.

Mr. Butcher: There are two Cuels; one
dangerous and the other not; and the
Government chose to use the more dan-
gerous,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Al-
though the case came before more than
one Judge not a remark was made which
cant show there was a bittle of moeral
claim against the Crown; but that is a
matter entirely foreign to the present
question. What 1 was dealing with here
was simply a ¢laim made by an individual.
The claim has been investigated,not mere-
Iy by a committee of the House bhut by
the law courts of the country. The com-
mittee of the House, if | have read right-
Iy. found that this man had acted bona
fide m making an arrangement for the
importation of ecamels and bad suffered
The law courts found that although
he had not a claim from a legal point of
view, he had a elaim frem a moral point
of view, therefore whatever compensation
was due should be granted. I am not in
a position to say whether £2,000 was in
excess or less than what he ought to Lave
got, but T say on the facts it was impos-
sible for any Government to have failed
to vecognise thai the preservation of the
good name of the country involved them
in the necessity of granting compensation
under the circumstances placed before the
House.

loss.

Mr. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret) :
I have listened with inferest to the find-
ings of the Supreme Court, and I remem-
ber that the counsel who conducted the
ease on behalf of Mahomet, if I am ecor-
rect, were Messre. Harney and Harney;
that was for the petition of right. They
printed the whole of the case and eireu-
lated it amongst members of the House,
pointing out that there was in the opinion
of the Judge a moral obligation on the
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part of the Crown to give some eowpensa-
tion to Faiz Mahomet. The learned
Judge. as the Attorney General poinfed
out, decided on the evidence before the
Court, that Sir John Forrest by some
means, innocently or otherwise. misled
Faiz Mahomet.

The Atlorney General:
mnocently.

Mr. TAYILOR: Undoubtedly innocent-
Iy. I think the Attorney General will
admit when I read whiat was said by the
then Colonial Secretary, a eolleague of
Sir John Forrest, when under examina-
tion befure a committee of the House,
that the impression which is conveyed to
him will be removed, aud it would also
have made a considerable difference 1 un
positive i€ the Judge had had before bim
the evidence of the select committee when
giving his decision. Here is what Mr,
Randell said on that oceasion before the
select committee, commencing at question
21—

“Did yvou understand from the Lands
Department that Siv John Forrest had
committed the Government?—Oh, no.
So far as I know, Sir John never ap-
peared in the matter.”

So far as I know, as Colonial Seeretary,
Sir John Forrest did not appear in the
matter. He goes on to say—

And Mr. Haynes, [ presume, came
from the Premier to you with that let-
ter., From the context of his letter
to Faiz Mahomet, 1 should conelude
that?—1 am afraid that point has gone
cltean from my mind. Mr. Haynes, so
far as 1T can remember, brought the
letter personally to me.

We find in a question hefore that asked
by Mr. Atkins, a2 member of the com-
mittee—

Can you give the committee any in-
formation eoncerning Sir John For-
rest’s doings in this matter 2—1 can-
not. T do not think Sir John Forest
bad anything to do with it. That is
uy opinion.

He goes on farther and says he believed
Sir John Forrest was absent from the
State. T think if these matiers had been
placed before the Supreme Court Judge
and also the matters that are contained
in the report of the select comittee and

Undoubtedly
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the speeches that were delivered by the
then Minister for Lands, Mr. C. J.
Moran, and the evidence of the Chief
Inspector of the State, who said that he
had been offered £1,000 to pilot this
thing through, to engineer these camels
so that they could come into the country
by evading all eseentive orders, and al-
low them to come in, T do not think the
learned Judee would have said that Faiz
Mahomet was entitled to any compensa-
tion. Faiz Mahomet was tripped up in
all his intrignes and offers of bribery to
the then Minister for Lands and the
Chief Inspector of £1,000 each to sur-
reptitiously get the camels in ; and his
Honour would not have looked with such
a lenient eye on the man who offered
these bribes. If the Attormey General
had read the report of the seleet com-
mittee he would not have been under the
impresion that the Government were
‘under any obligation to ¥Faiz Mahomet.
It was a legal technicality that put the
cage out of court ; hut the intriguers were
tripped up ; they had not sufficiently
covered their tracks. What do we think
of a man who will go to a Minister of the
Crown and offer him a bribe of £1,000 ?
What do we think of a person who will
go to the Chief Stock Inspeetor and say
“ Tt me get a lot of tick-infested stoek
into the country and I will give vou
£1,000”" Ts that not enough to convey
to the learned Judge and the Attorney
General that there was a lot of money
to he made out of the importation of 500
camels into the State, when the men can
sling a thousand pounds here and a
thousand pounds there ¢ Is that not
sufficient to let us know there was some-
thing in the whole thing 2

Mr. Holman : Faiz Mahomet would
have made £17,000 out of the deal.

