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very short period it was floated in Lon-
don for £700,000. Within 12 months of
that company commencing operations it
was recognised on all hands that the
mine was a miserable failure. That is
not the only instaince we have of one
mine said to be die best in the world, or
the richest in the State, proving a failure.
Hon. ninnbers must recollect the Wealth
of Nations. it would he amusing to per-
use the reports in tlie newspapers which,
were publislicd when that mine was first
discovered, a mine 'which, I think, was
sold for £100,000. That mine never justi-
fied in the Slightest degree the anticipa-
tions of its success. Coming to more re-
cent timles, members wvill recollect the
Queen of the Earth ait Ycrilla. That,
again, was described as extremely rich;
in fact, it was said that the gold could
be seen in the ore as though it was moss
growing on a rock. All1 these mines, said
to .be extremely rich and with -the most
prosperous future, have petered out. They
are isolated instances, and if a railway
had been built to each one of those mines
it niust have' proved an undoubted fail-
tire. Arec we any better off to-day in
building a railway to this one mine
called the Bullfinch than we would have
been if the Government had built a line
to the Londonderry or the Queen of the
Earth or the Wealth of Nations years
ago? It is stated here that this mine is
extremely rich; and that therefore so
far as this mine is concerned it is quite
unnecessary to build a railway, but that
we have to consider ±he mining indush-y.
We know, too, that the discovery of this
mine has given an immense incentive to
prospecting in the neighbourhood. Pros-
pecting parties are out in all directions
and it is probable that other mines, let
us hope of a permanent nature, will he
discovered and in a short time, I ven-
ture to think, we shiaU be in a mnch
better position to know where the rail-
way is to go than -we are now. If in-
formation had been laid before this
House to-night showing that there was
an immediate necessity for the building
of the railway to this one mine, a neces-
sity not as regards this one mine but
as regards the mining industry, T would
gladly have supported it, but I regret

that information of that character has
not been forthcoming. The time may
come when it wvill be necessary to build
this railway; if so, I can only hope that
the House will pass the line -immediately,
but at the present time, if we are going
to build the railway to -the one mine,
there are very likely other mines in the
State which can make an equal claim.
'What is the justification put forward by
the Government for the line V Not ex-
penditure of money for the development
of the State, but expenditure merely onl
the basis of a commercial speculation.
We have enough work to do in this State
out of borrowed funds in the direction
of developing our resources. We have
more than we can manage and at the
present timne we are not justified in bor-
rowing money to indulge in works that
are put before the House merely as com-
mercial specuilations.

On motion by Mr. Troy debate ad-
journed.

The House adjourned at 11.14 p.m.

Mr. Keenna IMr. Davies.

legislatve Resembip,
Wednesday, 16th November, 1.910.
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QUESTION-RAILWAY CONSTRUe-
TJON, Mft MAGNET-SANDISTONE.
Mlr. HE1TMANN asked the Minister

for Works: 1, What was the amount of
the lowest tender for the construction of
the Mt. Magnet-Sandstone railway? 2,
What was the estimate of the depart-
ment?! 3, What was the cost of the
Work?

The M1INiSTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 'I, £86,979. 2, 974,215. 3. Cost
to date,;£71,876.

QU S STION-E DUCATI ON DE~PART-
MENT. ASS81STANT INSPECTOR.
Mr. (COLLIER (for Mir. Bath) asked

the Minister for Education: 1, Is it the
intention of thle Education Department to
appoint anl assistant inspector of schools
ais advertised? 2, If not, why did the
dlepartmnent. change its opinion concerning-
the appointment after having advertised
for applicants for the position?.

The MINISTrER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1. 'No, 2, It was desired to
leave open thle possibility of re-appoint-
ing the oticer in question to thle teaching
staff after a period. It was found that,
if this proviso were made, he could only
he appointed under thle Public Service
Act as a temporary employee-a position
which wuld not he satisfactory. He has
therefo-e been appointed as advisory tea-
rher, remaining on the teaching staff.

QUESTION - PUBLIC SERVANTS
ANKD DEFENCE FORCES.

School Teachers.
Mr. (JOLLIER (for Mr. l3athi) asked

the Mtinister- for Education: 1. is it a
fact that the Education Department hafs
refused permission to school teachers to
act as area officers in the Commonwealth
Defence Forces on the ground that it in-
terferes with duty? 2, If so. in what way
does the acceptance of such positions in-
terfere with school teachers' ordinaiy
duties? .3, Has leave been granted to tea-
chers on full pay to attend church and
other conferences during periods when
the schools were not on holiday? 4, If
so. why is such differentiation made? .5,

is it because of aiitagonisum to the Federal
authorities-'.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1, Yes. 2 (a) It would necessi-
tate six weeks' leave of absence at once.
(b) It would necessitate a fortnight's
leave eacti year for a camp of instruction.
(e) It would necessitate frequent leave of
absence during- school hours, Amongst
other duties the area officer tins to super-
vise ,Junior cadets, who canl oniy be seen
dIunng school hours. in many eases he
wouldf have to travel to lIaces fromn which
lie could not possibly return in time for
his school worki. ;), in one ease a teacher
wa allowed to deduct for this Ipurpose
one month from ]lng sevice leave, which
would have fallen due in thle next year.
4 and 13. Aknswerel b hr.gsxver to 3.

WON(IAN HILLS.
'Mr. SCADI)AN asked thle Minister for

Laniids: J , Who were the original hold-
en,;ro iilie toilltiwiu lots. situa ted at or
near WVongan Hills, 1406, 1407, 1409,
1420, 1421. 1451, 1454, 1440, 1438, 1442?
2, Have inn- of these lots been transfer-
red?- I if so, to whomn, and hlow long after
first approval ? 3, Has a caveat been
lodged by any person or persons, other
than the Agi-icuitnial Bank, against the
transfer of any of these lots? 4, If so,
whbich lots, and by whom?

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Location 1406, H. T. Kelsall;
location 1407, H, T. Kelsall; location
1409, S. N. Radford: location 1420, S.
flangetl: location 1421, C. G. Linke; loca-
tion 1451. C. G1. Liuke; location 1454, F.
T. Radford; location 1440, W. C. R. Sun-
ni(Ins: location 1438. W. Levi: location
1442. P. Levi. 2, Yes, with the exception
of location 1440 they hare been trans-
ferred as follows :-Location 1406 to C.
B. Douglas: about 3 years. Location
1407 to MJrs. H. 13. Do-uglas: about 4
yea rs. Location 1409 to E. Campbell;
about 4 years. Location 1420 to 0, L.
]Bernard:- about 4 years. Location 1421
to C. Wilding; about 4 years. Location
1451 to C. Wilding: about 4 years. Loca-
tion 1454 to A. T. Norrie; I year, 3
months. Location 1438 to W, Robert-
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son; 3 years, 5 months. Location 1442
to D. J. Robertson; 2 years. (Location
1409 was transferred by order of the
Court.) 3, Yes. 4, Location 1420 by C.
B. Douglas as mortgagee; Location 1440
by P. Wholley as purchaser; Location
1438 byv the Commercial Bank as mort-
gagee.

QUESTION-RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, WONGAN HILLS.

Mr. SCADDAN asked the Premier:
Will lie explain why the Goomalling-
Wougan Hills line is not being con-
structed the full length provided in the
Act authorising its construction?

The PREMIIER replied: The Engineer-
in-Chief recommended that the line
should stop for the present at the ten'-
porary reserve at the S4-mile from Geo-
malling until it was definitely decided
as to the direction for its continuation
to junction with the Geraldton-Cue Rail-
wvay.

QUESTION-STATE HOTEL FOR
SOUTHERN CROSS.

Mr. TROY (for Mr. Horan) asked the
Premier: In view of the inadequacy of
the hotel accommodation at Southern
Cross. wvill the Minister take into con-
sideration the advisability of establish-
ing a State hotel at that centre?

The PREMIER replied: The Govern-
ment have no such intention at present.

QUESTION-MINERS' WAGES,
BULLFINCH.

Mr. TROY (for Mr. Horan) asked the
Minister for Mines: 1, In view of the
announcement made that Mr. Richard
Hamilton is associated with Mr. Doolette
in the management of the Bullfinch mine,
is there any connection with this circum-
stance that accounts for the reduction of
the miners' wages from 12s. fid. per shift
as formerly paid, to 10s. 10d. as now en-
forced. 2, Recognising the advantage
that must accrue to the State where
peaceable industrial conditions prevail in
a new mining field, will the hon.1Minister
exercise his influence in bringing to-

gether the parties concerned with a view
to the restitution of the original wvage
paid hy Nir. Doolette, and thus save at
reference to the Arbitration Court!

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, I have no information upon this munt-
ter. 2, 1 will always do wvhat I can to
settile any' industrial dispute iii which I
may be asked by those interested to ill-
tervene.

QUESTION-SWEATING, 31r. BREN-
NAN'S STATEMENT.

Mr. TROY asked the Premier: 1. Has
thie Premier received a reply from Mr.
Jas. Brennan in connection with his
statement regardinig the existence of
sweating in the city of Pei-li? 2, If so.
what action does the Premier intend to
take to wipe out the evil?

The PREMIER replied: No reply has
yet heen received, and a remnihder- has
been sent.

REDISTIBUTION OF SEATS.
Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe) : May' 1,

with your permission, Mr. Speaker, make
a short statement in connection with the
answer given to my question without
notice yesterday. I asked the Premier
whether he would state to the House
when the Government proposed to bring
down the Redistribution of Seats Bill,
and I again desire to draw attention to
this question, and to ask again that thle
Premier might go so far as to introduce
the Bill, and have it printed so as to
allow members to see what is contained
in the measure which is of such vital im-
portauce, not only to the Government and
supporters of the Government, but also
to every constituency in the State, and
to every member for every constituency.
It is of suich vital importance that we
contend the Bill should lie presented to
Parliament at time earliest possible date.
It is absolutely unfair to continue the
business of this Chamber, as we are con-
tinuing it during- this session. with :a
measure of such vital importance to the
whole of the community held uip until
such time as it will be brought to the
House when all other business is disposed
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of, held, so to speak, like a revolver at
the heads of members. I contend, if
there is no ulterior motive on the part of
lie Government to keep it back until the

last moment, there can be no reason why
tire Government do keep it back. If
there is iio truth in the statement re-
peatedly made that the Government are
deiirou., of jerrymnandering electorates
theie can be no reason why the Bill can-
not be presented to the House. It is
true the Government require an absolute
majority of members of the House to
carry the Bill; we recognise that; hut
there may he a possibility that if there is
justice in the redistribution, members of
the Opposition wvill be prepared to sup-
port the Government in getting that
statutory majority. Moreover, let me say
for every member of the Opposition, we
recognise the necessity for a redistribu-
tion of seats; and so long as it is done
in a fair and open fashion, there will be
no opposition towards the Bill from any
member of this side. That is the attitude
of the Opposition in this matter; it is
wvell to be open and fair. I may point
out that if the Bill is brought down there
is 110 compunction on the part of the
Government to bring it forward on the
Notice Paper until they have a majority
to pass it into law; but is it fair to ask
the Opposition to assist the Government
in keeping the business going, while at
the same -time the Government are keep-
ing back until the linst moment something
whrich is of vital importance to the whole
being of the community, with the object
of forcing it on the country without the
Opposition having the opportunity of
knowing what it is? I again request that
the Premier will bring down the Bill in
order that members may see it. I coni-
tend that it will facilitate the business
of the Chamber if that course is adopted.
There can be no reason why the Govern-
ment should not be open and frank with
the House on a matter of such vital im-
portance, instead of keeping the measure
back and bludgeoning it through at the
last monment. If it is a fair redistribu-
tion there can be no reason why the
Bill should not be brought down without
waitilvr until the last moment to do it.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wil-
son): The hon. member is quite aware
that I intend to bring a Redistribution
of Seats Bill down at the very earliest
opportunity. He is also aware, because
I have discussed the matter with him and
told him, and he has explained to-day,
that we must have a statutory majority.

'Mr. Scaddan: To pass the second
reading only.

The PREMIER: We must have an
absolute majority of the House to pass
the second and third readings of the
measure. I thank the hon. member very
much for his offered assistance, but I
would remind him it is not customary
for any Government to rely upon the
Opposition in the passing of measures of
this description.

Mr. Johnson: It should be so on a
Redistribution of Seats Bill.

The PREM1IER: If the hon. member
will guarantee me the statutory majority
I do not mind bringing down the measure
at once for the second reading.

Mr. Holman: That shows it is ready.
The PREMIER: If you guarantee me

the majority I will bring it down at once.
Mr. Holman: If you guarantee it is

a fair and reasonable redistribution you
will get all the support necessary.

The PREMIER: I guarantee it is a
fair and reasonable measure, hut I am
not assured I will get the bon. member's
support.

Mr. Scaddan: You are not bound to
have the second reading at once.

The PREMIER: I must be prepared to
have the second reading immediately I
produce the measure. The second reading
and the introduction must be made so
that people will understand what the mea-
sure is.

Several Opposition members inter-
jected.

Mr. SPEAKRd: Order. One mean-
ber at a time. Members must not inter-
ject like this.

The PRE,3IER: I must be prepared
for the second reading division as soon
as I introduce the measure-there is no
question about that-and I am not going
to leave myself in the position of being
at the tender mercies of the Opposition.
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Mr. A. A. Wilson: You do not want
us to buy a pig in a poke, do you?7

The PREMIER: It is no use members
asking me to put myself in tihe hands of
the Opposition. I shall not do it.

Mr. Heitmann: Do you not think
courtesy demands that we should know
the contents of the Bi]l?

Tire PREMIER: The custom is that
you should not know the contents of the
Bill until it is presented to Parliamelit,
and courtesy demands that the explana-
tion of the Bill should be given when the
Government have their members at corn-
mand to carry the second reading. I pro-
pose to bring the measure down as soon
as I possibly canl. I have stated that I
hope to bring it down within a fortnight,
when I hope the member for Wellington
will be wvell enough to be in his place.
As soon as I know that I have his pre-
sence assured I will be prepared to sub-
mit the measure. It will not take hon.
members long to grasp it.

Mr. Angwin: The people in the
country want to know something about it
too.

The PREMIER: It is for the House
to consider, not the people in the country.
I am going to submit it to hon. members
for their consideration, and there will be
ample time for hon. members to grasp
all the provisions of the measure. I
would also remind members that they re-
present the country and there is no neces-
sity for them to go to their electors and
refer matters of this description to them.
Members represent the people of the
State, having been elected to represent
them.

Mr. Bolton: Do you think it will be
a fair thing to carry the second reading
on the day that you introduce the Bill?

The PREMIER: I did not say I was
going to move the second reading as soon
as it wvas introduced.
*Mr. scaddan: Why are members sit-

ting behind the Government aware of the
contents of the Bill?

The PREMIER: Why should they not
be aware of the contents of the measure;
why should they not be consulted about
the legislation the Government intend to
introduce?

Mr. Scaddan: And why should we
not be consulted?

The PREMIER: Because hon. meul-
hers opposite are not members of the
Government party. It is absurd to talk
like that.

Mr. Walker: It is your duty to take
the House into your confidence.

The PREMIER: I do not require the
member for Kanowna to teach me my
business.

Mr. Walker: It seems so.
The PREMIER: I know my duty to

the House and I know my duty to my
colleagues and my party, just as the
leader of the Opposition consults his
caucus as to every move he takes.

Mr. Scaddan: We know our duty to
the country.

The PREMIIER: The hon. member,
apparently, does not know his duty to
the country. Leat me repeat, in conclu-
sion, ibat I propose to bring the measure
down at the earliest opportunity, and 'he
hon. niemher opposite must allow me to
be the judge of that opportunity. When
he is iu my Position I am sure lie will en-
deavour to carry on the business of the
country as I propose to do.

Mr. HOLMAN: He will do it honestly.
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member

must withdraw that remark.
Air. Holmnan: I cannot withdraw tile

remark. MuVst I say that he will not do
it honestly?

Mr. SPEARER: The only conistrac-
tionl that can be put upon the remark is
that it is offeusive, and the hon. member
must withdraw it.

Mr. Hoiman: It is anl impossibility
for me to withdraw it. All I said was
that the leader of the Opposition would
do it honestly if he gets over there.

'Mr. SPEARER: The remark is of-
fensive and it is usual to withdraw of-
fensive remarks. T will ask the hon. mnem-
her to withdraw.

Mr. Holman: Very well, I withdraw.
Mr. SCADD.\X: P i.S due to members

on this side of the House as well as to
members sitting on the Government side
of the House that they should know at the
earliest moment the intention of the Efov-
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ermnent in) connection with the Redistri-
bution of Seats Bill.

.'ie Premier: They will know.
Mr. SCAIIIAN: I contend that there

is no reason why other business should
be transaeted until such time as we know
what is ging ti hajppenl in connection
with this pai'ticular Bill. The Premuier
ilnaginas that he can carry onl the business
of the House without the assistance of the
Opposition. Probably we will give him
the( ' oportu nity of tiyinzg.

PAPER l'lF.'SEN'I'D.
By rthe Premier: Contributions paid by

local bodies under the District Fire Bri-
gradles Act ( return ordered on notion by
M r. l'iesse).

MOT[ON - RAILWAYS ACTION.
lATCHING v. COMMLISSIONER.*

Oin motion by Mr. GILL, ordered:
That all papers in connection with the
case Faiching- r. Commissioner for Rail-
ways N, that caine before the Local Court,
Ile laid onl the Table of the House.

MOTION - LANl)s D)EPART2lFNT
ANN) CHARGIES oF COmrRUTi OX.

Commission of Inquiry.
.Ar. S(AIJUAN (Ivanhoe) rose to

moove-
Thal, fipr propo~sed Com,~mission of In-

quiry into the administration of the
Lands Departmen t is unsa tisfactory.
He said: Before I proceed with the

motion may- I ask the Premier what is the
intention of the Government with retrard
to the Ro val Comission?

The Premier: The in tent ion of the Gov-
en 'went is to, apploint ite Royal Comn-
missionl asI indlicated.

Mr. SCAIJDAN: Mlay I outline to the
House the proposed scope of the Com-
mission as given to me by the Premier
in a coimmunica tion received on the ard
of this month. It is as follows:-

To the Honourable Robert Fumse
Mec.Nillon. a Judge of the Supreme
Court of Western Australia. g-reeting:
-Whereia o the twelfth day of Octa-
bjet'. one I housand nine huiidred and ten,

allegations or implications were made in
the Legislative Assembly of the exist-
ence of corruption in the administra-
tion of the Department of Lands and
Surveys, and, particularly, that a Gov-
ernment advertisement was inserted in
the Sunday Times to prevent adverse
criticism of the said department in eon-
nection with the grant of block 73 onl
the Stirling Estate to Mr. flunkley:
and whereas it is desirable that a Royal
Commisson he appointed to examine
iilt(o and report upont the said charge
and to invite -persons to bring forward
charees of corruption--

I desire to lay emplisis onl the word
"corruption." The documnent proceeds-

in the administration of the said de-
partmlent, and to inquire into anly
charges that may be brought forward
pursantt to such invitation : Now
therefore I. the said Governor, do here-
by ap~point you, the Honourable Robert
Purse MeMillan, to be a Royal Commis-
sioner wvithin the meaning of the Royal
Commissioners Powers Act, 1902, sit-
ting alone for the purpose of examining
into and reportiiig upoin the said charge
and of inviting persons to bring for-
ward charges of corruption in the ad-
ministration of the said department and
of inquiring into and] reporting upon
chiarg-es that may be brought forward
pursuant to such invitation: and I do
hereby desire and request that you
do as soon as thne same call convern-
eutly be done (using all diligence) re-
poit to me in writing- your proceedings
in virtue of this Commission. Given
under my hand and the Public Seal
of the said State of Pei-fit this 1st day
of November, One thousaind nine hun-
dred and ten. By His Excellency's
Command.

The Premier submitted thalt to me with
the following covering letter:-

As promised I now enclose for your
information draft copy of proposed
Comnmisson appointing- His Honour Mr.
Justice McMillan to inquire into the
charges of corruption against the Lands
Department, and shiall he glad to learn
that members of thle Opposition who be-
lieve those charges are preparedl to give



[16 NovnfBn, 1910.] 59

evidence before the Royal Commis-
sioner-.

To that letter I sent the following
reply:-

Be proposed Royal Commission to
inquire into alleged charges of corrup-
tion in the Lands Department. in reply
to yours re the above of the 3rd instant
I have thle honour to state that I have
consulted with the Opposition and find
they are at one with me in dissenting
from your proposal. They do so on
the grounds, first of aMl, that the accu-
sations 'being -made in Parliament
should have been answered in Parlia-
ment and nowhere else. It is altogether
objectionable -anad, moreover, uneonsti-
tutional to refer speeches of members
of Parliament to the censorship even
of the Supreme Court Judges. Res-
ponsible Government mecans. nothin g if
it does not mean that the Minister is
responsible to Parliament for his ad-
ministration of his department, and cri-
*icisms of that department made in
Parliament should be answered by him
in Parliament and nowhere else. We
object to delegate these obligations to
,any outside body by whom, whence, or
bow -appointed. We also object to be-
ing- turned into pnblic prosecutors, es-
pecially whilst only possessed of the
-means of obtaining the information of
private citizens. We hold most strongly
to the view that it is the duty of mem-
bers to state grievances and ventilate
abuses freely in their places in Parlia-
ment and, further, that it is the duty of
:a Government to inquire into the mat-
ters represented to them. The criticisms
levelled against the Lands Department
were supported by abundant facts, and
the evidence adduced was such as to
justify an immediate and full inquiry.
It is the duty of the Government to
authorise and conduct such inquiries,
and I say that nothing short of such a
free and full inquiry into the whole ad-
ministration of the Lands Department
is likely to satisfy the public.

The Premier: You sent that this morn-
ing.

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes; this morning. I
,want. to point out in connection with this

matter we hold the opinion to-day that
in connection with Royal Commissions,
and even as strongly after Royal Commis-
sions have submitted their reports, that
mnembers. of Parliament have the duty de-
volving upon them as representing con-
stituencies. to freely criticise the admini-
stratin of a department controlled by
any Minister, and we propose to do so
in the fulture just as we bav e clone i the
past.

The Premier: Criticise?
Mr. SCADDAN: And in the manner we

think desirable. We absolutely decline to
permit this Government or any other Gov-
erment to compel members to act as
public prosecutors because they dare to
criticise Ministers. The right to free cri-
ticism is almost as old as the House of
Conmuons itself, and the only power to
deal with a memnber for criticisinwg. is the
House itself.

The Premlier: No.
Mr. SCADDAN: We will see how far

a member canl go.
Thle Premier : What ditl this Pa rixell

Commission. do?
Mr. SCADDAN: The point is this; as

to what Royal Conulnissions may have sat
in the past to inquire into criticisms level-
led against either a Minister or a public
officer by any member of Parliament out-
side of this Chamber, Ar outside of Par-
liainent itself, we have no concern. But
the point remains that the criticisms
levelled against the Lands Department
were made by an hon. member in his place,
and for those criti~isis hie is responsible,
first of all to) his constituents, and
secondly, to the House, and the only tri-
bunal in the State that can deal with that
bon. member is the House itself. I want
to say that if the Government imagine
for a moment that the threat of a Royal
Commission hanging over a member for
any criticism he may make against At
Minister or public officer is going to com-
pel hon. members to cease their criticisms
in the future they are mnaking the greatest
mistake in their lives. We are going to
criticise departments as we think fit, and
threats of Royal Commissions will not
affect us in the slightest degree. We
Mnust remember that when those criticisms,
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were made in the House, Ministers oppo-
site had the opportunity of replying to
them and showing that the statements
which were made were false or otherwise.
What happenedl' The Minister for Lands
proceeded to his electorate -at Northeam
while that criticism was proceeding in this
Chamber, and he cannot plead that he had
no knowledge that charges would be made
against him. I first of all formulated
charges when moving, the motion of no-
confidence, and he must have been able
to discover just as other members did,
the fact that the no-confidence motion was
an attack on the administration of the
Lands Department. That being so, the
Minister could not be ignorant of the fact
that other members would follow up the
criticisms made on his department
during the progress of that no-confidence
debate, and had he been desirous of de-
fending himself and his administration
he would have remained in the Chamber
to hear tbe charges, and afterwards re-
plied when the opportunity presented it-
self, Now let moe say that the Minister
for Ladsdr came to me prior to the sitting
on the Wednesday, and asked whether I
would agree to Mr. Swan accompanying
him to Northam in order that he might
attend the show. The Minister said be
had not missed a Northarn sbow since be-
ing a member, and did not desire to miss
that one. I saw Mr. Swan, and indeed I
may go so far as to say I indnced him
to accompany the Minister; but the Mini-
ster told me definitely in the corridor that
lie would return to Perth 'to be in his place
ill the Chamber after the tea adjourn-
mnent. 1 also pointed out to the Minister
that I would not agree to Mr. Swan ac-
conmpanying him unless it was definitely
understood that no division would be
taken on the no-confidence motion during
their absence, as Mir. Swan, with other
members, was desirous of recording bis
vote. The Minister therefore promised
mne definitely that they would be back
after the tea adjournment. We soon
diccovered, however, that the Minister -was
so little concerned about the criticisms on
his department that he did not think it
worth while to return to Perth that dlay.
or indeed that evening; he remained in

Northam till next morning, and the Pre-
mier, although aware of the, fact that the
responsible Minister was away, permitted
the vote to be taken-indeed, he arrangedf
it -with the inister over the telephone.

The Premier: You forced the division
yourself.

Mr. SCADDAN: That is an absolute
misstatement. No member on this side
forced the division. Let me tell the P1re-
mier the only members who spoke that
eveninj; in connection 'with the no-con-
fidence motion -were members on this
(Opposition) side of the House; and we
twice moved the adjournment of the de-
bate but the Premier declined to agree
to it.

The Premier: I offered you an adjourn-
ment if you would complete your charges
and the discussion on the next day.

Mr. Bolton: You did not.
Mr. SCKDDAN: That was after wve

had had a wordy warfare across the
Chamber -with regard to the desirability
of the Minister for Lands having an op-
portunit ' of replying to the criticisms.
Almost the last words before the division
was taken were, "Will you agree to
complete the debate to-morrow evening9"
That wvas a remark by the Premnier, and
I said "l will agree to nothing."

The Premier: Exactly.
Mr. SCADDAN: But I take no partic-

ular responsibility when I say I will not
agree. It was considerably after mid-
night, and the Premier, controlling the
Chamber, could have adjourned the
House any time he felt desirous of so
doing. Members on this side had been the
only speakers on the motion that even-
ing and bad twice moved for the ad-
journment of the debate; consequently
it cannot be correctly stated that we
forced the division. Moreover, it is an
admission of want of control of the
Chamber for the Premier to say that we
did so.

The Premier: Not at all.
Mr. SCADDAN: I say it was a sign

of -weakness that the Premier should
have permitted the division to be taken
before the Minister for Lands! who was
heint' attacked, had time to reply. Let
me tell the Premier hie has some dffl-
culty in front of him to convince the
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people of the country that it was not
done deliberately to prevent the Minis-
ter for Lands from replying.

Mr. Collier: Especially the people in
the farming districts.

The Premier: The people are perfectly
satisfied.

Mr. SCAIDD AN: The Premier is ap-
parently satisfied, but from correspond-
ence I and others are receiving every
day I fancy the Premier will find the
people are not as satisfied as he imagines.
All fair-minded people in the State are
of the one opinion, namely, that the Min-
ister for Lands should have been here
and should have had an opportunity
of replying before the motion was
put to a division. And it is not
only the public outside who are of
that opinion. The Member for Mur-
ray absolutely refused to vote on the
no-confidence motion because the Minis-
ter for Lands was not given an oppor-
tunity of replying. Will the Premier
deny that, and will the Premier deny
that other members supporting the Gov-
erment took np the same position al-
though they were not sufficiently cour-
ageous to carry it to the same lengths as
did the member for Murray?

The Premier: You had better put your
question to the member for Murray.

Mr. SCADDAN: I do not want to put
any question to the member for Murray.
The fact remains that the member for
Murray next day made a public explana-
tion in the House, furnishing his reason
for not voting, namely, because the Pre-
mier refused to give the Minister for
Lands an opportunity of replying.

The Premier: I did nothing of the
sort.

Mr. Collier: You did.
Mr. SCAtDAN: I have heard the

Premier frequently put up weak argu-
meints, but his statement now is the
weakest I have ever heard.

The Attorney General: We wanted to
make an arrangement, but you said you
mnust have it in black and white.

M1r. SCKDIJAN: I am prepared to ad-
mit that.

The Attorney General: You made use
of the insulting -remark that you must
Iare it in black and white.

Mr. SCADJYAN: What has an in-
suiting remark to do with the fact that
the Premier refused his colleague an op-
portunity of replying to these criticisms i
1 want to know whether the personal
feelings of the Premier in connection
with any statement made by me or any
other member of the Opposition should
weigh more with him than the reputation
of his colleague when attacked as he was
that night. I know the Attorney General
sufficiently well to be sure he would never
permit such a thing to occur if an attack
had been made on the administration of
his department. The Minister for Lands
showed a want of backbone when hie
camne next day and sat in his place with-
out entering any protest against the 210-

tion of the Premier. There are not nmany
members who would have permitted such
a thing to go without the strongest pro-
test. The Minister for Lands should
'have entered such a protest and, in fact,
should have tendered his resignation as
a Minister of the Crown until he bad
been given an opportunity of replying to
the criticisms. I do not know that I have
ever read of anything in political life
that would equal the want of backbone
displayed by the Minister for Lands and
the want of consideration for a colleague
displayed by the Premier on that occa-
sin.

The Premier: You have not read very
much.

Mr. SCADIPAN: Perhaps not, but I
do not think many membters of Parlia-
ment would have permibited anything of
the kind without a very strong protest
against the action of the 'Premier. Deal-
ing with the proposed commission of in-
quiry, I may say the members of the Op-
position have no objection to a full in-
quiry into the general administration of
the Lands Department-in fact they
would welcome it.

The 'Minister for Works: By Parlia-
ment?

Mr. SCADDAN: I do not care by
wvhom so long as it is not in the direction
proposed by the Government. We do not
want a commission of inquiry to white-
wash the 'Minister and his colleagues, ant]
the proposed commission cannot possibly
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have any other effect. The Government
ire asking that the member for Albany
shall come before the commission and
formulate a direct charge.

The Premier: No; merely that hie
shall prove the charge hie made.

Mr. SCADDAN: He proved it in
this Chamber. The Premier was here at
Sihe tine and if he bad listened to the
debate, as lie should have done, hie would
have seen that the member for Albany
absolutely proved every charge he made.

The Premier: He proved nothing.
31r. SCADDAN: He proved every-

thing-, there is not the slightest doubt
about it.

Mr. Monger: That is absolutely in-
correct.

Mr. SCADDAN: What is the hon.
mnember going to tell us?

Mr. Monger: I will tell you some-
thing pretty strong outside.

Mr. Holman: Is bhe member for York
in order in threatening the leader of the
Opposition?7

Mr. SCADDAN: Let me repeat that
the hon. member proved every statement
lie made.

The Attorney General: Which mem-
ber are you referring to when you say he
proved the charge?

"Ar. SCADDAN': (l~he member for
Albany, who probably in the course of
this debate will be able to repeat the
charge, and show you also that he proved
it.

The Minister for Works: What did
he prove?

31r. Ueitmana: Unadue influence.
Mr. SCADDAN: -He proved the

charge respecting the block of hind
granted to Dunidey and let me say--

The Attorney General: A charge of
corruption?7

Mr. SCADDAN: Charges against the
maladministration of the Lands Depart-
ment. I am not going to allow the At-
torney Genera! to put words into my
mouth. He wants me to say that the
member for Albany made a charge of
eorruption against the Minister for
Lands or against the officers of the Lands
Department.

Mr. Price: IDid I make use of the-
word corruption-q

Mr. SCADDAX: The Attorney Geon-
oral was here and heard the debate1 so
lie will know what I am referring to.

The Attorney General: I believe you
mean the charge of corruption; I may ho

Mr. SCADDAX: The Attorney Gen-
eral will be given plenty of opportunities
during the debate to make himself right;
it is not unusual for him to he wrong.

The Attorney General: I would like to
know to what charge you are referring.

Mr. SCADDAIN: The charges made
by the member for Albany as recorded in
Hansa rd, If the Attorney General wants
to make himself right, let him look up
H1ansard.

The Attorney General: Then that is
the charge of corruption.

Mr. SCADDAN: All right, I am not
going to object; have it your way. What
we contend, M1r. Speaker, is that when
criticisms are made against the adminis-
tration of any department controlled by
a responsible Minister, it is the duty of
the Government to either disprove these
statements or give the House the reasons
why such maladministration has taken
place. But there -was no attempt either
hy the Premier or any of his Ministers.
to disprove the statements made.

The Premier: I disproved all of them..
Mr. SCADDAN: The Premier in the.

course of the debate only gave the details
of those matters concerning which I had
furnished the outline, and in giving those-
details hei proved that there had been mial-
administration in the Lands Department
in connection with the matters I referred
to. The member for Albany in discussing
the motion gave further details which the
Premier carefully avoided, and which
-went to show that the charges made were
more serious than apparently the Premier
was prepared to accept. I1 contend that,
the Government should have taken the
earliest Opportunity of getting the full
particulars in connection with each of
these charges, and the 'Minister shouild
have replied to the criticism. I would
like to say I am supported by the best
of authorities in the view to which I gaveL
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utterance at the commencement of my re-
marks on 'this motion, namely, that it is
unconstitutional to call any member to
book, to call him before any outside
authority to explain or substantiate any
criticism made in Parliament. This, I
say, is proved by the best authorities.
Todd, in Parliamentary Government in
England says-

It would be unconstitutional to refer
to a Royal Commission subjects which
are connected with the elementary
duties of the executive Government and
with its relations to Parliament;

Can the Premier deny that the adminiis-
tration of the Lands Department comes
under that category-"Subjeets which are
connected with the elementary duties of
the executive Government and with its
relations to Parliament?" Will the Pro-
'nier deny that, or that it is unconstitu-
tional?7 It goes on-

(or) to appoint -a Royal Commission
with a view to evade the responsibility
of Ministers in any matter, or to do
the work of existing departments of
State Who possess all needful facilities
for obtaining information upon ques-
tions of detail, and who -are directly re-
sponsible to Parliament.

Can anybhing be more definite than thati
That exactly meets the case which is at
present before the House. Criticism -was
made against a department controlled by
a responsible Minister who is responsible
in the first place to Parliament, and who
was given an opportunity of replying to
'Those criticisms; and to appoint a Comn-
mission on this particular matter is in my
opinion just another of the actions of the
Government to avoid the responsiblility
which rests upon Ministers controlling
pubhlic departments. That being the case,
I contend that there is no warrant for the
Grovernment appointing a commission on
the terms indicated in the letter sent to
fie by the Premier. As a matter of fact
the scope of that Commission is only
with regard to the alleged charge Of cor-
ruption made by the member for Albany
in connection with the granting- of block
73 on the Stirling Estate to a Mr. Dunk-
Icy. The Government are assuming that
that charge, and the criticisms in connec-

tion with the admiinistration of the de-
partm 'ent, are nothing more or less than
a charge of corruption against the Gov-
ernment. That in my opinion is where
the Government have made a mistake.