Mr. TAYLOR : The member for
Murechison found out what was going on
and bhe wired te the then member for
Cue, Mr. 1llingworth, who was Treasurer
and Colonial Secretary when Mr. Leake
was Premier. The member for Mur-
chison wired to the memher for the dis-
trict and the Government stopped this
importation.  There is no evidenee in
the select enmmittee’s veport to justify
the Government giving £2,000 to Faiz
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Mahowmet ; and there is no justification
given fo cover the whole matter up and
not allow the House te know that the
Government had done this. That is the
point. It was only found out by mere
accident. Why did not the Government
come down straightforwardly and take
Pavliament into their confidence and say,
that on the decision and on the ddvice
of a learned Judge of the Supreme Court
we helieve we should eompensate Faiz
Aahomet, notwithstanding that there was
a direet vote of Parliament to the con-
trary five year previously. The present
member for York, who was chairman of
the select eommittee, fumed and raged in
the House when the report was not ae-
cepted. T took a stand in the House in
opposition to the report in common with
the member for Murchison, and I say
the Government had no leg to stand on.
The whole job was so fishy that a num-
ber of members left the House, they had
other business to attend to, hence the
small vote of eighteen to eight. This
question is no new thing to me, and T am
sorry indeed to think that any Govern-
ment should be in power in any English
speaking country who would give £2,000
to any person in a surrveptitious manner
against a vote of Parliament. Had not
Parliament dealt with the matter; had
not a select eommittee been appointed
to consider the pros and cons and get all
possible evidence on oath, the matter
would have been different. The Celonial
Secretary, the Minister for Mines, Faiz
Mahomet, the legal advisers of the
Crown, the Stock Department, the high-
est authorities all gave evidence, and we
had the report of the committee and a
debate in the House on it; and during
the debate the late Minister for Lands,
Mr. Moran, owned up, to save his own
honour and the country, that a bribe had
heen offered to him. We find since that
Mr. Morton Craig was offered a bribe of
£1,000, and then we find that the Gov-
ernment gave £2,000, just the amount of
the bribes and no more, without inform-
ing Parliament. In the faece of the
findings of a select commitiee and of a
direct vote of Parliament, they paid out
money. I say it is not to the eredit of
any Government. I am not accusing the
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Attorney General; he was not a member
of the Government; but there are hon-
ourable Ministers to-day who were mem-
bers of that Government. The Minister
for Mines (Hon. H. Gregory) vofed
against the recommendation of the select
committee. He was then under anather
chief, in a Cabinet that acquiesced in
it, and acquiesced in the silence, These
are the names of the gentlemen who took
part in that division:—

Ayes.  Messrs.  (Gordon, Jacoby,
Monger, Phillips, Quinlan, Stone, Yel-
verton and Diamond (Teller).

Noes, DMessrs. Atkins, Daglish, Ew-
ing, Gregury, Hastie, Hayward, Hicks,
Holman,  Hutehinson,  Illingworth,
James, Kingsmill, MeDonald, Nanson,
Pigott, Taylor, Wallace and Higham
(Teller).

Two of those whose names appear among
the Noes, voting against the adoption of
the report of the seleet commnttee, were
members of the seleet committee. How
strong were they in their conviction that
the findings of the select committee were
not in aceordanee with the evidence, when
they voted against the recommendation!
It is a thing almost unknown in the his-
tory of select committees, unless it be
that 2 member of a select committee,
finding himself m a minority, might
occasionally vote against a reeommenda-
tion of a select committee. Now, I want
to say in all fairness to the learned
Judge that, had all these faets heen be-
fore him as clearly as they are hefore me,
he would not have made that recommen-
dafion. In my opinion, he made the re-
commendation with all honesty of pur-
pose. and with every human instinct that
he was doing the proper thing ; but he
was not sapplied with the necessary evi-
dence that should have heen before him.
When we have the then Colonial Secre-
tary saying that in his opinion the Rt
Hon. Sir John Forrest had nothing to
do with the matter, and when we find
that the whole strength of the case made
out for the Government by its legal ad-
viser, the Attorney General, is on Sir
John Forrest’s recommendation— perhaps
given innocently —though we find that he
was not within the borders of the State
at the time, the order is too large. I
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congratulate the Attorney General on the
case he has made out fur his predecessors
and his present eolleagues ; but there can
be no justification—the ablest advoeate
on the face of the earth eould not justify
the Govermment i paying out £2,000 in
the face of a vote to the country, and
then doing it silently without letting Par-
liament know, without taking Parliament
into their confidence. While I am in this
House I will oppose these tacties, and
I ant pleased the member for Murchison
has brought this forward. I hope we will
have the papers laid on the table so that
we will he able to see who recommended
i ; how it passed through Cabinet ; to
see it in all its stages. We have seen if
to the stage where it was refused by this
House, and we will see now how the
machinery was worked, whose signature
is on the recommendation to Cabinet ;
we will see the whole matter. I hope
the light of day will be put on the
subject. I do not suppose the Premier
has any reason for preventing the papers
coming to light ; and I hope he will come
out of it as I expect he will. The papers
should be put on the table, and we should
know why this was done, and why it was
done without Parliament’s knowledge. I
kave every reason for supporting the
member for Murchison, The Attorney
Gleneral pointed ont it was the opinion
of the learned Judge that there was a
strong moral elaim, not a legal right,
against the Government; but I say that if
the Judge knew what we know, be would
know there was no moral c¢laim. I have
a higher opinion of the learmed .Judge
than that he would think that a person
who offered bribes to the tune of £2.000
had any wmoral elaim. It is gratifving
te know that during the whole of the
transaction £2,000 was considered the
price that Faiz Mahomet would have to
pay to Ministers, and that it was £2,000
that was decided by the Government as
necessary to silence the maiter in the
end.

The Premier : Let the matter be ad-
journed ; I want to get farther papers.

Mr., Holman : Give me a chance of re-
plying to the Attorney General.

The Premier : Yes.
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On motion by Mr. Layman, debate ad-
Jjourned.

MOTION—MINES ROBBERY AND

SHOOTING.
Gerald Browne Case, Papers.
Mr. T. WALKER (Kanowna)
moved :—

“ That there be laid on the table—all
depositions and papers relating to the
prosecution of Gerald Broume at Leon-
ora before Warden Burt...All correspon-
dence, depositions, and papers relating to
the inquest on the body of Marley, who
died from the resull of a wound inflicted
by Gerald Browne at Tower Hill...Al
correspondence and papers connecled
with the trial of Hansen and the recog-
nisances of the said Gerald Browne lo
appear at Hansew’s trial, and the said
Gerald Browne’s departure from this
State before the said trial.”