The Premier: Is it not a charge of
corruption?

Mr. SOADDAN: No; the remarks
which the member for Albany made are
in Hansard, and do they contain any ref-
erence whatever to corruption? Did he
make any reference to corruption when
he levelled his criticism against the Lands
Department? This Commission states-

Whereas on the twelfth dlay of Oc-
-tober, One thousand nine hundred and
ten, allegations or implications were
made in 'the Legislative Assembly of
corruption--

Does the Premier imagine for a moment
that the people are going to formulate
charges of corruption? If he wants
charges against the administration of the~
Lands Department he can get them. T
could give him a sheaf of letters which
hiave been sent to me since that coinmis-
Lion was appointed, all of them makring
complaints about the Lands Department,
but I am not prepared to say that any
one of them can be 'taken as a charge of
corruption against the department. At
the same time I propose when the Lands
Department estimates are under consid-
eration to make a few more criticisms
against the administration, criticisms just
as strong as those made during the no-
confidence debate, on matters brought
under my notice since the Government
proposed -to appoint this inquiry. In my
opinion ithe object of the Government was
to prevent people outside sending infor-
mation to members of the Opposition with
regard to the mal-administration of the
Lands Department. But they made ai
grave mistake if they thought that the
appointment of a commission was going-
to have that effect, because I have had a
considerable number of letters sent to me
since. I do not know 'that -it is necessary
for me 'to say any more on the point at
this stage. I hold that there has beeni
sufficient criticism levelled against that
department, not only by members but also
in the columns of the Press. In the Press
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one writer went almost so far as to say
that officers -of the Lands Department bad
received sums of money to get things done
which -were nvt in aocordanco with the la-w
of -the land, but no notiee whatever has
been taken of the statements in the public
Press. And yet it is proposed to bold a
commission of inquiry into a statement
made by the member for Albany that the
Sunday Times acted as agent for a 'person
who had been getting a block of land -out-
side the regulations. We bold, irrea9pee-
five of *hat etion the Government may
take, that there is no member on this
side of the House who, if I have any in-
fluence in the matter, will appear before
that coninaission. If the memrber for Al-
bany chooses to appear, he will not be
doing it with my consent, because I bold
that it would -be contrary to the constitu-
tion af Parliament that a member should
hold -himself answerable to any other au-
thority but Parliament &or a statement he
makes in the House. He makes such a
statement 'here as a representative of his
constituency, and is answerable 'to that
constituency and to Parliamnen-t; and as
leader of the party I will not consent to
any member on this side appearing be-
fore 0tat Royal Commission in connection
with those particular dharges. Moreover
I will not for a moment ask -any member
on this side to desist in any degree from
criticising any department just as freely
as 'the Lands Department was criticised
during that debate. I beg to move the
motion standing in my name.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
J. Mitchell) : J nhould like first to say that
I regret, of course, that I was not here to
reply to the criticisms levelled against me
and my department during th-e no-confi-
denee debate. It is perfectly true tha±
whven I went to Northam I intended to
return that evening, and it is also true
that I arranged with Mir. Swan that we
should 'pair for the rest of the day. How-
ever, I took the only coure that seemed
open for me on my return when I asked
for the appointment of a Royal Commnis-
sion. It did seem to me that the leader
of the Opposition had said that there
was corruption here quite equal to the
-worst that had taken place in New South
Wales-

Mr. Seaddan: Did I say that9
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
Mx. Scaddan: Well1 read it..
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is

gratifying nlow to know that bon. mein-
hers did not wish to make -a charge of cor-
ruption, or attach to me all blame in con-
nection with the administration of the de-
partment.

'Mr. Seaddan: I see you have been sus-
pending officers lately.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
suspended some officers, and I hope I shall
always deal with officers as they should
be dealt with. Let me say that I welcome
anly inquiry into the administration of
the department I control. I have been
four and a-half years controlling State
departments, and the Lands Department,
of which I have been in charge for 15
months, was never in better order than at
the present time, nor had it ever been
worse than it was in 1904-5. There
have been mistakes, of course, and
there always will be mistakes, and, when
you remember that there are 46,000 leases
dealt with there, it is not to be wondered
at. When these charges bf corruption
wore levelled at me by the leader of the
Opposition and the member for Albany,
it seemed to me that -they wanted some
inquiry.

Mr. Holman: Give us proof of that
statement 9

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
I can give proof, and I will before I am
done, because the methods that apply now
have been introduced during the last 12
months.

Mr. Holmn: You state that that is so.
Trove it.

The MINSTER FOR LANDS: I will
endeavour later to give proof of it. Every-
one knows that statements made in this
Chamber are privileged, and that a. mem-
ber can say what he likes without any
very serious result to himself, but I think
members ought to remember that it is a
duty to Ministers sitting opposite, and a
duty to the country, to state nothing but
facts when they get up to speak in the
Chamber. I only ask that if members have
charges to make against me that they
should go before a Royal Commission
where they can give evidence on oath.
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Surely that is not a great thing to ask.
So long as I am in Parliament I trust I
shall always be prepared to go before any
tribunal and repeat any statement I make
in the House.

Mr. Holman : You are now before the
highest tribunal in the land.

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS: The
leader of the Opposition explains that
members opposite are not prepared to
avail themselves of the opportunity of
going before this Royal Commission.

Mr. Scaddan: Why did you limit the
scope of the inquiry 9

The MJNISTER FOR LANDS: I am
perfectly prepared to make the scope of
the inquiry just as broad as hon. members
wish. I venture to say that the public
outside have not judged this question as
the leader of the Opposition imagines, and
I believe that after his speech to-day
those people will wonder why he hurled
insinuations across the House in the
course of his attack upon the Govern-
ment. The leader of the Opposition made
statements that he ought to be prepared
to prove. There is no Mbadow of doubt
about that. He has the opportunity now
of going before a Royal Commission in
order that be may prove those charges.

Mr. Scaddan: As a responsible Mini-
ster you have the in-formation and you
ought to be able to disprove them.

Mr. Gordon. You will not accept the
disproof.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Any
information which I have at my bands
is available to hon. members. No member
will say that I have ever denied him ac-
cess to a ifie, or other information when
he has asked for it. Many charges were
made during the debate on the no-confi-
dence motion, and I should like before re-
plying to them to say a few words in
regard to what the leader of the Opposi-
tion stated in connection with the change
of my opinion of the present Premier. I
wish to say right here -that I did oppose
the idea of Mr. Wilson becoming Premier
four and a-half years ago, but I now see
that I was wrong in so doing. I was less
experienced then than I am now, and I
was inclined to judge him, perhaps, as he
was judged by other people.

Mr. Holman: Judge him on his face
value.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
would be a very high value indeed, and
I amn prepared to do that. There is no
man in Western Australia who deserves
to enjoy the confidence of the people more
than my hon. friend the Premier. I also
want to make some reply to what the
leader of the Opposition had to say in
connection with my attitude on the land
tax. When I came into -politics I realised
early in my political career that I had
misjudged the position of affairs from
outside. Very soon I realised that we
had a shrinking revenue, a revenue that
was; daily becoming less as a result of
Federation. I was chock-full of enthu-
siasm, and the desire to do something. I
saw men out of work, and I saw stagna-
tion on all sides, and, with other members
sitting here, I decided that something must
be done, and that if we were to have the
opportunity of infusing life into this
great State of ours we would have to im-
pose additional taxation. Well, I very
willingly did it, notwithstanding I knew
full well I would have to pay a consider-
able sum to the revenue each year, andt
notwithstanding the fact that I knew
many of my friends would do so also.
Surely members will admit that I only
did the right thing, and did my duty when
I came down here to Paxqiameut. The
member for Guildford (Mr. Johnson)
does not always stick fast to his opinions.
A little time ago the member for North
Fremantle (Air. Bolton) had an oppor-
tunity of saying something to the member
for Gnildford in connection with the very
vexed question of public saleyards. The
member for Guildford believes in nation-
aising all things, he wants to nationalise
all industries and all means of distribu-
tion. There are private saleyards at Mid-
land Junction, and I proposed to erect
public saleyards at North Fremantle--as
a matter of fat they are now in existence
-because I believed that all producers
should have an equal opportunity of sell-
ing; -but the member for Guildford evi-
dently does not now believe in nationali-
sing all means of redistribution, or that
nationalising the saleyards means assist-
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ante to agriculturists. It wouild be rather
interesting to know from the bon. member
what hie will say by way of explanation,
as to why hie opposed the State saleyards
at North Fremantle, in order that he
mnight suppJort privately owvned saleyn rd s
at MNidland Junction. I would like t6 say
just a word or two in connection with the
charge made by the member for Albany
(Mr. Price) as to an advertisement which
apipeared i the Sunday Times. The
hon. member inferred there was some con-
nection bet-ween the giving of this adver-
tisemenyt and the Dunkley case. I want
to assure the House, and the hon. member
wvill believe me, when I say there was no
connection between the giving of this ad-
vertisement and the Dunkley ease.

Mr. O'Loghlen: ife said it was a re-
markable coincidence.

The M 3INISTER FOR LANDS: No, he
said a little more than that. The adver-
tisement was approved by me on the 7th
September and the cost was to be £20,
subject to the approval of the Trea-
surer who controls the advertising vote;
and the expenditure was approvddl
by the Treasurer onl the 10th September
and the insertion was authorised for the
11th September. The advertisement ac-
tually appeared on Sunday the 25th Sep-
tember, but the letter referred to hy the
member for Albany in connection with
the Dunkley case was dated the 19th
September. 1 mention these dates be-
cause, as hon. mnembers will see quite
plainly, they, have no- connection with the
advertisement. That advertisement was
given because the Sunday Times-andl
the lion, member for Albany know some-
thing about newspaper work, and knows
it is customary-were issuingq a speeial
agricultural number dealing with the
Oeraldton district, and it is the custom
of the department, -when a newspaper
becomes enterprising and spends money
in advertising the resources of the State,
to make use of the opportunity to in-
sert an advertisement. We regard the
Stunday Times as an excellent advertim-
ing medium. It is widely read and we be-
lieve that it is our duty to let the people
of this State know just what we have to
offer them, just as hona. members will

agree that the people of the old world
should be informed of the advantages
that Western Ausitralia holds out to im-

Mr. (Gill: ]It advertises a lot inoii than
land.

'rhoeNI IX ST El? Ft lt 1ANISTherv
is no reasoii wvh'y it should niot. ort rtii-st
there is a good deal iure than agric!ul-
tural life to offer to the people in Vest-
era Australia. I think it 'will be readily
seen there was ahs!olutely no connection
between this advertisemenit and] the
lDnnklcy case, to which I will refer a
little Inter.

Mlr. Holman: When did that special
correspondent return from Geralitoi?

The I1NISTER FOR LAN 1)5: I
have nlor time dates. lie is ]l 1L(1 tIn v Stait.
Something was said about the Iteishbetek
case. On1 the 30th June last "Mr. Osborn
was granted locations 14,500 and 14.504
at Geetarninaw, one under residence conl-
ditions and the (ot her under non-resi-
dence conditions. On the 3rd July lie
informed the department that hie was
not satisfied wvith the land. This is usual
wve have rio desire to keep people onl land
they are ndt satisfied with; our desire is
to make thein contented and prosperous
farmers. Mr. Osborn said he was not
satisfied with thle land and reqinested a
transfer of his money to XNnaj in; hie -was.
unsuccessful at Nunajin ,but before his
application wac; decided by the land
board hie applied for land at Kumiiiin
uinder Sections 55 and 56 conditions- pay-
ing the necessary deposits;- that'is to say,
paying thle deposits a second time. I his
land board gr-anted him location 15888
(applied for under non-residence) condi-
tionally on his acceptingy it under the
residence clause. The application was
dealt with as an amendment of the block
at Ocetarniug Geetarning location
14-500 was approved to Reisbeck on the
same date as the board allotted location
15888 to Mr. Oshorn. 'Mr. Molloy's ap-
peal was received by the department on
the 24th September. 11r. Reisbeck. who
has since been g~ranted the Geetaraing
land granted to 'Mr. Osborn, on hearing
that Mr. Osborn had relinquished it, ap-
proached the department and asked that
he he granted it without delay. 'This
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vas done. It was wrong- I admit, and
when his approval came before me I had
it withheld, and the land was thrown
open again for selection. Since then it
has been applied for by Mr. Reisbeek,
and as he was the only applicant it was
pranted to him.

Mr. Johnson: Why was his original
.application at Narrogin refused?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not know that it was.

Mir. Johnson: Do you know anything
about that wire that went down saying
''Reserves for Mr. Oshorn;" is that not
-on the file!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
may be on the file. Ron. members can
'hare the file. There is a good deal more
on it than I can read to the House. How-
ever, there was, nothing that was not ab-
solutely fair in the transaction, and Mr.
Reisbeek has the land. I do not know
what the hon. member means when he
-says the land was held up for Mr. Os-
horn. It was granted to Mr. Osborn
.and hie relinquished it.

Mr. Johnson: It is not a question of
granting, it is a question of why Reis-
beck did not get land at Narrogin When
he applied at Narrogia and pat up the
money.

The WIINTSTER FOR LANDS: He did
get it. Whien A-r. Osborn withdrew,
Reiibeck got it, and he has it to-day; he
is the owner of this block at Geetarning
to-day. At any rate it seems to me,
while the department made a mistake in
granting the land without advertising
that it was open, it was only a mistake,
and that mistake was rectified by the
withdrawal of the approval notice and
advertising the land again as open to the
public. I do not know what more hon.
members would have me do in the case.
The land in the ordinary course should
have been advertised, and if it had been
advertised I take it 'Mr. Reisbeek would
have been the owner without the bother
to which he has been put. I may say in
this connection the officer responsible has
been dealt with as officers should be dealt
with who make mistakes of that sort.
Now, the hon. member for Guildford had
somethin2r to say in regard to a block of
land that was granted to a lad named

(583

MeCorry, 'who proved to be tinder 16
years of age. It is perfectly true an ap-
plication was lodged on the 5th March,
1910, and the department were advised
by Messrs. Stacy and Williams
that the lad was tinder age.
UcCorry was immediately com-
municated with and the father sup-
plied a declaration that -he was under 16
years of age. The matter was sent to the
Solicitor General at once and the land
Will be forfeited and thrown open again
for selection.

M~r. Johnson: Why all this delay?
Why was it not done months agoP

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Be-
cause the Solicitor General advises that
MeCorry must be written to and asked
to relinquish his holding. The delay from
the 16th August cannot do much harm,
the land -will be made available to the
public by advcrtising in a few days from
now. Of course this case is one the de-
partment can hardly guard against. This
lad represented himself as, over the age,
and the statement was accepted in all
good faith, and the land was granted by
the departmlenlt, but as soon as our atten-
tion was called to it we set to work to
rectify the error. Something has been
said with regard to obtaining deposits on
the first year's rent on application. The
member for Guildford has contended, I
think-I am not quite suire--that ire
should not charge any rent for the first
two or three years With conditional pur-
chase holders.

Mr. Troy: Hear, hear!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am

quite sure that if the member
for Guildford were Minister he
would agree to deposit money
being made under certain circum-
stances. It often happens that the Would-
be selector has his money in the Savings
Banik and has not it with him at the mo-
ment, and on two or three occasions the
department have accepted small deposits
onl applications, and the transaction has
been completed of course before the ap-
proval notice has been sent out. It was
only done to help the intending selector.
'Until the last few months if we refused
to do all possible to induce a man to go
on the land we would have been cen-
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eared. This custom bas probably ob-
tained for years; at any rate until the
rush for land had become acuite, as it
has become acute inl the last 12 months,
there wvas nothing ever said against the
systemu, and I hope that lion, members
will not object to the department assist-
ijug some deserving settler who wishes to
put in anl aplicatioIn though lie has not
for the moment the money in his pocket.

Mr. Bolton: No. but treat them all
alike.

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS: We
,do. Discussion such as we have had -may
do some good, and probably will, but on
the other hand it may do some harm and
eanse a little inconvenience to mnen per-
haps who honestly' desire to put in ap-
plications. It may cause the' officers of
the department to be a little less flexible
than otherwise they would he, and of
course that will reflect in inconvenience to
the men of small means.

11r. Boltoii: Flexible is a good word.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,

you find it in the dictionary.
UI. Bolton: And in the Lands Depart-

ment also.
The -MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,

I think you will find it wherever you find
brains. Something was also said by thle
memrber for Guildford in connection with
the Booth, Webster, and Rose Brothers'
ease. These selectors -when they landed
at Albany were introduced to Surveyor
Ridley. T want to make it quite clear
that TMr. Ridley is a contract surveyor
and absolutely free to do what he pleases
so long as he carries out a sufficient nan-
ber of surveys. As long- as he sends in
a certain number of blocks no inquiry is
made as to any time he may take off. He
may go timber hewing, or he may go
farming, or anything else at all, but it
did appeal to me that he should have
helped these people, and quite apart from
his Capacity -as a surveyor he took them
in hand and placed them on the land.
They were, apparently, quite satisfied; if
they had not been satisfied there was land
which they could have obtained elsewhere.

Mfr. O'LoghIlen: They took the advice
of this man and fell in.

The MiNiSTER FOR LANDS: They
thave not fallen in as a result of the ac-
tion of the department. They say that
they were misled by M1r. Ridley, and, of
conrse, it is always easy to blame the-
other ma il. These settlers attach all the
blame to Mr. Ridley. -Mr. Ridley ap-
pears to have goiie Wc a good deal of
trouble to enable them to settle on land
to the west of Mfount Barker.

Mr. O'Loghlen: And as a result of his_
advice they are just about ruined.

Mr. Haittinn : They might have taken
otlier people's advice and still be ruined.

'Mr. Price: Haove youL received another
report from 'Mr. Ridley?

The MINISTER FORl LANDS: .1r.
Rlidley state-s that hie discussed the ques-
tion of selection very fully with these
people, and, I believe, he explained to
them that they could get wheat land if
they cared to go farther east. They said
they wanted to settle onl the land to the
wvest of Mount Barker, and -he took them
around and showed them the land. In-
spector tUhde of the Agricultural Bank
inspected the land in connection with -the
application made, and stated that the land
was second class, free from poison, fair
grazing country, and contained some
swamnpy patches suitable for potato grow-
ing. Hon. members know that swampy
laud is very suitable for potato -growing.
The member for Albauy knows that some
of the best potato land in the State is in
the Albany district.

MNr. Price: Not where Webster was.
The Mi1NISTER FOR LANDS : I

said it is toi be found in the Albany dis-
trict. The lion. member also knows, that
the Mounit Barker district is famous for
its apples.

M1r. Troy: Hear, hear.
The M,%INiSTER FOR LANDS : T

hope the member for Mfount M1agnet will
not be disappointed when I tell him that
we have some very good apple country
in Western Auistralia. Patches of land
suitable for fruit growing were selected
by Booth and party. This land is of ex-
ellent quality, and if they had persevered
to the end they would have come out suce-
cessful settlers. I am prepared to admnit
that they were uncomfortably placed. par'-
ticularly during the winter months, with
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'the 'bad roads and other inconveniences,
bu~t new-corners must stiffer in the early
stages of settlement iii the State. The
Surveyor General inspected this land, and
he states that although it is not of the best
quality, hie thought that it was adapted
f or gardening and fruit growing, and
-would probably carry sheep. The settlers
:also complained that Mr. Ridley sold
theta a wagon and other things. I do not
'know that that has anything to -do with
the department; the wagon did not be-
long to the department. At any rate it
-was said that the department was held not
to be blameless -because Mr. Ridley sold
these 'people some part of his surveyor's
outfit. They also complained 'that Mr.
Ridley made a charge for showing them
-around. I do not think it is desirable
that contract surveyors should make a
charge for showing people around the
country; but it must be 'borne in mind
that while Mr. Thdley was away he was
not earning any h;oney as a surveyor and
-as he only charged them £6 for his ser-
vices and supplied food for two days
I do not think that that could be said to
be excessive. After the inspection by
Air. Ubde. the Agricultural Bank were
prepared to make some advance against
the land. I mention this because hen.
members know how fearful the trustees
of the bank are in regard to making ad-
vances On poor land, and it will be real-
ised that 'the bank would not have ared
to advance £225 if -the land had not been
considered good. It is true that land in-
Spector Moo0re was instructed to inquire
fully into the case, and it is quite true
that he reported adversely.

Mr. Price: Moore reported adversely
and condemned -the whole thing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:. He
'was not very cheerful about it. It -must
be Treembered that as against this offi-
cer's report there are the reports of the
Agricultural Bank inspector, the Surveyor
General and Surveyor R'idley.

Mr. Price: Did not the Surveyor Gen-
-oral say -that there was no first class land
there, and very little second class land.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
'Surveyor General said that although it
was not of the best quality it was adapted

for gardening and fruit growing, and
would probably carry sheep. Surveyor
Moore said that the land was of an in-
ferior class, and that the quality for fruit
growing was very doubtful. There might
be, he added, some small patches of suit-
able land, hut experienced orehardists re-
ported anfavourably uypon them. We
have not the names of those experienced
orchardists.

MLr. Price:- I will give you the names.
They are Mitchell and Sounness, and
they condemned it.

The ThUISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Sounness ought to know, he is an expe-
rienced orchardist and grows apples
there. Inspector 'Moore said that there
was paper bark and swampy land there,
but the land in the district was partim ,i-
larly valuable for potato growing in the
Summer months; and the value of the land
was put down at 8s. 6id. per acre. Hon.
members know that we sell third-class land
as low as 3s. 9d., so this could not be so
had, when it was valued at Ss. 63d.

Mr. Price: Did he value the lot atS.
(3d. per acre 'I

7he MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
These settlers told Inspector Moore that
notwithstanding that the roads were bad
and ringbarking and clearing expensive
they decided to take Mr. Ridley's advice.
They say that they did not like the land,
and I do not know why they decided to
take that advice, seeing that there 'was so
much land available there, Later, they
say that they accepted the advice of -Ur.
Mitchell and 31r. Sounness, who reported
against the land.

'Mr. O'Loghlen: You just told us that
you had no names.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: I had
not come to the names on my notes, but
it was the selectors who referred to them.
In connection with these people the die-
partment will refund them the money
which they paid, as we do in other cases
where people have suffered a disappoint-
ment. Something was said by the mem-
ber for Guildford in connection with the
flora and fauna reserve. I want to say
that was altogether without justification;
in fact, if the hon. member had taken the
trouble to inquire into the matter he
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would have applauded me for my action
in this connection. When I took charge
of the Lands Department, which includes
the Forestry Department, some months
a-o, it seemed to me that we had not re-
served a sufficieut area of jarrah to meet
the requirements; of the GJovernment. J
sent to the departments interested and
asked themn to acquaint me of the area
that they would need to hare reserved to
meet their requirements for all time, with
the result that we have now set apart a
total of 750,000 acres, including- 117,000
of flora mid fauna. Not only have I not
allowed one acre of this 117,000 to go,
but I have added to it, until to-day the
area is 7,50,000 acres. The 117,00 acres
of flora and fauna will always he a tim-
ber reserve, but I wish to cut out die
good patches of land, because I believ7e
these patches of laud in our timber areas
should he surveyed aud sold to the timber
workers, and if the men can be induced
to become settlers they will be a valuable
asset to the State. At any rate they will
be on the spot, and will be -able to deal
with thle matured tiumher nuder strict
supervision, and, after all, it will be bet-
ter to have experienced men living in the
jarrab forests. The history of this flora
and fauna reserve provides rather interest-
ing reading. The member for Guildford
might remember something about the
dealing with this reserve because he must
have been conversant with what happened
in the past. At any rate the member for
Forrest knows that When Sir NeWLOD
Moore cut off 24,000 acres and had it
thrown open for public competition, a
board allotted an area to the Timber
Workers' Co-operative Union. This
body is now erecting a mill, and they pro-
pose to make use of this reserve at an
early date. The idea of Sir Newton
Moore was to provide traffic for the Mar-
rinup railway. Twenty thousand acres
were throw-n opeu during the 'time the
Labour Government were in power, or at
least were allowed to be leased by Messrs.
Whittaker Eros. I do not know that I
need go into the details of the case, but
it does seem strange that the member for
Guildford should attack me in connection
with our timber reserves, seeing that the

Government with wvhich lie was associated
let Messrs. Whittaker Bros. have an area
of 20,000 acres out of the flora and fauna
reserve without the usual formalities.

Mr. Troy: It would be interesting to
have the explanation of the present Min-
ister for Works.

Thle MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
has been the custom to allow timber mills
to cut logs onl these reserves. In 1903
Messrs. Whittaker Bros. were granted a
commission to cut logs under royalty,
l'riovisi,,n was, then given to mill logs
already fefled. Ini April, 1.903, the Oov-
ermunent derided to again allow the cut-
ling of nmiling logs.

,Mr. Folkes. Who was the P~remier
at that lime'

The MKiNISTER FOR LANDS: Sir-
Walter James. They were allowed to c:ut
withI the permission of the Minister. In
July, 1903, thle cutting was absolutely
stopped, and in August, 1904, Messrs.
Whitt ak-er Bros. moved again for per-
mission, and Mr. Drew approved of the
cutting of milling logs. I think hon.
members ill agree it is rather strange
that the member for Guildford, who-
Awn-, a member of the Labour Admini-
stration during the whole of its life,
sh~ould have attacked me in connection
wvith thle timber forest areas, seeing that
I have not taken one acre away from
them, but, on the other hand, have added
over 600,000 acres. Probably the hon.
member did not know that when he made
the attack. If that is so I ami certain he
will be generous enough to admit frankly
that I have done nothing to justify him
in saying it is unsafe to entrust ime with
the control of the -timber forests.

Mr. Johnson: You did not give a very'
satisfactory reply as to your intentionls
with regard to the new mill Millars' have
put up.

The -MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
did not give any reply.

Mr. ,Johnson: But I told you about ii.
The MINISTER FOR LANDIS: I do

not renwniber. Anyhow, it has nothing
to do with me. What does the lhon. me'n-
her suppose it would have to do with me
what new mills 'Millars' had put up? The
fact remains that the Government with
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which lie was connected reduced the area,
whereas I have increased the area, and I
intend to protect the jarrab forests.

Mr. Johnson: I would do the same
thing again to-morrow.

The IfNISTER FOR LANDS: I amu
certain of that, but I am also certain that
so far as I am concerned the needs of the
State shall come first. We are building
railways all over the place and will need
timber for sleepers, not only for new
sleepers but for renewals. In addition to
reserving this enormous area to meet
our own requirements I have stopped
altogether free setection in the jarrah
forests and the timber areas. I found
that tinder free selections before
survey blocks wvere sometimes alien-
ated whichi contained good timber.
The applicant, of course, set out on
the plan the block lie wvanted, and a
forest ranger was instructed to go to that
block, which might be a couple of miles
from the nearest survey peg, and make
an inspection and report. It often hap-
pened that lie did not reach the land ap-
plied for, but mistook his distance and
inspected land which did not contain
timber, whereas if he had inspected the
block actually -applied for lie would have
found timber on it, aiid would have real-
ised that it was his duity to refuse ithe ap-
plication. Under this system applicants
sometimes got land that ought not to have
been sold. We believe that the jarrabi
forests shoutd be reserved from sale.
Once a jarrab forest always a jarrab
forest, is the idea of the department. Not
only are we reserving large areas, but wve
are taking care that all the jarrab coun-
try the State possesses shall remain in
the possession of the State, and shall he
used for the purpose nature intended it
for.

Mr. Jacoby: Does that include sub-
urban areas in the hills?

The MINISTER. FOR LANDS: I do
not know that there is any available for-
est land very near to Perth, but if so it
will be reserved, unless it becomes neens-
sary to sell some of it in order to pro-
vide for people who desire to have their
homes close to the City. Whilst on the
subject of timber I would like to say that

the pine plantation at Hamet has been
most satisfactory, notwithstanding any-
thing stated to the contrary. We are
planting on a fairly large scale at 1Lud-
low, and I have ordered an inspection of
land near Albany for the purpose of es-
tablishing a pine plantation iin that dis-
trict, tine idea being to supply timber for
the fruit cases required in 'the south. I
am hopeful that some timberless land will
be found suitable for the purpose. The
inspection will be made in the course of
the next few days.

Mr. O'Loghlen:- Who is making the
inspection?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Macfarlane, the officer in charge of our
forests. The member for Albany re-
ferred to the case of CT. A. Duinkley and
Stirling Lot 3. 12r. Dunkley was
granted lot 73 in April, 1909, by mistake.
He expressed his willingnuess to accept
lots 203 and 209 in lieu of lot 73. Those
tots were thereulpon reserved, but after
consideration it was decided to make them
available for selection by those who al-
ready held land in -the estate, and the
board dealing with the applications sel-
ected that of Dunkley.

Mr. Price: But Dunkley did not hold
land in the estate.

The MI1NISTEBR FOR LANDS: I will
explain that. Mr. Krygger was granted
lot 209. It is quite true that Mr. Dunk-
ley did not hold land in the estate, but
the mistake had occurred in the first
place by reason of the fact that G. Dunk-
Icy did hold land in the estate. There are
two Dunkleys, one being George, and die
other George Arthur, and the mistake
arose in supposing that the Mr. Dunkley
who applied was the owner of land in the
Stirling Estate.

Air. Heitmanu: But in regard to lots
208 and 209; did they not say they would
give them to Dunley by way of rectify-
ing the original mistake?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
that was in April, 1909, and in endea-
vouring to rectify the mistake they landed
themselves in this trouble.

Mr. Price: Can you explain why lots
208 and 209 were thrown open for public,
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-competition, seeing that it was intended
Dunkley should get them 9

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
were thrown open because it was thought
Mr. Dunkley was a resident.

Mr. Price: But Mr. Dunkley had
alreptdy been promised these lots in lieu
of lot 73.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: No;
he expressed his willingness to accept
them, hut lie had to go to the board for
them.

Mr. Price: Suppose lie had not got
them.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Well,
I am afraid tinder the Land Act be wvould
have had no redress. To save outside ap-
plicants unnecessary trouble the office de-
cided to throw open these two lots to
people already having land on the estate.

'Mr. Heitmann: But was it not unfair
to bring people to Perth for this comn-
petition when the lots had been promised
to Dunkleyi

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Air.
Krygger got one and Mr. Duntkley the
othier. Bad we not thrown them open
Mr. Dunkley would have got both, but as
it happened Mr. Dunkley golt lot 20S and
Mr. Krygger lot 209. The mistake 'will
still have to be considered, and it is ques-
tionable whether it will not be found
necessary to throw the land open again.

Mr. Price; I have no objection to
allowing those on the estate to have more
land. The objection is to putting up the
blocks when they had been promised to
one man.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But
Mr. Krygger got one of them. It is true
some of the holdings down there are too
small, and it is also true that the depart-
ment made a mistake in connection with
lot 73, and it was necessary, therefore,
that the department should do all it pos-
sibly could to rectify that mistake. Hon.
members will not object to that, surely.

Mr. Jacohy: Was it legal to restrict
competition to those already on the es-
tate?~

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
it is perfectly legal where it is desired to
restrict the applications to people oni the
estate. It was quite legal to throw these

small blacks open to the people living
there. Ron. members will see that with
two names so nearly alike it was very easy
to make this mistake. It was because of
this the mistake occurred.

Mr. Heihnann: But you must haves
known.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No;
I did not see the applications.

Mfr. Heitmann : But the applicants
have to make a statement as to whether
or not they bold land on the estate.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
in this ease the applicant bad to state
that lie held land.

3fMr. Heitmana: But he could not have
stated that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
ought not to have done so, hut I suppose
lie thoughtt the fact of his having had
lot 73 granted to him, though in mistake,
would serve to bring him within the
limitation set upon lots 208 and 200.

Sijting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I had
just explained the transactions in connec-
tion with the Dunkley case, to which the
leader of the Opposition referred this
afternoon. He would have this House
and the country believe that this is a
deadly serious case and that an error in
the Lands Department justified him in
hurling his charges at me. I dare say
that to his suspicious mind -this is a very
serious case but it is simply an error, as
1 have entdeavoured to show, and not one
which justifies the attack made 'by the
hon. member. The hon. member says
that hie has his pockets full of complaints.
Let me say that I too get letters and'f
sometimes they are written about the hon.
member opposite. If he wants cases of
this kind I will always be pleased to
supply them. Some of them date hack
five years. Of course thene are ealways
complaints, but probably there was never
so little trouble of this kind as there is
now, notwithstanding that there is so
mueh more work doing. I think the hon.
member did quite right in coming to the
House this afternoon and telling the
country that he had no intention in his
speech on the no-confidence motion in



[16 NOVEMBER, 1910.] 51

charging me with corruption. The mem-
ber for Albany will admit I am sure
that there is no reason at all to connect
the letter sent by the Sunday Times to
Dunkley with the advertisement which
appeared in that paper.

Mr. Collier: Will you not admit that
thre letter of the Sunday imes was extra-
ordinary?

The MINISTER FORl LANDS: No, I
do not admit that it was extraordinary.

Mr. Collier: Are they in the habit of
offering to make deals with the depart-
ment?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
made no deal withb the department.

Mr. Scaddan: They said, "We have
arranged with the department."

Mr. Troy* : You know that the Sunday
Times runs your office.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I had
nothing to do with the Sunday Times in
connection with~ this case.

Mr. Collier: Well, some of your offi-
cers did. They wrote and said that hhe
department was agreeable.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I
cannot help what they said.

Mr. Price: Did not the department
give them a plan with certain marks upon
it and suggest that they should apply for
that land?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Cer-
tainly not to my knowledge; this is the
first I have heard of it. I am told that
the Sunday Times had nothing at all to
do with the case.

Mr. Price: Then the original letter
sent by the Sunday Times is altogether
untrue.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
has nothing at all to do with the depart-
men t.

Mr. Collier: They allege that it has.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I say

that it has not.
Mr. Troy: Then you are giving the

Sunday Times the lie direct.--
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do

not mind again pointing out that this ad-
vertisement was approved by me on the
7th of the month, the letter was written
on the 19th and the advertisement, al-
though appearing in the Sunday Timis on

the 25th, wvas actually in the hands of the
Sunday Times on the 11th.

Mr. Price: The Sunday Times says,
"We suggest something with the approval
of the department"; is that right or
wrong-?

The MINIST ER FOR LANWDS!
Wrong.

,Mr. Jacoby: If it was true, there would
be nothing very wrong.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Of
course not. Several other cases have been
referred to. There is the case of Nielsen
with which the hon. member for Mount
Magnet dealt at some length. Neilsen's
application was dealt with on February
19th and he haed six months in which to
take possession. The hon. member knows
quite w -ell that residence has 'to begin
wvithin six months. These six months ex-
pired on the 19th August. Mr. Moor had
been agitating for the forfeiture of the
lands in June and naturally was advised
by the department that nothing could be
done urntil tile six months had expired.