He said: I believe the Attorney General
does not intend to oppose the granting
of these papers. In these circumstances,
T do not think it necessary to make any
speech on this subject until I get the
papers. But I think it is well I should
state the reason why T have placed this
motion on the Notiee Paper, if the At-
torney General will permit me; that is,
that en the ocasion of the debate on
the Adress-in-Reply I was aceused of
baving some sinister motive in making
an attack in reference to this matter. I
did make certain charges with the very
best motives, and in answer to that the
Attorney General eontented himself with
abuse of me personally, imputing to me
motives which were most undeserved, and
I think most unwarranted from the
source from which they came. I say
now that T move for these papers be-
cause I want to have evidence one way
or the other as to these files. Was there
upon a certain mine, the Tower Hill, at
the latter end of last year, a conspiracy
between certain watchmen upon the
mine, with the cognisance of the manager
of that mine and the police, to permit
certain intending robbers of gold to get
upon the mine? Did then these said
managers and watchmen decoy the
thieves, who were given to understand by
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letter and by other eommunications that
they were safe in wundertaking that rob-
bhery? Did they then secret themselves
on the place, and did one Gerzald Browne,
the attorney for the company,so secreted,
shoot a person named Marley who was
at the time runping away from danger?
Did afterwards, as we know he did, this
Marley die from the effects of the
wound? Did afterwards, 1 want to
know, the same Gerald Browne appear
at the Leonora police court before War-
den Burt? Was he aequitied of a charge
then made against him? Was he ae-
quitted with the knowledge of the Crown
Law Department? Was there any com-
munication at all between the Crown
Law Department and Warden Burt;
and if so, to what effect? After Marley's
death there was inquest held upon that
death; and what was the finding of the
jury? And what afterwards, after the
death having taken place, was the treat-
ment of Gerald Browne by the Crown
Law department, over which the Attor-
ney General presided? Were there any
communieations between the firm of
Keenan and Randall and the Crown Law
Department, the Crown Law Department
having at its head at that time the At-
torney (General ¥ Was there a refusal on
the part of Warden Burt to go any far-
ther with the case. even after the death
of Marley? Is it not the law upon the
subjeet that a man who, innocently, by
aceident or by design, causes the death
of another man, shall go before a jury?
Is it not the part of the Attorney
General of this country to see that the
law in that respeet is carried into effect?
Is there not in this respeect a econtrast
between the case of that kangaroo-hunter
who, after heing twice acquitted by a
magistrate, was brought down to Gerald-
ton for trial by a jury? I want to
know farther if those papers do not dis-
close the faet that there were communica-
tions hetween the Crown Law Depart-
ment and those who were responsible for
the defence of Gerald Browne. A trial
took place at Kalgoorlie in which one of
those who were on the seene on the night
the decoy and robbery took place, Han-
sen, was tried. Is it not a fact that
Gerald Browne was bound over to ap-
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pear and give evidence at that trial? Is
it not also a fact that when the trial
came on Gerald Browne was out of
the country? The Crown did not call
upon him te give any evidence, and I
want to know if that was done with the
cognisance and knowledge of the Crown
Law Department. Farthermore, 1 want
these papers tu disclose whether the At-
torney General had abrogated, or rather
abolished, his functions by any agree-
nient whatever, so as to enable Mr. Sayer
and the Crown Prosceator, or any other
Crown Law officer, to do the responsible
work of administration of the Attorney
General’s department. Tn other words,
I want to know if throughout these
transactions in which the firm of Keenan
and Randall defended Gerald Browne,
and the Crown Law Department did not
call upon hiin to give evidence at the trial
of Hansen in Kalgoorlie and also did not,
aceording to the laws of the land, compel
that individual to go before a jury—if
there were any comumunications between
the firm of Keenan and Randall and the
Crown Law Department which enabled
that to take place. The Attorney General
informed ns vecently that he had made
some sort of bargain with the Crown Law
Department, and inferentially that if
there were any defects or faults on the
part of the Crown Law Department he
was not vespousible; that when he took
oftice he made a stipulation that in eases
of that kind, I nnderstood him-—[The
Attorney General: In  all cases.]—he
should not have the duty that belongs
to his office. That may be a way of get-
ting out of the responsibility, but it is
not a way that this House ean take notice
of. This House must hold the Atorney
General responsible for whatever hap-
pened in the Browne ease, or in any case
of a like character. He is the responsible
Mimster and we ecan only look to him.
1 will not deal with the matier farther at
this stage. I want the papers and T
want them as fully as the Attorney Gen-
eral can give them to me, not for the pur-
pose as the member may sometimes think
and as he appeared to assume the other
night, of making a personal attack on
him, but becanse, from the way I look
upon it, it is an absolute duty on my part
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to protest with all the vigour of which I
am capable against that maladninistra-
tion that enables a man in a posilion in
society, with friends who have inlluence,
to avoid going betore a jury of his coun-
trymen and te get out of the conntry
when he has been on trial. In contradis-
tinction to this, other men without in-
fluence und without friends are forced
under the most eruel eircumstances. or
apparently so, although justly according
to law to stand their trial for offences of
which they are accused. It is in tha!
sense I move. I feel in this instance, ani
T repeat it, that it would he a seandal that
snch events should have happened while
we had an Attorney (eneral as the nomi-
nal prosecutor for the Crown, and the
accused was defended by the firm of
Keenan and Randall. It seems to me
seandalous, whatever excuses may be
made, for it is contrary to all justice for
an Attorney General to stand aside and
allow a subordinate and irrespousible
officer to eonduct business of this import-
anee whieh involves the abrogation, the
suspension, and, 1 was going to say, the
violation of the law in allowing a certain
party to escape as Browne did. It was
for those reasons, for the securing of
equal justice to every man of the com-
rmunity, be he poor or rich, influential or
without influence; these were my wotives
in speaking as I did then, and I expected
a high and dignified explanation, if such
were possible, from the Attorney Gen-
eral on that oceasion instead of which lie
heaped personal abuse upon me and no-
thing more. 1 say now thit if T were
the worst man in this ecmmunity, covered
with the most abominable sins, yet, if I
said then what was true, it was no an-
swer to abuse me. I want to know how
the Atterney General is going to defend
his position when such enormities, as will
be disclosed in these papers, are committed
in our midst. It is with the object of
maintaining the power and administra-
tion of justice that I spoke on the last
occasion, and that I ask for these papers
oW,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: (Hon.
N. Keenan): I believe I did not inform
the hon. member; but I had intended to
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do so had he been in the House, and I
informed some other member that I
would he glad if he would convey the nies-
sage, that it was not my intention o op-
pose this motion. I therefore do not rise
now for the purpose of offeving any op-
position to the motion; but I think T am
justified in rising to say that undoubtedly
the words which were used by the hon.
wember conveyed by the most ordinary
form of innuendo meanings which one is
almost certain he is not desirous of con-
veying. If he will take the trouble to
read Hansard he will see, if he applies
his mind to the matter, that the direet
innuendo ¢onveyed in bis speech, and
which I resented and which I think any
honourable mewmber would join me in re-
senting, was that I as Keenan extended
a favour to any person for whom Randall
appeared, and that as a consequence some
gross injustice occurred. I will be pre-
pared in a matter of this kind not to set
up my own opinion as to the meaning of
the words, but to ask any member sitting
in the Honse what meaning he attributes
to the words. ‘Fhe Lion. member just said
that in reply to lnm I heaped gross abuse
on his head. What I did was this,
and I felt then at any rate that
I was justiied in doing it I
asked him very deliberately whether he
meant to convey what in my opinion his
words conveyed, namely, that oblivious
not merely of my duties but of the com-
won rules of honour that bind all of us,
I had extended to-a certain individual
a favour hecause he was defended by my
partner, In reply he said he did not,
and I said that was the whole meaning
of his words and that his answer to me
in reply to that question placed me in
the position—I think I used the expres-
sion—that it was unnecessary to heap
any words of contumely on his head.
YWhen charges of a personal character
are made on members of this Honse, in
every case I am prepared to allow lati-
tude fo a great extent in reply, and for
the simple reason that when you are at-
tacked i what certainly is something
that is most precious to you, you do not
choose your words in making a reply.
Hon. members will understand that as
well as I. T had no intention, nor is it
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my intention, to insult any member in
this House. It may be that in addres-
sing the House on occasions I use ex-
pressions which T regret as much as any
tmember who hears them rvegrets them ;
but there are oceasions when nrritation
and passion carry away one’s judgment.
I will ask’ memnbers to do me the justice:
of saying that jn cold blood I have never
risen in my place and hurled insults at
any member. T am prepared to challenge
any critic in the House, anyone however
hostile, to rise and contradiet that state-
ment. As regards the papers the hon.
member has asked for, I have already
given instiruetions to have every paper
made available. Some of them are in
the record offices at distances from Perth,
but every paper in existence will be ob-
tained and produced. Now let me deal
with oné other matter, and again I hope
in the temperate spirit which I feel I can
command on this oceasion. That is
whether my acceptance of office carries
with it an entire surrender by me of a
nmeans of livelihocod when I leave office.
If that is to be established which the hon.
member wants to sustain and what he
seems to think is a right position to take
up, then I say it means this mucl, not
in my own case only, but in that of every
member of my profession vou ean seleet
who has after some years of hard work
won some position for himself in his pro-
fersion, it will be wholly impossible for
him, if asked to do so, to assume office
in a Government in the position I hold.
No man can afford to make this sacrifice
in order to serve his eountry for a few
wonths or perhaps a few years. In those
cireumstanees what is to be done ¥ The
natural thing is to adopt some rule which
will obviate any difficulty that might arise
from that position. I do not know what
rule of conduct my predecessor adopted,
for I never inquired, but T feel sure that
Sir Walter James, my immediate pre-
decessor as Attorney General, who re-
mained a member of his fArm when, as
happened every day, matters came to the
Crown Law Department with whieh his
firm were connected, allowed the other
members of the Crown Law department,
namely, the permanent staff, to deal with
them and entirely relieve himself of any
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consideration of them. I know of no
rule, but feel certain that was the rule
he followed and the one which should be
followed. For my part, I hope that
when it beecomes neessary for some other
person af some date to assume the office
I now hold, he will recognise, if placed
in the same position and heing a member
of my profession who has been engaged
in business for some years, and has es-
tablished a business which he is not in a
position to sacrifice, that he shounld fol-
low exactly the same rule. If any hon.
member can suggest any other means by
which it is possible honourably to conduct
my office other than by that rule, then I
will be only toe willing to take it into the
gravest possible consideration. Having
thonght the matter out earvefully I
do not know of any other means,
and although the hon. member may
say this 1&g a surrender of authority,
it is 2 surrender nndoubtedly forced by
the circumstances of the time. I have
no hesitation in saying it is onme that is
fully justified. Having dealt with that
personal matter T only wish to add that
if what I said in reply to the hon. mem-
ber was nnjust—T will not say if it were
abugive because abuse is nothing and in-
justice is a great deal—then I regret it ;
but iny intention was to repudiaie and
to resent any imputation which, as I
considered it, attacked my personal
honour. When 1 asked the hon. member
if he meant to convey that imputation
be distinetly informed me in reply that
he did not.

Mr. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret) :
Replying to the Attorney General with
reference to the debhate which took place
in this House a few evenings ago, I
degire to say I think he is not exactly
correct when he says the hon. member for
Kanowna made an attack upon him, be-
cause he was a member of the firm of
Keenan and Randall. The reason for
the opinion I hold is this, that the hon.
member for Kanowna knows too well
that police cases are heard without any
knowledge of the Attorney General.
Those cases have not reached the stage
at which the Attorney General is required
to investigate, and it is only after the
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police magistrate is convineed that there
is sufficient evidence to warrant the
opinion that a prima facie case has been
made out that the accused is sent on for
trial, and the evidence is forwarded to
the Crown Law Department. It is then
for the first time that the Attorney Gen-
eral goes into the matter and decides
whether a troe bill should be filed. That
stage was not veached in the case in ques-
tion, for the magistrate dismissed thecase,
and it therefore did not come under the
purview of the Attorney General. But I
think what the member for Kanowna
desired to make clear to the House—he
at least made it clear to me—was that the
person in question was allowed privileges
which he would not have been allowed
had he oceupied a lower soeial position
in this State. The magistrale, vightly I
sappose in his opinton, dismissed the
case ; but we know the law says dis-
tinetly that when a man takes human life
he has to stand his trial before twelve
of his counirymen, to see whether he was
justified in taking that life. The law
does not say that a police magisirate
shall decide that point, and there is no
doubt that Marley’s life was taken. I
say it would have been fairer, and T am
sure the man who fired that fatal shot
woyuld have been a happier mman to-day,
had he been tried by a jury. I feel con-
fident that he would have been acquitted ;
that any jury would have acquitted bim
in the circumstances. [3fr. Holman : I
do not think so. It was a cowardly shot.)]
I will not examine the merits or the de-
merits of the shooting ; but I believe, if
lie had been committed for trial, he would
have been honourably aequitted. And if
the Atterney General failed in any way
in his duty he failed in this partieular ;
for T am eredibly informed by legal men
that the Attorney General is the only
officer in this State who can put the law
in motion when it reaches that stage—
after the ease has been dismissed by a
police magistrate. I ean cite cases in
which the law has been put in motion.
I shall not do so, for there is no necessity,
seeing that this metion is not opposed ;
but T wish to say, in fairness to
the member for Kanowna and to the
Attorney General, there has been a
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misunderstanding as to the siatement
made by the member for Kancwna,
in reference to the Attorney QGeneral’s
attitude, That is where the Attorney
(General failed in his duty in not seeing
that Browne was brought before twelve
of his countrymen. He had taken a
life; and the law says that the man
who takes human life must be tried be-
fore a jury and either convicted or ae-
quitted. That is the position the Attor-
ney General shonld have assumed. I
say there was favour shown to that per-
son, a person in a position of affluence.
T am told, and I think I read in & news-
paper, that he was bound to appear on
his own recopnisance of something like
£100 against the man Iansen; but he
naver appeared. How is it that the
man who knew all about it, knew so
much about the matter that he shot one
of the parties, and was bound over to
give evidence, never appeared? He left
the State. 1 wish to ask the Attorney
(General whether he would allow a work-
ing miner in similar -circumstances to
leave the State. I say that is the point
regarding which I am sure the member
for Kanowna bhas felt sore.