Mr. Troy: You cannot tell me anything
about that case; I know all about it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
going to tell what I have here in the
papers. The department could do nothing
until six months had expired, notwith-
standing that we knew that Neilsen had
left the State. We had no guar'-
antee that lie would not return,
and it would have been ridiculous on
our part to have forfeited the blocks
while he could still legally take possession.
The blocks were forfeited iii September
and thrown open for selection on October
11th. The lion. mnember for Mount Mag-
net stated that the departiment would have
approved of the transfer to Biggie and
Beattie had not Mr-. Moor forced the
forfeiture. NYothing of the sort would
have happened.

Mr. Collier: Have they ever approved
of transfers under those conditions?9

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
department has lasted for 80 years and
that may have been done.

Mr. Collier: But during die last two
years?9

The -MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
not the custom to approve of transfers.
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except in special cases, unless the im-
provements have been done.

Mr. Collier: There must be a good num-
ber of special eases.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: None
so far as I know.

Mr. Troy: I can tell you of dozens of
th em.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
department would not have approved of
the transfer from Neilsen to the pur-
chasers until the improvements bad been
effected.

Mr. Collier: Who has got these blocks
nowq

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Biggie
and Beattie.

Mr. Collier: So they did get them?~
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do

not know why they should not. I had
nothing to do with the board; in fact I
do not know who sat on the board to deal
with that application. The hon. member
overlooks the fact that although selectors
holding land under residence conditions
are required to take possession within six
months, they nevertheless have up to two
years before they need satisfy the depart-
ment as to ay statutory improvements.
The hon. member for Mount Magnet
draws attention to Section 33 of
the Act which prescribes that for-
feited lands shall be advertised in
four issues of the Government Gazette
and sold by auction, but the bon.
member overlooks the proviso at the
end of that clause which sets forth ithat
"if the Minister shall so order any for-
feited land shall revest, together with all
improvements thereon, in His Majesty for
his former estate thereon." In this case
Neilsen's revestment wvas so ordered ac-
cording to The usual office procedure, and
therefore it was within my power under
the provisions of the Act to deal with this
as ordinary Crown land is dealt with,
that is, by making it available for selec-
tion without submitting it to auction, and
by giving notice in three consecutive num-
bers of the Government Gazette, which
was done in this case. I have the power
to order the value of the improvements to
be paid wvith the applications.

Mr. Troy: What section of the Act
gives you that power?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
tell the hon. member directly. I have
power to order the amount of the improve-
mients to be paid with the application. It
is quite true that the hon. member refer-
red to Section 147 of the Act as amended.
This relates to improvements effected on
Crown lands or purchased lands, and pro-
vides for the value of such improvements
being extended over the full term of the
lease. The pastoral leases resumed con-
tained improvements, and at the time this
amendment was put forward considerable
improvements were being effected by the
Government on some of *the subdivisions
being made in the South-West and the
Eastern districts, and it was clearly to
deal with such improvements that Sec-
tion 147 was amended. Section 20 of the
Land Act Amendment Act, 1906, provides
that-

The Governor may for any cause he
may deem sufficient, direct the amount
received by the Crown from an in-
coming lessee or licensee for improve-
ments on the forfeited holding to be
lpaid to the former lessee or licensee
after deducting any rent or other
moneys due from him to the Crown.

This is the section the lion. member for
Mount Magnet was asking for. Section
21 of the Act of 1908 gives the Minister
power to insert such conditions as may
occur to him as necessary in the public
interest.

Mr. Troy: It does not give you power
to act contrary to another section of the
Act.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
not acting contrary to other sections of
the Act at all. Where land is improved
by the Crown the Government have power
to extend the payment for improvements
over the full term of the lease. This was
not improved by the Crown; therefore,
I ordered the amount to be put up with
the application. It should not have been
any grat hardship for the applicant to
put up the amount which those other peo-
ple had spent in improving the property.

Mr. Troy: But it is not legl.
The 7.MISTER FOR LANDS: I say

that it is legal. In any event what right
had Mr. Mfoor or any other applicant to
expect that he would get 20 years in which
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to pay these men the value of the work
they had done to the land?

Mr. Collier: He had more right than
Neilsen had to get a transfer.

The MNISTER FOR. LANDS: That
may be so. I am sorry that he got his
transfer, and I am sorry that he is not in
the country now in order that these people
might recover what they paid him. I
believe they paid him £350. There was a
personal covenant in this matter which he
knew he could not fulil when he boarded
the ship, and so far as I can see he ob-
tained money illegally because he knew
that lie could not fulfil the residence con-
ditions and knew that these unfortunate
people who had paid him £350 had very
little chance of getting their money back.

Mr. Collier: But he says that he is
coming hack.

The MINISTER FOR LAND)S: Well,
if he does come back I hope that it will
be possible -to deal with him. If I can do
anything to help to bring him to book
I shall be very pleased indeed to do so.
He must have known he had no intention
of taking tip residence within the six
months as the Act requires. Any man
wv~o does as he did ought to be made to
answer for his misdeeds. He, no doubt,
obtained £350 knowing fall well he would
not be back to fulfil one of the most im-
portant conditions of his lease. There
were many other cases mentioned during
the course of the debate. T do not know
that T need go into them all to-night. I
understand I will have the opportuity cf1
answering some more whlen the Estimates
come along, hut there is the case of Lilly
and Springett I wish to mention, be-
cause I want members to realise that in
the department we do the best we can for
the People who selept land and for the
people u'lo desire to become farmers. In
this case no doubt the land was un-
doubtedly forfeitable, and it was thrown
open. Springett applied for it as a
homestead farm, but Lilly applied for
reinstatement on the ground that the sur-
vey fee was unpaid through inadvertence
during his absence owing to itl health. I
think it was a very good excuse. No hon.
member would ask us to treat our selectors
without consideration, particularly where,

as in this ease, it w-as a case of ill health.
Springett's application was refused under
Section 75, by which every application
for a homestead is required to be wade
by statutory declaration, and that had not
been complied with. Lilly was reinstated
on his homestead farm, and I think ment-
bers will agree rightly so. N~aturally
Springett was aggrieved, and I suppose
he wrote to hon. members, Hon. membets
will naturally find plenty of complaints.
It is only to be expected that where there
is so much business being done by a de-
partment, and where, as happens now,
we sometimes have a large number of ap-
plications for one block, there will be
some disappointed people; and if they
can get hon. members to ventilate their
grievanices, no doubt they will avail themi-
selves of the opportunity. I hare no ob-
jection to hon. members criticising the
department; I have no objection to these
cases being brou ght bef ore the House; bit
I do object to these trivial mistakes beingl
magnified into matters of first importance.
I desire that the work of the depnrtme it
should go on smoothily and without error.
bat is there a man among us who does o 4t
make mistakes? I ask the leader of the
Opposition if he does not make mistake,?
We know the Chairman of Committees
never makes mistakes, bart I hope for his
own sake the leader of the Oppositin
will admit he does sometimes make ri-
takes. Some other cases were referred
to, hut those cases will be dealt with ton
the iEtimates. They are all as trivial as
those I have mentioned, and all capable
of explanation.

Mr. Underwood: Then, -what do you
want a Royal Commission for?

The MINISTER FOR LAND)S: Ohi,
the Vio ' al Commission ! Why do you ni)t
have it? I believe that hou. members
opposite will aigree that the departnient
have done s they would have done had
they been tine officers who dealt illI
these particular cases. I would now like
to refer to the work ip the department.
since, apart from these cases; charges oif
corruption in [fy administration have
been brought into the question. In con-
nection -with the timber leases I have
introduced common sense matters that
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will result inl protection for our forests
for some time, and I have shown interest
in those people woltking in the forests.
MyI, desire is where possible to settle them
near to their work.

Mr. Hudson: Your initentions are hon-
uinrable, but your actions aire doubtful.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:- I am
very mutch oblig-ed to the lion member
for that much. If lhon. muembers will
just bear- with mie a1 moment while I men-
tion somne things that have been done in
t-ofltectioll with the Lands; l)epartment,
they will see that I have had a pretty
active 1Ia monthIs. When I wvent to the
department I found that tile work was
euingestcd. and t appointed three assist-
.ants to tile under secretary, men who
-would puish on the tiles ins thle next office
to the under secretary without increas-
imc the staff atl all. 1 suhppise there is no
deupartmuent inl the State that detls, with
.s. manyx matters as the Lands Depart-
Inlent. There are 46,000 leases now ex-
isting, aild each lease, of course, means A
half-yearly payment and creates a good
-deal of trouble fromt time to time. Im-
provemlent conditions have to he en-
fvreed, n(I inspecTtions made, atij stir-
veys issued, and a g-reat deal of detail
has to he done that would not be done
by a person controlling ain ordinary es-
f ate.

Mr. IHudson: You have to go through
thle alphabet from A to Z.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
not a bad thing to do. These assistant
under secretaries have endeavoured to
meet the public and do for them the busi-
as they want to do. T have heard it said
repeatedly, and by some members in the
Rinse, that it is a great convenience to
the public to) know exactl 'y the men they
are to g-o to. These assistanlt under secre-
taries, always dealing with the sanme set
of men, know the business of those who
come to them; they are able to answer
questions much mnore satisfactorily than
if they had to rely altogether on the files
in the office records.

Mr. Collier: It is an improvement.
Tile -MINISl'ER FOR LANDS: Yes:

ii is anl improvemient .and a very de-
ecided one.

'Mr, Foulkes: Bot these under secre-
taries of yours have been absent a great
deal from their work.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
from various causes,.

Mr. Foulkes: They have been away
half the time.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
anty rate there is always somneone acting
for them. oIf course it is not the same
thin,-, hut we cannot. help sickness.
There isi one away now, and utnfortut-
nately we lost one of them by death the
tither day, . I was faced with the position
when I entered the department that the
aecounitancy branch wtas mnost unsatis-
factory. When ml ,y predecessor took o)ver
cotntrol of thle department hie endea-
vouired to have these accounts put into

setiglike order, and a good deal of
work was donte, bit in mpy time I have
had the books balanced for the first occa-
sion in tile history of the department.

'Mr. Price: As a matter of fact was it
nlot 'You itlat mnade the first step to bal-
ance (lhe books?

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS: Sir
Newton M.%oore had anl accountant ap-
pointed, because he recognised there was
considerable roomi for improvement. It
is perfectly true th1at nitduo
balance anud took in some men who were
capable of' making a balance.

Mr. Price: You had to get outside
nien to do it.

The MIN'ISTER FOR LANDS: We
had to get a good many temporary men.
At any- rate we had it done, and had the
accounts pitt in order for the first time
in the history, of the department.

Mr. Collier: The department has been
reorganised e-very Year or so for the last
14t Years.

'rie MINISTER~ FOR LANDS: I am
sating the position as it is. ft has been
said that my admnist.,ration has not been
tall it oughtI loi have been, and I am show-
ing the House that at anv' rate we are
doing something top improve it. Thle ac-
counts have been put in order, and the
work of the depa rtment I hope will be
kept up to date and] in perfect order in
the future. It is of the utmost import-

ance that these books should be perfect;
because, unless we have perfect records,
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mistakes are possible, and fraud is pos-
sible, and trouble is more than likely to
arise. The whole work of the depart-
nient really hinges on correct account-
ancyv.

Mr. Price: Is it not a fact that you
have left the same officers you appointed
in charge?

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: Just
now there is no accountant in the office,
but the Public Service Commissioner is
taking steps to fill the position, the othier
accountant having retired from the ser-
vice. We have also done good work in
the correspondence branch. We have en-
'leavonred to get the registrations right,
and the correspondence in order. The
memiber for IDundas will know something
about the conveyancing branch. When I
took over the control of affairs of the
Lands Department the banks were afraid
of the registrations. They thought they
were niot safe, that there was a little
carelessness; and the matter was so un-
satisfactory to them that they asked to
have the registration put under the Titles
Office.

Mr. Hudson: You put it under the At-
torney General because you were incom-
petent to manage it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
banks drewv my attention to it and asked
me to put the matter in order, because
they knew I was competent to do it. They
would never have gone to a lawyer, with
all due respect to the hion. member. At

ayrate we gave the people who desired
tregister mortgageS an opportunity of

transferring leases to the department con-
trolled by the Attorney General, hut they
have not availed themselves to any g-reat
extent of the opportunity. As a matter
"f fact to-day they are registering with
the Lands Department, and for the most
part they are absolutely satisfied that the
registrations are safe. If hion. members
would visit the conveyancing branch they
would find that 31r. Cook, the officer in
charge, is quite willing to show them what
is being done. The banks are willing to
lend money on the registrations registered
in the department, showing that they, at
any rate, are satisfied we are doing good
work in a proper manner.

Mr. Hudson: In the Titles Office they
will not allow you to put things through
unless they are regular.

The MIfNISTER FOR LAXDS: They
would not do so in the Lands Department.

Mr. Hudson: That is news.

The 31INISTER FORl LANDS: I hope
the hion. member does not -put through
irregular documents.

Mr. Hudson: Certainly I do not, but
c now others who do.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do

not think you could get them through if
you tried. The Infornaation Bureau has
been made very useful. Those members
who go there-I have seen the member
for Kanoirna looking ot for blocks for
some of his friends, and other members
go there (in behalf of their constituents- -
will agree that, although it is not very
well situated, and that th building is not
too good, things are up-to-date and the
bureau is a credit to the State. I think
its position should be in the main street,
and not where it is. But if hon. members
will cast their minds back to the tij',c
when the member for East Fremantle was
Honorary iMinister and doing something
in connection with an information bureau,
they will agree with mue that the present
bureau is a very different proposition.
The accounts of repurchiased estates have
been referred to during the debate, and
I was censured for having the t(--
counts balanced. If members will look
at the annual report supplied by the
Under Secretary for Lands they will see
that we expect the result to be most satk-
factory in conneetion with land purchased
and sold under the Agricultural Lands
Purchase Act. Some objection was taken
to the work I had done in this connection.
I find when the estate accounts come to :ie
wound uip we will have something like
V50,000 to the good.

Mlr. Johnson: When!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: if

lion, members get the report of the
Under Secretary for Lands, which has
been laid upon the Table, they will see in
it a statement about these estates.

Mr. Collier: How is Denmark going-
on ?
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The MLINISTER FOR LANDS: We
have sold practically the whole of our
repurchased estates. It is true that Den-
mark is hanging fire a bit; it is the best
estate that we have purchased, but it is
not popular just 11ow.

Mr. O'rLoghlen; It never will be at
these prices.

The IMINISTER FOR LANDS: The
prices are not high, but we will yet find
purchasers. A day or two ago I was
advised that somne potato growers from
Victoria were coming over to have a look
at the estate.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Help those who are
here now; never mind about the Vic-
ftorian s.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS; I have
helped them by making their rents as low
A possible over the early years. I have
provided that by the amending Act. I
know down there that early development
is expensive and difficult, arnd of course,
unlike wheat land, one does not reach a
large profit quite as early. There will
be some difficulty iii getting rid of that
estate hut t'he day will come when the
wet lands will be as greatly sought as
wheat lands are sought to-day.

Mr. Holman: Why do not the Agri-
cultural Hank give assistance down there?

The IIINISTER FOR LANDS: They
do but not for the whole of the estate.

Mr. Underwood: What are you seling
it at?

Mr. Bolton: Sixty-six guineas; that is
on the file.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
survey has only just been completed and
the prices were fixed only yesterday. I
will let lion, members have the plaits
showing the prices as soon as they are
purblished. Hon. members will find, when
this estate is placed On the market and the
plans prepared. that the prices are very
reasonable indeed. On the Annandale
e,tate farmers will be able to make a
living- straight awvay, and I am hopeful
that we will get a number of settlers on
to the working men's blocks. I think I
have shown that I have taken some steps
to re-organise and bring the work up to
,date. As to the Survey Department, I
find that there were about 7.060 leases

which had never been issued; some of
them of course are pastoral leases, but
the majority of them are leases which
should have been issued, but were allowed
to accumulate for many years. I insisted
that all the leases that could be issued
should be issued right away and that
has been done. The work of survey
before selection was undertaken more
actively in my time than ever be-
fore. The system has been in practie
for many years in Western Australia,
almost for the last 20 years, but there
wvns never any life in it. A sub-division
of the Alma estate near Northampton
hung fire for about seven years and the
last block was sold only 12 months ago.
The position to-day is changed because
the information which we supply is com-
plete. This work of survey before selec-
tiou is no light work. When I entered
the Lantds Di)epartmient 1 found that there
were 40 surveyors there; nowv the num-
ber has been doubled. I had to engage a
number of utnlicensed men and put them
on wvith the licensed surveyors, and in
the last 15 months we have surveyed
over three million acres, which is easily
a record for W\estern Australia. Under
this system of survey before selection we
put before the public a perfect plan of
the land which we desire to sell them,
and it is probably due to the fact that
we have been supplying this information
that the demand for land has set up in
the manner that we know of. We have
had some little trouble lately with the
people who are so desirous of going on
the land, because there have been so
many applications for the same block.
It was only' natural to expect trouble of
that kind to arise, and notwithstanding
the fact that wYe have been able to
greatly increase the surveys we have not
been able to meet the demantd. Under
survey before selection we are able to
provide water supplies and to clear
roads, which is a considerable help to the
selectors. That also provides cotsider-
able wvork for the department to uder-
take. During- the past 12 months we
have surveyved 577 miles of roads in the
various districts of the Slate. With the
enormous work w~hich is passing through
our hands there must be trouble, and this



[16 NOVEMBER, 1010.] 1523

rouble we recognised could best be mini-
raised by the appointment of district suir-
"eyors. The country, as members know,
is patchy, it is not all good. I have ap-
pointed district surveyors to the charge
of various divisions of the State and
draftsmen in future will accompany these
district surveyors to the various centres,
while the whole work in connection with
the preparation of blocks will be done at
the district offices. This should expedite
matters and give satisfaction in the var-
ious districts. I have had a letter from
one local authority congratulating mue up-
on the change, because it was realised that
it would mean to the people a considerable.
saving of time. When I tell hon. members
that the surveys for the 12 months ended
30th June last totalled 2,664,000 acres, as
against 1.779,000 acres in the previous
year, which was a record for Western
Australia, the nature of the wvork done
by the department will be realised. Al-
though there has been this increase 0r
885,000 acres, members will believe that
this could be done only at a considerable
cost, yet it will be found that the cost
to the country has only been £947 more
than it was in the previous year.

Air. Ujnderwood: I do not know what
we would do without you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
-could do very well without the hon. mnern-
ber. The area surveyed in 1908-9 was
865,000 acres greater than that of the
previous financial year and up to 1909-
10 it had increased by 885,000 acres.
1 can claim that my administration has
been satisfactory, at any rate from a
financial point of view, because there
have been surveyed in the last 12 nmonts
885,000 acres in excess of the total of the
previous year without any great acddi-
tional cost to the country. I would like
to point out that the area surveyed con-
stitutes almabst a record for Australip.
According to the figures which have
been prepared for me, New Sout],
Wales in 1886 surveyed 4,700,000 acres,
and the surveyed area last year in West-
era Australia comes next. Our ex-
penses have not been, materially in-
creased, notwithstanding the enormous
additional amiount of work done, our

revenue has of course been continually
on the increase. Our total revenue last
year was £331,095 as against £292,750 in
the previous year. The land selections
during the first nine months of this year
total, tinder C.P. conditions, 1,287,000
acres, as against 580,000 acres in 1909.
Hon. members will agree that that is a
very respectable increase of conditional
purchase lands selected; nothing more
could have been expected, indeed I doubt
whether hon. members could have fore-
told that we would have had the rush
for land which we have experienced. The
irreat thing in connection with these ap-
plications is that most of them are coin-
ing from people within the State, largely
goldfields people who have been attracted
by the plans submitted to thei.
This increase in the settlement of
local people is, I think, entirely due to
the improved mevthods of offering land
to the public. I would like to point out
to hon. members, especially to those who
apparently imiagine nothing is being done
to improve the lands wvhich have been
sold, that in 1905 we had 2,129,000 acres
of land cleared, or partially cleared, and
that to-clay the total is something over
5 million acres. In the last five years we
have improved laud far in excess of the
total area improved in the previous 75
years. The statement has been made that
the land now being sold is not being im-
proved. Let me say that five years ago
there were 327,000 acres tinder crop, -as
against over 900,000 acres to-day. Al-
together one can say that the work of
improving is proceeding at a pace that
wtas never known before, and it is to
some extent due to the fact that the in-
spectors hav'e been doing their work, and
largely also to) the fact that the Agri-
cultural Rank has been lending money
liher-ally. -Just now there are 2,300
inspections ordered to be made by
the various land inspectors. I have
endeavoured to show that the ad-
ministration of the department in my
time has not been what hon. members
seem to think. The leader of the Oppo-
sition has been good enough to say there
is nothing in this charge of corruption;
but hie has also said the administration is
not all it ought to he. At any rate I
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have endeavoured to make it clear that
all that could reasonably be expected of
me has been done during the past 15
months. The position, of course, in ic-
gard to the broad acres of Western Aus-
tralia is -totally different from that of
four or five years ago, when men had no
faith in our lands, and all croaked about
the future of the State or, at least, many
of them did. 'ru-day people have a better
knowledge of the country, and a greater
faith in it, with the result that the entire
Situation is changed. Four or five years
ago no one took ally interest iii the lands
or in the Lands Department: the thing
was allowed to wander on much as it
pleased. The position, happily, is alto-
gether different to-day. Probably every
member of the House has land, or de-
sires to get it, and so it is with the gen-
eral public. It is difficult to find a man
who has no land and does not desire any.

Air. Scaddan: Some of them do not
hold it long if they have a clhance to get
out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
all events they do not take it away with
them.

Air. Scaddan: However, it serves lo
show that there is a good deal of specu-
lation going on.

The MINISTER? FOR LANDS: I do
not know that. At any' rate I early real-
ised that this country could only be made
by the aid of the poor man, and I set
about the work of miaking it possible
for a man without means to become a
possessor of land. I remember promnis-
ing in an early statement that I would
endeavour to do this. The work has been
done, the improvement made. And it is
a great improvement, because, notwith-
standing that for some little time we have
not had any sensational gold discoveries,
the State has become buoyant, the people
prosperous, work plentiful, and wvages
good-all because of this development in
agriculture. And this development has
taken place largely because by my admin-
instration I have made it possible for the
poor~ man to take tip land and work it.
When I took charge of the Agricultural
Department as Honorary- Minister-and
I may remind members that I was Eon-

orary' Minister of that department our
three years-I found that the Agrienl-
tural Bank was not as fully alive as it is
to-day; as a matter of fact, during the
year prccediug my administration lije
member for Brown Hill. who was for a
short time in charge of the Lands De-
partment, lent through the Batik the ma--
nificent sum (of 039.000I. Last yea:' we
lent Z252,000.

Mir. Boltoni: Mr. Bath was in chiarge
for six weeks.

Mr. Holnman: How much did you saV
for fast year?

The ]%MINISTE,'R FOR LAN [)S: I
-said we lent £252,000. And during thie
past few mniths I have set against the
blocks sold the sum of £408,000; that is
to say. before the land is applied for the

.baink has fixed the amount to be loaned.
tinder the system I introdttced.

Air. Holmian: Then, according to your
fig-ures, the average of the member for
Brown Hill for six weeks is much higher
titan you vs.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
did not do it in six wveeks; it took him 12
itiths.

Mr. Price: It does not follow that be--
cause you have set that value against the
blocks the whole money will be loaned.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
successful applicants have-lhe right to
get it from the bank. Against land I
have recently sold the sum of £463,000
has been set by way of available loans.

Mr. Bolton; Btut Mr. Bath lent; he
did not merely promise to lend.

Mr. Gill: The successftl applicants can
only get the money on conditions laid
down by the bank.

The MINISTERI FOR LANDS
Naturally; the money cannot be loaned
without Security. Whlen a man pays £12
10s. for a thousand acre block, he can set
his axe in motion, and if 'hie does the
work satisfactorily lie can draw against
thme block up to the value specified.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Very few draw thle
full amount.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is so; but the lion, members interjection
serves to remind me that the amoun011t Set
against these blocks is not the limit tie
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hank will go to. As a matter of fact,
the;£400 is abont one-half of what may be
-drawn against most of the blocks if the
work done is satisfactory; so it will be
sieen that it really paves the way for an
aIdvanlce Of £000 or £700.

Mr. Seaddan: You do not grant that
-amount on them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
-are willing to do so.

Mr. O'Ikghlen: But it is not applied

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
any rate we offer it. 'Moreover, I would
repeat that this is done for the man with
smnall means. The setting aside of this
money against the blocks is done in order
that the man with limited capital may
become a farmer. Under the old free
setection system a man had to wait for
his survey, and then for- a bank inspee-
tion, which often took months.

Mr. Foulkes: To-day lie has to wait
for the land.

The 3HNISTER FOR LANDS:
IVrJuilst it often took Ihm 12 months to
get his land. Again, in those days !le
had to go out in the bush and find thle
spot lie required, whereas to-day it is
looked out for him,

TAi. Holman: Notwithstanding which
he cannot get iL.

Tphe MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
-got more than twice as much this year
as they were getting four or five years
ago; therefore, it is not righit to say
they do not get it. There is more life in
the whole business to-day when every-
body wants land. Of course they cannot
.get it all at once; at any rate I would hie
sorry if I had many more blocks than ap-
Plicanyts. UI is -true we have large tracts

4,f land in the SouthA-West where we could
Settle people to-morrow, and probably
they would he well advised to mo there.

Mfr. Holman: You sent some there and
have had to give them Government billets
since to save them from starving.

The 1MNISTER. FOR LANDS: At
ally rate, there are people down there
who do not want any Government billers.
I have nothing to say against tile South-
We-it; it is a magnificent country, and if
it were an,-where else it would bring

pounds instead of the shillings we ask for
it here.

Mr. O'Loghlen: It would break a
man's heart.

The MNINISTER FOR LANDS: I
know a few stourt hearts down there un-
broken. It is a struggle, I admit.

Mr. Holman: You are struggling
yourself now.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If
you will listen for a moment I will en-
deavouir to tell you the reason why there
has been this enormouis increase in agri-
cultural development. When I took over
the control of the Agricultural Bank it
advanced up Lo 75 per cent. of the value
of the work done, and it was the want
of that other 25 per cent. -which made it
impossible for the people to become far-
mers in Western Australia. I early
realised that, and very soon induced
Cabinet to amend the Act in order to give
struggling settlers thle full value of the
work done tip to £400.

Mr. Scaddan: Did you do that 9

The 31[NITSTER FOR, LANDS: Yes.
I do niot think the suggestion was ever
made by anyone else before I made it-
at all events, 1 have never heard of it. I
have endeavoured to show that during my
administration Western Australia has
benefited, and also the people of Western
Australia, particularly the people. of
limited Mmas. Surely after all that has
been said about my administration I am
etitlted to do this. I claim that great
good has come to thle people of Western
Australia by my administration, I could
read something that was said of the land
by the Royal Commission on immigra-
tion, which sat in 1005. The report of
that commission is signied by four or five
gentlemen, arnongst whom was the pre-
sent leadler (if the Opposition. I notice
that my friend claimed some credit for
the work of the Agricultural Bank in the
House the other day. This is what the
comnmission said about it-I do not want
to read too much of it-

AMr. Scaddan: No. it is niot advisable
fromn your- point of view.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
it is. I will read the lot if you like.
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Mr. Scaddan: If you did YOU would
find the success of your administration
has been based on that report.

The MLINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
read it all; it is not bad, but some of it
is extremely funny. This is whbat the
leader of the Opposition then said about
the Agicultural Bank-

Closely associated wvith the development
of land settlement during- the last few
years have been the operations of the
Agricultural Hank, and while the prob-
lem of economical clearing and culti-
vating was being solved, its aid was in-
valuable to the struggling settler as well
as beneficial to the State in aiding in
securing abundant practical proof of
the value of our land. Having accom-
plished these purposes, the time appears
to be opportune for considering what
is to be the future scope of this institu-
tion. Is its aid required in demonstrat-
ing the capabilities of our land? The
commission is of opinion that the
sworn testimony of the clients of the
hank, and its own records, give ample
proof that its aid is no further needed
to prove the high value of the State's
agricultural lands. The remaining pro-
vince left to the bank would thus ap-
pear to be mainly philanthropic, namely
financial asgi4ane to piersoins with
little or no capital. The (luestion may
then he asked: Is the State justified in
following this philanthropic practice,
after having, in conjunction with the
pioneers of the newer methods of farm-
ing, shown to the world the excellent
opportunities open to farmers with
moderate capital upon its wheat lands,'
The commission is of opinion that the
time is approaching-if it has not al-
ready arrived-when the funds of the
bank should not be available for per-
sons outside the State, and consequently
should no longer be used as a means
of attraction. Splendid work has been
done by settlers and the bank in demon-
stratinig the great field open to farming
enterprise, and it is -reasonable to re-
quire of those who desire to avail them-
selves of the opportunities thus dis-
played that they must bring money or
credit wherewith to establish them-

selves, or wait till the 'y have earned
either one or the other. Why should
the savings of the people, it may be
asked, or the credit of the State be
abstorbed in givig monetary aid to
strangers, while thousands of residents
are hampered.
Mr. Scaddan: Yes, they drew it from

our own peop~le and gave it to strangers.
Mr. O'Loghlen: Why should the sav-

ings of the people he given to strangers?
M r. Seaddan: Our objection is to using

the savings of the people, through the
Agricultural Bank, to induce people to
come here who have no means.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: You
did not g-ive thema much because you lent
themi the money on good security at 5
per cent.

Mr. Holmaan: You cannot take credit
for touch either.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
taking credit for the liberalisation of the
Agricultural Bank, and for the fadt that
during the last four and a half years I
have increased the capital of the bank
from £600,000 to £C2,500,000. This is pro-
bably some small answer to the charge of
maladministration of the affairs of the
Lands Department. I have simply en-
deavoutred to prove that I have responded
to the opportunities that have presented
themselves to me and that I have done
something for ttis State. I can almost
hear the leader of the Opposition still
yelling about the Dunkley case, which he
says is a very serious matter.

Mr. Scaddan : I have heard something
about cows, too.

The NITNTSTER FOR LANDS: And
so have I. But you never helped the peo-
ple much by providing them with cows or
any' thing else. The land board also me
in for attack but, as usual, there is no
suggestion made. I am very willing to
improve the land board if hon. members
will offer a suggestion as to how that may'
be done. The land board is a statutory
body and does its own work.

,Mr. Scaddan: But you are the respon-
sible Minister.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
the responsible Minister, but the members
of the hoard are responsible for the
work they do. If there is any improve-
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ment possible in the system of alloting
land I shall be only too pleased to con-
sider any suggestion that hon. -members
may make. Some means of alloting laud
to applicants is nceessary; it is impossible
to carry on without it uinder a system of
survey before selection, because all must
have equal opportunity, and it is useless
criticising the board unless something can
be done to improve it. I should like to
see what better system could be adopted.
Evidence is taken on oath, and the mem-
bers are responsible and conscetious
men, and I -believe that as a rule their
decisions are absolutely correct. I have
not very much more to say. The leader
of tho Opposition has said that it is not
his intention to take advantage of the
Royal Commission which has been offered
in order that hon. members might make
any charges they felt inclined to make
against myself, or the officers serving
under me. I should thave been very
pleased, indeed, if the statements made
here could have been made on oath before
a judge of the Supreme Court.

MT. Scaddan: Do not worry about it,
they are true enough.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not admit anything of the sort. I do
admit that mistakes have been made in
the department, and mistakes will be
made again in this and every otber de-
partment; but the charges of corruption
which were made were absolutely untrue,
and hon. members should be prepared to
take the responsibility which attaches to
a member who, in the House, makes
charges of that serious character. I re-
peat that I am perfectly willing that an
inquiry should be held, and any inquiry
that hon. members think fit.

.Mr. Scaddan: Well, hold an inquiry.
The MINISTEiR FOR LANDS: The

broader the scope of the inquiry the better
pleased I shall be. I say agoin that the
department was never in bettor order nor
was it ever doing better work. Nothing
but the demand which exists for land has
brought about this criticism. If I had
been content to drift along and do very
little nothing much would have been said
about the department, but just now people
are desirous of acquiring land, and in their

anxiety to get it they bare doubtless gone
to hon. members, with the result that
lion, members have brought tbese charges
before the House. Before my time the
State probably spent tens of thousands of
pounds in endeavouring to set uip this de-

mand for land whic-h is now coming
actively into the work of the de-
partment, and we are getting much
more money for our land than we
ever got before. Probably we have
obtained £ 500,000 more for the same
amount of land duringt the last 12 months
than was paid during the previous year,
and land which we thein sold at 10s. is
to-day being sold at £1. A demand has
beeii establidhed, and though the prices
are not tip to the full value of tbe land
t-hey are ig~her than those obtained 12
months ago. I believe inquiry would re-
veal the fact that the administration of
the department is as perfect as it can be
made. I do not wish to say that mistakes
have not been made, but I do say that my
officers do their best to meet the wishes
of t-he people. Hon . members who have
endeavoured to do business with those offi-
cers will, I am sure, readily admit that
the officers of the Lands Department are
most obliging. It has never been claimed
by us that we Pan avoid error, but I want
to make it clear to the House that the
errors made are not as gr~eat in propor-
tion to the work we are doing as were
the errors made in previous years. I as-
sert positively that that is the case. I
say also that there are life and activity in
the department such as were never known
in the Lands Department before, and the
work of settlement tins been expedited in
a way that was never suggested by any
member opposite. I wish to add, in con-
clusion, that I shall be very pleased to
face the fullest inquiry into my work or
into the work of the officers of the de-
partment.

Mr. Scaddan:- Are you not go"ing to tell
us anything about the suspension of 8cr-
toli and other officers?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not propose to do that now. The last
case has not yet come before the Public
Service Commissioner, and I do not think
it would be right to discuss it here to-
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night. Whien the Estimates come on I
shall be very pleased to give the leader of
the Opposition all the information he re-
quiries, but I think he will agree that it
would be inadvisable to go further into
the matter on this occasion.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna) : It is
ratifying to hear the concluding remarks

of the Minister for Lands, in which he
courts die fullest and most ample inquiry
into the management of his department,
and states that the broader the scope the
more satisfactory will the inquiry be
to him. Now, I am sure that there is no
member on this side of the House but
applauds the spirit of that action, because
it is precisely what has been asked for
all along, however the request may have
been worded, and wvith whatever indisere-
tions some interjections may have been
made that have formed the basis of the
hysterical attitude of Urne Premnier. Con-
trust what has just been said with wvhat
the Premier asks the House to submit to.
I want to draw attentio'n to the fact that
(i~e Premier has commitlicd a positive out-
rage on this instittion by the proposal
he has made. He has suggested that a
judge of the Supreme Court shall he ap-
pointed- -

The Premier: You asked for it. The
member for Brown Hill by interjection
ask~ed for it.