Mr. BSPEAKER: I must protest,
though the Attorney General has not
raised any protest. It is not becoming
to impute any motive of that sort.

My, Tayior: 1 do not impute a mo-
tive. T ask the Attorney General whether
he would do so in the case of a working
miner.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a proper
question,

Mr. TAYLOR: I am not imputing
anything; I am asking a straightforward
question of the Attorney General. Per-
haps he may not answer it; and I am
not in a position to compel him. He
may say, “ Give notice in the ordinary
way, and I will answer.” But that is in
my opinion the point which has made the
member for Kanowna feel so strongly
and speak so heatedly. I hope that all
the papers in connection with the matter
will be tabled. The Attorney General
says he has already instructed that they
shall come from far and near, so that
the facts may be fully put before us.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Mr. J. B. HOLMAN (Murchison) :
Had not this motion been moved by the
member for Kanowna, it would have
been moved by me. After speaking in
the country, I dealt with this matter at
the first opportunity in the House. In
ny opinion it is a standing disgrace that
any person should be allowed to leave
the State with the blood of a fellow
man on his hands. In my opinion, it
was the duty of the Attorney General to
do in this case what was done in a pre-
vious ease when Mr. Moss was Attorney
General, when a magistrate dismissed
either twiee or thrice a person charged
with the samme crime as that of which
Mr. Gerald Browne was guilty. In the
former case there were two men in a
camp. They were quarrelling; and so
far as I ean remember, the man attacked,
after a remark that he did not like,
picked up a gun and shot the other. The
accused came before the magistrate
two or three times, and the case was dis-
missed. Then the Attorney General, Mr.
Moss, compelled the proseention of that
man, brought the case either to Gerald-
ton or to Perth, and the accused received
six or seven years for the shooting.

The Attorney (eneral: Do you know
that the witnesses were on the jury?

Mr. HOLMAN: The witnesses may
have been on the jury; and in the Gerald
Browne case there were perhaps far
more influential persons off the jury than
were on the jury in the case of the poor
unfortunate man of whom T speak. Take
the Gerald Browne case. There was a
conspiracy to rob a mine. The r bhers
were practically led into a trap, though
the crime could bave been prevented.
The police and mine manager were among
the conspirators to set this trap. My
idea is, we should seek to prevent crime,
and not encourage it merely to eatch a
man and put him in gaol. Certain men
went to rob a mine at night. The police
knew the men, and could have put their
hands on them at any time. The police
and Gerald Browne were in hiding,
armed with loaded revolvers. When
the men eame on the mine they were
attacked. One of the men was
running away. The police knew who he
was, knew where they could cateh him at
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my time. While he was in the aet of
nnning away, with his back turned,
serald Browne fired two or three shots
it him and took his life. I say it was
nost cowardly for anyone to shoot at a
pan who was running away. Had he
een aitacking Gerald Browne with a
oaded revolver, or even a piece of wood
v other dangerous weapon, and had Ger-
Ud Browne shot him in self-defence, I
‘or one would have said he did quite
ight, and I should be the last to condemn
wy man for taking life in self defence.
3ut the case was altogether different—
nerely a poor unfortunate man who had
serhaps been led into taking part in a
rriminal action, flying from the trouble
1¢ had been brought into, and shot so
bat he died soon afterwards. What does
be Attorney General do? Although
jerald Browne was summoned to appear
15 a witness in the case, he is allowed to
weape from the country, allowed to get
dght away without standing his trial.
(n my opinion, had he been an ordinary
vorking man, or had the policeman shot
Marley, he would have had to stand his
rial.  But because Gerald Browne was
v son-in-law of a previous Governor of
Western Australia, because he moved in
1 hizh cirvele, because he eould get in-
Juence cxercised on lis behalf that a
poor man could not get, he was treated
lifferently from an ordinary man placed
n the same position.

The Minister for Works: By whom?

Mr. HOLMAN: Treated differently
oy the Attorney General in allowing him
0 leave the couniry with the blood of a
fellow-man on his hands.

As to Order and Charges.

The Attorney General: 1 am willing to
allow latitude to members that I do not
dlaim for mys=elf; but I cannot allow the
1on. member to go to these limits and
ibuse his powers. I ask Mr. Speaker to
rule the hon, member out of order.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must
withdraw the vremark; he is making a
lirect charge against the Attorney Gen-
wal of improper conduet and he must
withdraw unconditionally.
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Mr. Holman: I suppose 1 shall have 1o
withdraw it; but I say the Attorney Gen-
eral treated differently the two men.

Mr. Speaker: That is the charge.

Mr. Holman: 1 say again Gerald
Browne was treated differently from the
unfortunate kangaroo shooter in the
North-West. The Attorney General,
after the man had been brought before
a magistrate two or three times and dis-
wissed, had him brought te Geraldton or
Perth to stand his trial before a jury;
but in the other case Gerald Browne was
allowed to leave the country, although he
had been summoned as a witness in the
robhery case. One was a poor man, the
other a man of iufluence.

Mr. Speaker: Do you infer that the
Attorney General was guilty of that con-
duct ?

Mr. Hobman: I say that one was a poor
man and the other a man of influence.

My, Speaker: T see no other construe-
tion than the one I have put on it. You
infer the Attorney General allowed the
man to eseape.

My. Bath: The hon, member is making
a statement of fact,and theAttorney Gen-
eral will not deny the faets in connection
with the two cases. These facts have oc-
currved in Western Ausiralia, and the hon.
member is justified, and T say it in defer-
ence to your ruling, in making the state-
ment witheut infringing your ruling.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member could
say what he desired without imputing any
conduct on the part of the Attorney Gen-
eral; but the remark is most offensive, the
way he is putting it, saying the Attorney
General makes a distinction by allowing
one man fto escape and ancther man, be-
causge he is poor, has to be tried.

Debate.

Mr. HOLMAN: I say the kangaroo
shooter in the North-West was taken he-
fore a magistrate two or three times and
discharged, but the Attorney General had
the man brought to Perth, and he receiv-
ed a sentence of some six years. The
other case, that of Gerald Browne, a son-
in-law of an ex-Governor of Western
Australia, was brought before a court for
shooting another man, yet he is allowed
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to leave the couniry; the two eases were
brought before different Attorneys Gen-
eral, I want to know why Gerald
Browne left the country. He was wan-
ager of a mine, and it was not hinted that
he was going lo leave; but as soon as he
could get away scot-free, he cleared quick
and lively. These things should not he
allowed to go onj a man, unless he has
money to fight his ¢nse, does not get jus-
tice. I have known men in the police
court to swear what was absolute perjury
and the magistrate knew it, and it was
proved to the magistrate by the words of
the self-same witness, but what is done?
These men ean get away because they
were on the side with money, To show
the calibre of some of the magistrates,
we can refer to the remarks of one of the
Judges in a case that occeurred at Ger-
aldton. A man was sentenced to five
years; and on appeal to the Full Cout,
one Judge made the remark that
1o man outside a hmatie asylum would
direct the jury as had been done in that
ease. That was where a man had no
money to fight his ease, and to fight a
ease a man must have boundless wealth
behind bim. In the ease referred to at
Geraldton, the man was able to appeal
and he was let out of prison by the Full
Court. But in the rase of a man shoot-
ing his fellow man, he is allowed to leave
the country without a trial.  The wan
who was shot might have heen innocently
bronght mto the erime. The man was
running away, and the police knew him
and could have got him at any time. It
18 a standing disgrace that in Western
Australia sueh a thing should oceur, and
if it can ocenr under the lawg of the
country the tine has arrived when the
laws should be amended. The time has
arrived when justice should be adminis-
tered in Western Australia so that the
poor man has the same opportunity as
the rich.

Mr. T. WALKER (in vreply as
mover) : I do not desire to prolong the
debate. I am glad to have heard the
expression of opinion of the Attorney
General that he misunderstood my speech
and that he acted feverishly in the de-
bate.
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Erplanations as to Motives.