Mr. WALKER: The Premiers knows
that he has no right whatsoever to demand
that any member of the House shall be
taken before a Chief Justice, or any other
judge of the Supreme Court, to be tried
for any utterances he may have made In
this House. There is no such instance onl
record.

The Premier: We are taking the 14i n-
ster and his department before a judge.

Mr. WALKER : You are taking the de-
partmnent before a judgle. but you cannot
try any member of the House for any ut-
terances he has wade in the House.

The Premier: We are not trying then.
'Mr. WALKER: Undoubtedly you are.

I may not go any further than this letter
addressed to the leader of the Opposition
and the letter addressed by His Excel-
lency the Governor-

To the Honourable Robert Furse
McMillen, a Judge of the Supreme

Court of Western Australia, greeting:
-Whereas on the twelfth day of Octo-
ber, one thousand nine hundred and ten,
allegations or implications were made
in the Legilative Assembly of the ex-
istence of corruption in the administra-
tion of the Department of Lands and
Surveys, and, particularly, that a Gov-
vernment advertisement was inserted in
the Sunday Times to prevent adverse
criticism of the said department in
connection with the grant of block 73
on the Stirling Estate to Mr. Dunkdey:
and whereas it is desirable that a Royal
Commission be appointed to examine
into and report upon the said charge
and to invite persons to bring forward
charges of corruption iii tihe adminis-
tration of the said department, and to
inquire into any charges that may be
broug'1rt forward pursuant to such in-
vitation Nowv therefore 1, the -Mid
Governor, do hereby appoint you. the
Honourable Robert Furse McMillan, to
be a Royal (Comissioner within the
meaning of the Royal Commissioners'
Powers Ad, 1902, sitting, alone for the
puripose of examining into and report-
ing upon the said charge and of invit-
ing persons to bring forward charges of
corruption in the administration of the
said department and of inquiring into
and reporting upon any charges that
may be brought forward pursuant to
such invitation.

I do not need to go ally further with this.
An appointment of a judge of the Sup-
reme Court-

Mr. Scaddan: He ought to know better
than to accept such a commission if he
knows anything.

Mr. WALKER: The Act of 1902 gives
the Commissioner power to summon wit-
nesses, and penalties are attached for
contempt or disobedience to the orders of
the said judge. Under this Commission
those members particularly who made
what might be construed into a charge,
who made allegation.w. or who even made
implieations, could be subpoenaed, com-
pelled to give evidence, and so to answer
in the Supreme Court for their conduct in
this Assembly. I want to know if the
leader of the House protects the House in
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this way. 1 ask the Premier if he knows
of any precedent to the appointment of
a commission of a like character.

Mr. Brown: Yes, three years ago.
Mr. WALKER: Where?
Mr. Brown: In this House.
Mfr. WALKERt: I do not know what

was done in the House. I believe the Pre-
mier alluded as an example to the case
of Charles Stuart Parnell. Am I right
in taking that as a precedent i I ask the
Premier if lie stands by that?

The Premier: I answered the leader of
the Opposition that that instance had
taken place in the British House of Comn-
mons.

Mr. WALKER: And it
dent for this?

The Premier: No. t did
It is onl a parallel.

Air. Brown: I was in the
as that three years ago.

Mr. WALKER: And you

is the prece-

not say that.

same position

were wrongly
treated, unconstitutionally and unjustly.
The Premier, in spite of his boast that
lie requires no tuition, I venture, does
not know the circumstances of the
special commision that inquired into
the allegations regarding Charles Stuart
Parnell. 1 venture to say lie does not
know the facts that took place on that
occasion. At that time the commission
was objected to as unconstitutional.
Herbert Paul's History of Modern Eng-
land deals with the circumstance. We
have this feature strongly brought home
to us that even the British House of
Commons dared not appoint such a com-
Mission Without going through the pro-
cess of manking it law. They had to bring
in a Bill, wvhich had to be introduced,
read a first time, read a second time,
taken ti rough Commit tee anjd passed
through its third reading and then sent
to the House of Lords. This is wvhat
happend in the ease of Parnell-

Mr. Parnell had very sensibly offered
that the authenticity of the letters
should go before a committee without
an Irish member Onl it. To let three
Englishmen detetmine an international
dispute between England and Ireland
n-as a very different thing indeed. But
it was a thing upon which the Govern-
men were bent. Not only did they

carry the Bill over the heads of the
Irish members. They forced it through
the H1ouse of Commons by the same
methods employed to close debate up-
onl the Crimes Bill the year before, al-
though (on this occasion the plea of ur-
gency coLuld not with ally show of rea-
son be set up. The Bill came to the
House of Lords early in August-

I may say it passed on the 13th August,
1888-

and that House according to the theory
of the Constitution should have brought
it to a speedy end. It was what the
Romans called a privitegiurn, the pre-
cise opposite of what wve mean by priv-
ilege, a special law directed against in-
dividuals obnoxious to the majority.
Lord Hersehell. in a speech which for
judicial wveight and gravity has seldom
been surpassed, implored the Peers
to consider hlow dangerous was the pre-
cedent they were making- in the con-
fusion of judges with politicians, of
legislators with administrators of the
law.

Upon the same point John Morley's Life
of Gladstone deals more fully with the
unconstitutional aspect of the appoint-
ment, and shows that it could only have
come in times of great trouble, of passion,
and Of stirring-up1 episodes. It was
just after the Crimes Act had been
passed to subdue the spirit of independ-
ence which was in Ireland. And in the
midst of all that excitement The Times
had sought to ruin a patriot of Ireland,
a statesman, a man of remarkable
ability who will live in history and the
memory of humanity long after the petty
struggles that sought to strangle him are
buried and forgotten. We are told here
by no less an authority than John Mor-
ley-

Stormy scenes marked the progress
of the Bill through committee. Seeintr,
the exasperation produced by their
shifting of the ground, and the delay
which it would naturally entail, Min-
isters resolved on a bold step. It was
now August. Government remembered
the process by which they had carried
the Coercion Bill, and they improved
upon it. After three days of commit-
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tee, they moved that at one o'clock in
the morning-

We see wvhere this Government got all
their spirit from- I

at one o'clock in the morning on the
fourth sitting, the chairman should
break off discussion,

They moved that at one o'clock in the
morning--

put forthwith the question already
proposed from the Chair, then succes-
sively put forthwith all the remaining
clauses, arid so report the Bill to the
House. This process shut out all am-
endments not reached at the fatal hour
and is the most drastic and sweeping
of all forms of closure. In the case of
the Coercion Bill, resort to the guillo-
tine was declared to be warranted by
the urgency of social order in Ireland.
That plea was at lease plausible. No
such plea of urgency could be invoked
for a measure which only a few days
before the Glovernment had considered
t.o be of such secondary importance,
that the simple rejection of it by Air.
Parnell was to be enough to induce
them to withdraw it. The Bill that
had been proffered as a generous con-
cession to Irish mnembers, was now vio-
lcntly forced upon them without de-
bate. WVell might Mr. Gladstone speak
of the most extraordinary series of
proceedings lie had ever known.

'Where therein is the precedent that the
Thrnier so confidently quoted at the
commencement of this House-a prece-
dent denounced in England as unconsti-
tutional, as one passed amidst unex-
amnpled violence and public disturbance,
and the product of fevered spirits, as one
that in normal timies would have been
absolutely rejected in its incipiency by
every- member? The Premier is relying
upon01 that incident to support his ap-
pointment of a judge of the Supreme
Court-to try hon. members of the Op-
position. That is what it means. And
try them for what For having done
their duty. for having stated what they
knew, what was public report, what was
everywhere current in reference to the
management of the Lands Department,
and which we have heard answered to-
night by the Minister for Lands to the

extent that he deemed it necessary. And
after afl this judge of the Supreme Court
is still to be appointed. What excuse can
the Ministry make for such outrageous
conduct? This is advertising the Minis-
try with a vengeance! What is the ob-
ject of it? It is to say, "Oh, we had a
judge there and we invited them to come
and bring their charges, and like a pack
of cowards, they backed dowvn, and we so
defended ourselves.'' That is the thean-
trical genie the Premier is playing. It
is too thin. It would be too thin if he
had the power to play it, if it is right
for him to play it; but it is worse than
that when he violates the constitution to
dlo it. Our dearest privileges are evolved
in this matter. Notwithstanding the
Premier's conviction that he requires no
tuition, I venture to think lie has for-
gotten a good deal he must have learned
in the course of his studies, or he could
never take the attitude he is doing to-
night. How long have we indulged in this
privilege of free speech in Parliament?
How long have we proclaimed that no
court in the land can review or take us
to task for what is said here? And
rightly so; for is it not here where all
the grievances of the people can b ,
voiced; is it not here wherie no power Of
intimidation can prevent the utterance of
truth is it not here where no sceptre
or weapion can intimidate one who speaks
in vindication of suffering humanity
wherever it may be; is it not here where,
for the redress of wrongs, we must have
absolute liberty, unchecked from any
other sour-ce than that which is within
these walls, to utter whatever high
thoughts we have or whatever disagree-
able truths it may be necessary to speak!

The Attorney General: Or whatever
libels you may wish to utter!

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member
again with his sneers! He who should
stand here the protector of the liberties
of the members of the House, to speak
the truth even against Miisters-

The Attorney General: But it follows,
does it not?

Mr. WALKER: He who should be the
goardian of the law and of the constitu-
tion, is suggesting its breaking, is de-
fendingz its violation. No wonder the As-
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zembly is held up to the scorn and con-
tempt of mortals when they who should
be its pillars, its protectors, its cham-
pions, are those wiho stilly it, and pollute
it, and degrade it.

The Attorney General: You have the
fullest opportunity of' saying what you
like, and you have also the fullest oppor-
-tunity of libelling ats well as speaking.

Air. WALKER:. The lion. member
uttered that so that it might be reported
in the Press, and thus reach the eyes of
the multitude and deceive them. What
is the answer9 The answer is that if a
libel be tittered by a libeller here he must
be answered and byrought to task here.
This is the eourt that shall try the libeller
within these walls; this is the court that
Las the -power to punish a member who
-exceeds his duty; this is the court that
has the power to try and punish even to
the extent of expulsion, a man who
abuses the privileges or violates the rules
of honour within thjese walls.

The Attorney General: And do you
suggest that youi and your friends are
imapa rtial judges?

Mr. WALKER: Do f suggest that I
annd my friends aire impartial judgest
D~o I ever dream that the hon. member
tile Attorney' General could be a judge
under arty circumstances! If wvithini my
bosom there were riot a greater sense of
justice, if there were not a sense of sym-
pathy with my fellow men, a sense that
-desires to do them right greater than that
possessed by the hon. member, I should
hide moy head in shame and never exhibit
my face in public more. The hion. inem-
ber who has just come home from school
in London requires also to he reminded
of a little lesson ini history so long ago
as in the days of that king, James I.,
"'hbo has many of the qualities that are
reminiscent or which survive in the At-
torney General. In the early part of the
reign of that monarch the Commons
passed resolutions to this effect-

1. That their privileges and liber-
ties are their right and inheritance, no
less upon their vrlyv lands and goods;
2. That they cannot be withheld from
them. denied or impaired. but with ap-
parent wronTr to the whole state of the

realm; 3. That their making request,
at the beginning of a parliament, to
enjoy their privilege, is only an act of
manners, and does not weaken their
right; 4. That their house is, a court
of record, and has been ever so es-
teemed; 5. That there is not the highest
standing court in this land that ought
to enter into competirion, either for
dignity or authority, with this high
COLLrt of Parliament, which with his
Majesty's royal assent, gives law to
other courts, but from other courts
receives neither laws nor orders.

That is in the days so long ago as James
1., and mark the difference in the spirit
of those members in that House of Par-
liamient subsequently to that, and the
spirit we see exhibited on the Treasury
bench here, when they thus resolved in
1621-

The cmomn1 now assembled in par-
liament, being justly occasioned there-
utnto, concerning .sundry liberties, fran-
chises, privileges, and jurisdictions of
parliament, amongst. others not here-
in mentioned, do make this protesta-
tion foillowing;-Tbhat the liberties,
franchises, privileges, and jurisdictions
of parliament are the ancient and un-
doubted birthright and inheritance of
the subjects of England; and that the
arduous and urgent affairs concerning
the king, state. and the defence of the
realm, and of the church of England,
and the making and maintenance of
laws, and redress of mnischiefs and
grievances which daily happen within
this realm, are proper subjects and
matter of counsel and debate in par-
liament; and that in the handling and
proceeding of those businesses, every
member of the house hath, and of
right ought to have, freedom of speech
to propound. treat, reason, and bring
to concltision, the same; that the com-
mns in parliament have like liberty
and freedom to treat of those mat-
ters in such order as in their judg-
ment shall seem fittest; and that every
such member of the said house hath
like freedom from all impeachment and
molestation (other than lby -the censure
of the house itself) for or concerning
nnY hill, speak-ine. reasoninz. or declar-
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lug (if anymatter or matters touching
the parliament or parliament business;
and that if any of the said members be
complained of and questioned for any-
thing, said or done in parliament, the
game is to be showed to the king by
(lie advice and assent of all the coun-
nions assembled in parliament, before
the king give credence 'to any private
information.

But that was only the resolution of the
Commons. In Taswell-Lang-,mead's His-
tory of the Constitution. it recites that
the la"t occasion on which it wvas directly
impeached (that is the right of freedom
of speech) was in the celebrated ease of
Sir John Eliot---

The Attorney General: No one dis-
putes that.

Mr. WALKER: I do not suppose they
do. They do not until they come here
and try and put all this aside by the ap-
pointment of a judge to question the
freedom of speech in this House. The
last occasion when precisely the same
thing was done was in the celebrated case
of Sir John Eliot, Denzil Holles, and
Benjamin Valentine and others who haed
taken the king to task, who had accused
the king in a dignified form, of eorrup-
tion, and the king resolved to take them
prisoners. We know what it cost King
Charles, but before the g-reat event and
the arrest of these members, we know
what Eliot suffered, and it was about
the last time this dodge was tried of
taking before the judges men who had
dared to speak their minds in the Com-
mons, whose prosecution was one of those
acts which hastened the ruin of Charles 1.
Tasw ell Laugmead says-

In the fifth year of his reign (1830)
a judgment was obtained in the Court
of Kings Bench against these members
for their conduct in Parliament; the
statute .f the fourth Henry VIII. be-
il g falsely assumed to be merely a
private Act for the relief of Strode
and not of general application. In
1641 the House of Commons declared
all these proceedings in the Ring's
Bench to be against the law and priv-
ilege of Parliament; and in 1667, after
the Restoration, they passed another

resolution; That the Act of Parliament
in the fourth Henry V-III.. comnmonly
entitled "an Act concerning Rielia:d
Strode," is a general law, extending in,
indemnify all and every the members
of both Houses of Parliament, in P11
Parliaments, for and touching ary
Bills, speaking, reasoniugI or devlariu.,
of any matter or matters in and cont-
cerning the Parliament to be communed
and treated of; and is a declarata'q
law of ?he ancient and necessary riqhts
and privileges of Parliam~ent. Tliny
subsequently resolved that the judgx-
ment given, .3 Car., against Sir Johna
Eliot, Denzil Holles, and Benjamin
Valentine, in the Ring's Bench, was an,
illegal judgment and against the fre--
dom and privilege of Parliament. On
at conference both these resolutions
wvere agreed to by the Lords; and
finally on a writ of er-ror. the judgment
of th Court of King's Bench was re-
versed by the House of Lords, on the
15th April, 1668.

This is the point that is law with us. The
privilege was confirmed for the last time
by the Bill of Righits. the ninth article
of which declared that the freedom of
speech in debates or proceedings in Par-
liament ought not to be impeached or
questioned. I draw the Attorney Get,-
eral's attention to that, and the Premier's
attention also, that it ought not to be
impeached or questioned in any court or
place outside of Parliament. That is the
9th clause of the Bill of Rights, a pillar
in the fonndation of British liberty.

The Attorney General: That is where
I am with you entirely.

Mr. WALKER: That is the law of thne
land, and we cannot undo it except by the
enactment of another law.

The Attoney General: 1 hope you do
not wish to undo it.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member
knows he is wishing to undo it no'v.

The Attorney General: No, I do not.
IMr. WALKER: The hon. member if

he agrees to this would undo it. What
does this meant It means that the Royal
Commission has been appointed with
power to send for a member of Parlia-
ment.
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The Attorney General: A figment of
the imagination.

Mr. WALKER : We have heard a lot
-of this imagination. I will take the exact
words of the commission which has been
read out to-night. The commission
says-

The said G4overnor do hereby appoint
you the Honourable Robert Furze
INecMillan to be a Royal Commission
within the meaning of the Royal Comn-
misionei-s' Powers Act, 1002.

And Section 2 of this Act declares-
It shall be l.awful for any Royal Corn-

miss~ion, ap1)oin-ted or to be appointed
by the Governor, to summon, by writ-
ing, under the hland of the chairman of
thel comumission, any person whose evi-
deuce shall, in the judgment of the
comimission, be material to the subject
matter of the inquiry to be made by
such commission, to attend the said
comm111ission at such place and time as
shall be specified therein.

Section 3 says-
If any person on whom any such

summons shall have been served by the
delivery thereof to him, or by the leav-
ing thereof ait his usual place of
abode, shall neglect or fail to appear
according to the exigency of the sum-
nions requiring his attendance, or being
present shall r-efuse to be sworn or to
give evidence, or to make answer to
snch questions as shall be put to him
by any member of such commission,
touching the subject matter of the in-
quiry, or if any person having the cus-
tody or control of such books, papers,
documents, and writings, shall, upon
being summoned as aforesaid, fail or
neglect to produce them at the time
and place named in such summons,
such p~erson~ so offending- shall forfeit
and pay to His 'Majesty, for every
suchl default, any sumn not exceeding
one hundred pounds, to he recovered
in a summnar 'y wa-y before any Court
nf summary jurisdiction, by any per-
son authorised by the commission so
h), do,

The Attorney General: That is punish-
ing somebody for r-efusing to speak.