The Atlorney General : Look at page
391 of Hensard, livst eolumn.

Mr., WALKER : I am reading on
pages 391 and 392.

The Attorney General : I call the
mentber’s attention to the first column on
page 391

Mr. WALKER : T would like the At-
torney General to eali attention to the
direct passage he refers to.

The lttoreny General : If T may re-
fer to the ewmvent year's Hansard, which
I Delieve 1s not allowed

Mr. WALKER : In this matter it is
material to the debate.

The Attorney General: The matter of
which 1 spoke as being the meaning I
placed on it was as follows:—

“Tet us look at the position of the
Attorney General in this matter. In
addition to holding that high office, he
18 a member of the firm of Keenan
and Randall. As Attorney General
of this State it was his duty to prose-
cute, hnt the prisoner or the ae-
cused went to the firm of Keenan
and Randall, and it was they who de-
fended him.”

I said the innuendo was that beeanse my
partner had heen employed profession-
ally, there was some dereliction of duty.
The hon. member went on to say:—

“The same man, Keenan, the At-
torney General of this State, prose-
cuted ; Keenan, through his partner
and firm, defended.”

The same innuendo.
went on fto say (—

“1 do not know how that porition
can be defended; it seems to me most
ridiculous,  Either the  Attarney
(ieneral should have had the eourage
to protect his friend by resigning from
the position of Attorney General, or
he should have lacked that ecupidity
which inflnenced the firm to defend
the same man that the Attorney
General was proseculing. Can there
be honour in that sort of thing?”

T have no desire to reopen the debate,
but I informed the hon. member I counld
only put one construetion on the words
and that was the eonstruetion of which
I informed the House before.

The hon. member
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My, Holman : I was not aware that
1the hon. member’s irm defended the man.

Debate.

Mr. WALKER : 1 am giad the At-
torney General has denated the passages
«n which he levelled his vocabulary. The
Aftorney Cieneral onght to bhave read the
whole eontext of these words, but even in
these words there is no aecusation what-
soever of having unjustly favoured his
firm. The only justifiable inference,
taken in connection with the eontext,
that eould be wathered [vom these words,
was that the firmu of Keenan and Randall
and the Attorney General favoured Mr.
Browne, and I submit that is absolutely
the whole meaning of the context. 1
will rend just a little to show the con-
text.

The Altorney General : What does the
word “cupidity ¥ mean?

Mr. WALKER : In that instance it
means this, that the firm——

The Attorney General : For reward.

Mr. WALKER : For the payment iof
the fees.

The Attorney CGeneral : For the fee.

Mr. WALKER: Quite so. I think it
has also a wider meaning ; and in this
instanee fo my mind he was conscious
more, not of the fee for the mere profes-
stonal ecarrving  ouwl of the work, hut
of the professional carrying out of
the work for a friend. The inference
I wanted to get in was that the firm of
Keenan and Randall was a friend of
Gerald Browne’s, that associations, min-
ing asociations. were such that the firm
of Keenan and Randall were from old as-
sociations sereening this Gerald Browne;
andl the inference I tarther conveyed in
this was that the Attorney General. a
member of that firm, if not aiding and
abetting, was af least permitting his un-
derlings—-1 say underlings witheut any
disrespeet to Mr. Saver or Mr. Barker—
to give privilezes or liherties to Geraldl
Browne he would not have had if it had
not bean for those pnst associations.

As to Cupidity.
The Attorney General : What were the
other words used 2 I absolutely and
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entirely resent that. The hen. member
is now intreducing natter that is en-
lirely uew and is of an offensive charac-
fer. T know 1t is no use my ohjeeting
to offensive speeches froin certain uar-
ters, but the inference the hon. member
is making 1 wish {0 ask whether he is
justified in making. It is entirely new
to the report in Hansard. The hon.
member gave eertain illustrations from
Sir Edmund Barton, Mr. O'Connor and
Mre. Wright, all furning on oue puoint,
that they, Mzr. Barton and Mr. O’Connor,
surrendered office heeause they were ac-
cepting a fee to  appear for parties
against the Crown. That was the whole
burden of tle hon. member's  remarks
concerning lhe cupidity he referved to.

lebate.

Mr. WALKER : [ subwmit it
Let me read what I said :—
 Let me say that the same tendency
was exhibited in another instance which
I cannot help but say I regret. This
ocewrred in the far-off part of this
country when a certain man of good
connections happened, I will admit hy
aceident, in the impetuocsity of his eon-
duet, to kill another. He had to go
on trinl; he was excused by the eourt
at Leonora, I think, and was let off.
Another phase of this guestion de-
veloped, and the man was then liable
to be tried for murder. The Atftomey
General was then in charge of the jus-
tice of this country ; but instead of
exercising his independent opinion and
doing what was necessary, what was
inenmbent upon him, he took the
opinien of the magistrate, and in spite
of certain people having offered recog-
nisances for the accused to appear at
his trial, the result was that this dis-
tinguished individual escaped, and was
allowed to escape—there was no dis-
guising it—whereas he should have been
proseeuted. I shall ever be on the side -
of merey ; I have no desire to pursue
or hound that man down ; but there is
no gainsaying the faet that he shonld
have heen proceeded against. that it
does nat alter the duty of the Attorney
(General.”
Then T went on to state that whieh the

is not.
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Attorney General has quoted ; and then
what I did say in pursuance of all that
the hon. member has quoted ¥ I said :—

“T should like to know to whom we
are to look for the protection of jus-
tice, if not to the Attorney General.”

That was the point I was making, and
desired to make throughout.

“In this State we have no Minister
for Juostice. We have no higher court
as it were, no Chaneellor to look down
upon us and take action in the event
of failore or fauit on the part of
underlings in administration.”

The Attorney General : Then will the
hon. member tell me why he quoted the
opinions of Mr. O’Conner and Sir Ed-
mund Barton, if not for the purpose of
showing that the aceceptance of a fee—

Mr. WALKER: Not in the slightest.
Did I guote it but for this, to show the
different sense of honour that prevails
in the men of New South Wales
and so I say now, if the hon. member
wishes to force me to it, that is not in
accordance with those fine susceptibilities
of honour that will permit the Attorney
General to maintain his office and aceept
responsibility, and allow Mr, Sayer or
Myr. Barker to do what it is his office to
do, and allow people through those means
to escape who should be brought properly
to trial. 1 say it now, just as 1 said it
then. I am perfectly consistent in the
view and the attitude I have taken. I
have nothing to apologise for. I do not
want to withdraw one word I =aid when
I spoke. In faet on that night I endea-
voured —of eourse I will adrit with a cer-
tain amount of warmth in the attack on
the Government—to bhe as moderate as I
could ; and I still say that, had T chosen,
T could have made the ease wmuch stronger
against the Attorney (eneral than I did.
I am forced now to say these things in
~ self-defence. I submit that the whole of
Iy speech was to show that the Attorney
General had neglected to perform his
duty as Attorney General. I went far-
ther, and said :(—

“ The course he took was in the case
of a distinguished citizen, who escaped;
but would it have been the same if it
had been an ordinary mortal 7
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I made that point—

“Would he then have taken nofice
of the magistrate’s opinion and dele-
gated his duties to that gentleman ¥
No, he would not; in faet I other
cases he has taken the opposite course.
Can we but suspeet that there was
favouritism shown towards the man?’

That was the whole point T worked up
to. There was the end of my speech
dealing with this matter. That was the
whole thing, to which the others were
only steps to lead—

“Can we but suspeet that there was
favouritism shewn towards that man?
Could justice be done when the one
man was both prosecuting and de-
fending.”

That was the position, and I submit it
is a perfectly justifiable point to make;
and T submit too thnt T should have been
recreant to my duties as a representative
of the people of this State, if knowing
of these facts, T had not protested, and
warmly :  for where ecan a man feel
warmly, where can 2 man feel indignant
if he eannot feel indignant when he sees
justice, as he believes, prostituted in this
country so as to protect and favour some
man, possibly to barass others who are
not so favonred ¥ Tt is then, if ever,
that a man should speak. A man who
would not speak then is either a coward
or worse. I endeavoured te do it in the
best way it seemed to ine, with sueh gifts
and with sneh poor language as I could
snmmon—not in the erudite and polished
manner of the Attorney General, hut
with the honest ring of the nature of a
man who has never tried to injure a
fellow mortal in his life, and who has
ever tried to the best of his ability to
proteet the poor and wronged wherever
he may be. It was in that spivit, and in
that spirit only, I made the speech. 1
do not want to be misunderstood or
wrongly judged. I am pleased the At-
torney (leneral has taken the attitude he
has to-night, and in the same spirit in
which he has met me I should like to
meet him. I desire now to peruse these
papers and shall not have one farther
word of acrimony or controversy. I
trust the papers when they are pro-
duced will be full and complete. What
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farther steps then will be necesary il is
time to decide upon when the papers are
ready.

Question put and passed.

BILL—MARINE INSURAXCE.

Received from the Legislative Council,
and, on mation by the Premier, read a
first time.

ADJOUGRNMENT.
The House adjourned at half-past 10
ocleck, until the next day.

Legislative Council,
Thureday, 16th August, 1907.
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Police Offences (Consohdntlou). Cnm re-
sumed, progress “

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 o’clock p.m.

Prayers.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Secretary: Report
of proceedings under Industrial Concili-
atton and Arbitration Aet, for the year
1906,

QUESTION—AGRICULTURAL RAIL-
WAYS, CONSTRUCTION.
Hon, J. W. WRIGHT asked the
Colonial Seeretary: What is the name in
full of the Engineer for Railway Con-
struetion, as from the Minister's pre-
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Police Force Bill. 831

vious veply he appears to be the engi-
neer responsible for the grading, ete., of
agrienltural railways?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied : The Engineer-in-Chief, Mr.
James Thompson.

BILLS—THIRD READING.

1, Marriage Aet Amendment, returned
te the Assembly with amendments. 2,
Public Education Amendment, passed.
3, Permanent Reserve Rededication,
puaased.

BILL—PQLICE FORCE (CON-

SOLIDATION).
Third Reading.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved—-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD : To what
extent was the Police Benefit Fund con-
trolled by the Government? Did the
Government eontribute to the fund, and
was the fund andited by the Government
Actuary?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
Government controlled the fund to the
extent that the trustees were three Gov-
ernment officers—the Commissioner of
Police, the Under Treasurer, and the Un-
der Sccretary. The fund was made up
by contributions from the police officers,
in addition to certain fines imposed on
the police for miseonduct; and the fund
was subsidised by the Government to the
extent of pound for pound. For the
past two or three years the fund had been
commented on by the Auditor General in
his annual reports, and it had been ve-
ported on by the Government Actuary
once before he (the Colonial Secretary)
took office, and {wice sinee, The Gov-
ernment Aectuary reported that the fund
was not altogether on a sound basis, be-
cause there was not sufficient reserve to
insure its solveney in the future. DPre-
vicus to that, the eontribution by ihe
(Government was £1,000 a vear, and the
police foree contribution varied from one
and a-half per cent. to two per cent. It
was so much per month but that was what