.1r. WALKER: It gives the power to
summon members of the House. W~ho
else has spoken: who is it intended shall
be summoned as witnesses? Members of
the House, and, Sir, one member is dis-
tinctly selected, one who has said some-
thing, about the Sunday Times. Ohl, it is
belittling to this child of the mother of
Parliaments to have this pettifogging,
tiddlywinking, periwinkle sort of charges
exalted upon, a pedestal of this kind.
'fie Snndaij Times has been mentioned;
then let the criminal be brought
before the Chief Justice, or before 'Mr.
Justice McMillan. Dare he say anything
about that paper? Thenr he shall stand
to answver for it before a judge of the
laud. That is the position. Was it worth
noticing; was it wvorth being ptit upon
paper; was thre incident so to be immor-
talised-wvas it deserving of this immor-
talisatiozi? Has the Premier lost all sense
of proiportion that lie could so forget himn-
self as to issue a document of this kind.
and by this process make known his cre-
dulit 'y throughout the world? Tt is humaili-
ating. But 1 remind the Premier again
that, however anxious he mayr be to ad-
Verltise himself and his Government for
pluck and boldness, there was not the
power for him to do it. It was anl abso-
lutely illegal proposal; absolutely illegal.
and I charge the Attorney General to deny
the fadt that it was illegeJ.

The Attorney General: Oh, I deny it,
certainly,

Mr. Holman: You would deny anytihing.

Mr. WNAL1KER: We have, apparently,
no sense of right, for whenever the truth
has to be spoken from this side of the
House it must be denied on that. Now.
I will not believe that the Attorney Gene-
ral is so ignorant as not to know that even
the House of Commitons itself could not
appoint a special commission to inquire
into the case ataninst Charles Stuart
Parnell, without going through the steps
of passing a Bill through all its stages
in the Commons, and sending it to the
Peers. He cannot he ignorant of that. If
only fresh from school he must know it.
Then wvhat is the good of denying the ille-
aly of the step taken by the Premier?

And whilst we have the Bill 4f Rigbb,
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existing as part of the laws of the Comn-
monweaith, a step taken such as that
adopted by the Premier, is absolutely-
and the Attorney General must admit it
-illegal. Now, in defence of the rights
and liberties of every member of the
House, I, at least, protest against the
course taken. I desire to expose its hollow-
ness, the pretence of it; because it is not
real, it has no foundation in fact, this
attempt to make a mountain out of a
molehill of debate. And if we adopt this
preeelent, if we are to make laws in
defiance of the British laws that have pro-
tected our liberty, where should we ulti-
mately end? There would not be a mem-
ber in the House making the slightest
charge but he could be intimidated by
the threat of a Royal Commission.

Mr, Holnian: They will not intimidate
me.

Mr. WALKER: And by degrees we
should get into a subserviency that would
be perfectly despicable; no member woul.d
dare to ventilate a wrong or expose a
grievance; we should all be absolutely
subservient. It is not in the blood of Aug-
tralians to tolerate that sort of tiring. The
spirit that animated our ancestors, that
inspired the language breathed against
King James I., that found expression in
written verbiage in the sacred Bill of
Rights is alive to-day in this very As-
sembly, and we resent this species of in-
timidation, of coercion. We shall not sub-
mit to it, and I venture respectfully to
Bay that if that commission be appointed
and any member on this side of the House
is summoned, or subpoenaed to attend be-
fore his Honour, without any suspicion of
contempt on his Honour or his court, or
his appointment, without any disrespect
whatsoever to him, but in vindication of
the iiglrts of the House, the member so
sumoned shall refuse to attend. They
will stand as the guardians of the liberties
of this laud, and they will do so because
they will he able to say, wherever the
High Courts of the Empire are appealed
to, that such a commission, seeking to
summon members to explain their speak-
in,- in the House, is against the law
of the land, and against the most sacred
traditions of the British race.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. .
L. Nanson): The motion moved by the
leader of the Opposition declares that the
proposed commission of inquiry into the
administration of the Lands Department
is unsatisfactory. It would, Sir, have
been more convenient if, in introducing
that motion, the leader of the Opposition
had explained more fully than he did on
what grounds he regards the proposed
commission ofi inquiry' as unsatisfactor.
Is it that the scope of the inquiry is too
wide; is it that the scope of the inquiry
is not wide enough; is it that the inquiry
should be conducted by some other fun(--
tionary than a Supreme Court Judge;
or is it, Sir, that hon. members oppoie
wvish no inquiry at all?9

Mr. Scaddan: Read my reply.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have

the lion. nmember's reply and will deal
with it shiortly.

Mr. Hlolinan: You have not read it
yet.

Air. SPEAKER: Before the hon.
member proceeds further I would ask
bon. members to be kind enough to pay
the same respect to the Attorney General
as was paid to the member for Kanowna;
and that there will not be these frequent
in ter ject ins.

Air. Holman: Why did you not speak
to the Attorney General when he inter-
jected half a dozen timesi

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is apparently a division in the camp of
hon. members opposite, because we have
some hon. members apparently of opinion
that the inquiry does not go far enough,
that it should cover the entire adminis-
tration of the Lands Department, and, on
the other hand, we have other hon. memn-
bers, like the member for Kanowna who
has been exhausting all his singular pow-
ers of eloquence in trying to persuade
the House that there should be no in-
qiry at all.

.%r. Walker: No.
The ATTORNEY (lENTRAL; No in-

qluiry at all-
Mr. Walker: No.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

limon. member says "no,'' but what is the
burden of his argument? I am not sur-
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prised that, quoting- front the learned
tomes at his elbow, he was compelled to
go back to the times of King James I.,
when apologists were found for what is
known as the doctrine of high preroga-
tive. Those were the days when there
were persons of great eminence, of emi-
nence so great as that of Francis Bacon,
who argued that the king could do no
wrong, who argued in favour of the
divine right of kings. Since that time,
something like three centuries have
passed, and we now find the member for
Ranowna arguing in favour of the divine
right of Parliaments; and he suggested
that in appointing this commission we
are interfering with the liberty of mem-
bers of Parliament.

Mr. Walker: So you are.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: On the

other hand, it is complained in this mo-
tion that the scope of the proposed com-
-mission of inquiry is unsatisfactory, and
I ask for what reason is it unsatisfac-
tory.

Mr. Seaddan: I ask yon again to read
my reply to the Premier's letter.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
-refer to the reply, tile somewhat contra-
.dictory reply, contained in a letter from
the leader of the Opposition- And I
gather from that letter that the lion.
member regards this inquiry-

Mr. Scaddan: You have not read it yet.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I gather

that the hon. member regards this in-
quiry as unsatisfactory on the ground
that the accusations having been made
in Parliament should be answered in
Parliament and nowhere else. Am I to
take that as meaning that there should be
a Parliamentary inquiry, that there
should be a select committee, or that the
House as a whole should sit here and
perform judicial functions, resolve it-
self into a commission and take evidence,
and have witnesses here and probe cer-
tain allegations to the bottom?

Mr. Scaddan: Read the next para-
graph.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well,
we come to the next paragraph, 'It is
altogether objectionable," the hon. mem-

'ber continues%, "and moreover unconsti-
tutional, to refer speeches of members

of Parliament to the censorship even of
Supreme Court Judges." Well, I am
glad to have found one passage in this
letter with which I am in hearty agree-
ment. Of course it is highly objection-
able. Moreover, as the hon. member points
out, it may be argued that no doubt it is
unconstitutional. But that is what the
Government never intended and what
this Commission does not intend. I begi
to fear that some members opposite have
a somewhat uneasy conscience in regard
to this Commission. It is true that if a
member makes charges, whether they be
outside this Chamber or inside it, there
is one tribunal before which he can be
brought. Even although the member for
Kanowna has tried to dissuade us that a
member of Parliament is sacrosanct, that
he can say things in this Chamber that
he cannot say out of it, all of which is
true as regards his liability in a court
of law, there is still a tribunal before
which even a member of Parliament is
answerable, and that tribunal is the tri-
bunal Of Public opinion. If hon. mem-
bers muake charges of corruption, or
charges of an equally serious nature,
either against members sitting in this
Chamber or persons outside of it, and
on investigation it is found that there is
no shadow of foundation for those
charges, that they were made recklessly,
without sense of responsibility, and un-
der the cowardly cover of Parliamentary
privilege, then, if these be proved, there
is-and we may be thankful for it-the
tribunal of public Opinion before which
they will be tried for their cruel, reck-
less, and unscrupulous conduct. The
leader of the Opposition does admit in
this letter that there is ground for whvat
he calls an immediate and full inquiry,
not only, I assume, in regard to the
charges of corruption, but also in regard
to the general administration of the
Lands Department. I join issue with
him on that point entirely. Wheit charges
of corruption are made, it is desirable in
the public interests that it should be
shown whether or not there is any foun-
dation for those charges. I do not mean
to say that on every occasion when an
irresponsible member gets up in the
House and charges an hon. member or
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somle outside person with corruption, ive
should nppoint a Royal Commission to
inqireO into his statement, bt there is
this unrtrtunate feature which has come
into great prominence during the last
few sessions, that somne hion. members
seemn to make charges in this Hottse and
indulgle in language without quite real-
ising what is the foil meaning and effect
o.1,rtheir words. Even when yout have so
great a master of languiage as the mem-
bier for' Kanowria-even he onl occasions
svem-s unable to weigh tlie words; at their
oxactl value accordingo fi their meaning,
ticiusv wve Iit)l Only' a few mlinutes ago
I tit hlat hion. member in referringr to
thle charges (if corruption made in this
Chamber described thiem as, "'pettifog-

giand tiddlvwinking charges." T do
nu~t know what is the precise meantng of
tiddlywinking, but 1 p~restime that it
is intended to suggest a degree of insig-
nificance. What were the charges in-
dulged in? They arose out of this Dunk-
ley* case. and the fact that an advertise-
ment was given to the Sunday Times at
about the same time as that journal in-
terested itself in the case. The member
for Albany' in referring to that case drew
aittenition to what lie regarded as a coin-
ridetie and a connlection between the
appearance of that advertisement in the
Sunday Times and the interest of the
Sunday Times in this Dunkley matter.
The member for Cue immediately acted
ais chloruS for thle member for Albany,
and when the latter drew attention to
this singular coincidence, as he regarded
it, the member for Cue stated '"It is a
rotten, dirty piece of corruption; the
Government cannot get out of it."' That
is what the member for Kanowna wishes
uts to regard as a pettifoggingtdd
winking charge.

Mr. Walker: Why do you not be fair?
T 'was dealing with the Dunkley charge,
and I expressed my surprise that the Pre-
inier shboutd magnmify that affair into thle
necessity' for a Royal Commission.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
ver -y ,glad of the lion. member's esplana-
tion. Of enurse, the marvellous thing is
that the member for Albany could e'ver
have based upon it this tremendous charge

of corruption that is brought against the
Lands Department. Now, we have here
the statement made lby the memiter for
Cue that this was a rotten, dirty piece of
corruption which the Government could
not get out of, and I am glad to have the
assurance of the member for 1(anowna.
that he does not regard a charge of that
kind as of a pettifogging, tiddlywinig
nature. It w~s not as if the member for
Cue. made that statement only in the heat
of the moment, because he returned to-
the charge again and again. I find that

m ninute or two after uISinga the Ian wagiae
Io Which I have referred lie went so tar
as to say that thie Minister for Liands
should be impeached inmmediately. If the
miember for Kanownp thinks fitl a mem-
ber of Parliament shouild only he im-
peached before this Chamber--

Air, Walker: Do you say that hie should
be impeached anywhere else?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:. if a
member of Parliament brings himself
withlift thle meshes of the criminal lair
by accepting a bribe lie should stand
in the dock just the same as any-
body else. If it could be proved
against the Minister for Lands or
myself, or any other member of the
House, that lie had accepted a bribe he
should pay the penalty for his offence
just in the same way as any ordinary
member of the cornmnunity. I am sur-
prised that tie member for Kanowna, by
his language and speech, should create
the impression that there is a peculiar
sanctity about a mnember of Parliament
not enjoyed by any of his constituents.
But that is not so. There is no sort of
sanctity against evil-doing even by a
member of Parliament. We have thie
member for Cue saying that this is a
rotten, dirty, piece of corruption and that
the Minister forl Lands shioulid be at Once
impeached. Then we hare another mnem-
ber joining in. There might be some ex-
cuse for the member for Cute, because we
know from experience doting this session
that he is of a somewhat excitable nature
and may have been cartried away for the
moment, but the member for Brown Hill
is ordinarily one of the coolest and most
temperate members in the House, and we.
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find this cool and scholarly member, who
deals in constitutional points, reinforcing
the charges made by the member for Cue.
The member for Brown Hill said that "a
Minister who would sit down under the
charges made"-presumably by the mem-
ber for Albany-"would sit down under
anything"; and then, of course, the ir-
repressible member for Cue said again
that the Mfinister for Lands should be
impeached. The member for Brown Hill,
going one more than the member ror
Kanowna, says-"Yes; he should he im-
peached either before this Chamber or
before a judge.' Therefore, although it
is anl enormity and almost beyond the
vast powers of language possessed by the
member for Kanowna to describe the in-
iquity of a Government that would pro-
pose a commission to inquire into a
charge of corrulption-not inquire
into the actions, of members in
this House-and although it is
'Conduct which cannot be described
in too strong languiage, yet the
Government are 'doing the very same
thing as his friend, the member for
Brown Hill, said should be done in re-
gard to the -Minister for Lands. In
other words, the Minister for Lands, ac-
cording to the member for brown Hill,
is to he hauled before a judge and made
-to answer for his actions. That state-
ment, of course, met with the unqualified
approval of that convenient chorus, the
member for Cue, who again repeats, for
the third time, that it is absolute corrup-
tion from start to finish. Apparently then
the Deputy Speaker, thinking that things
were getting a little warm, appealed to
lion. members for order, but the irre-
pressible member for Cue refused to he
called to order, and for the fourth time
-said, "I say it is corruption." The hion.
member at any rate had the courage of
his convictions. The member for Guild-
ford stated some days ago that lie did not
believe in this charge of corruption, or
that the Opposition had no intention of
bringing any charge of corruption
against the Mlinister for Lands or any'-
body else, and I think that the leader of
the Opposition onl another occasion gave
a somewhat similar assurance.

Mir. Scaddan: Did 17

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
be pleased if even now the leader of the
Opposition wiUl say whether he does or
does not make that charge.

Mr. Scaddan: What did I say?. Re-
peat it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
give the hion. member credit if he likes
for saying publicly that he does, not make
a charge of corruption.

Mr. Scaddan: You made a deliberate
statement just now, and I am asking you
to prove it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I -was
under the impression that the leader of
the Opposition had stated on one occa-
sion that there vas no intention of mak-
ing any charge of corruption against the
Minister for Lands or anybody else.

Mr. Scaddan: We will have to turn
up Hansard again to find what you did
say.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: if
you did not say it, say so. I am simply
trying to get out of the hion. member
what he did say. There is no difficulty
in refreshing one's memory as to -what
he did say in the House. I regret indeed
to say that the lion. memuber did make a
charge of corruption in the House; bne-
cause when the Premier in an interjec-
tion asked him to go on with the debate,
the hion. member told the Premier that
the Premier should reply to some of the
charges made--chargres of corruption;
and, therefore, we may assume that at
that time, whatever may be the present
frame of mind of the leader of the Op-
position, onl the 12th October lie said that
charges of corruption had been made and
that those charges should be replied to.

Mr. Seaddan: Did you not consider
they were charges of corruption?7

The ATTORNEY GENER1l: I con-
sider charges of corruption were made.
Undoubtedly this commission .wo-ild

never have been appointed had it not
been considered that charges of corrup-
tion were made. At any rate it is
satisfactory, that the leader of the 0 ppo-
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sition and I are in agreement on this one
point, that on the 12th October in this
Chamber certain charges of corruption
were made by certain hon. members of
the House. We are on plain ground
there; there is no dispute as to that.
That being so, Ave have to ask ourselves
what is the right course to take in regard
to these charges. T said earlier in my
remarks that it would be unreasonable to
suppose that on every occasion when some
hon. member, labouring under excitement
and, possibly, some baser passion, got up
in the House and made en-
tirely unsupported charges against
sonic one-it would be unreason-
able to suppose that ont every
such occasion a Royal Commission should
be appointed; because, unhappily, we
know that there are some hon. members
in this Chamber-I regret to say it, and
I try not to say it offensively-who have
gained an evil reputation for speaking
wildly against the characters of others.
We had an instance only last night in the
House in the speech of the member for
Murchison of the wild way in which
charges are made against persons outside
the House. In that speech again and
again we heard the words "boodler" and
''booster,'' ''robber'' and ''plunderer''
and utterances like that, all directed
against certain persons who are not in
the Chamber. After making charges of
this sort, after saying the most offen-
sive things possible against myself-I
call remember one occasion during the
tramway strike when the lion, member
used most offensive epithets against me
-after I stood for two or three hours
the full brunt of the hon. member's
attack the hon. member came across
the Chamber with that broad expansive
smile of his we know so well, and ap-
proached me as a dearly beloved friend,
apparently expecting me to treat every-
thing, he had said as a little persiflage.
That may be the way of looldng at these
things in the circles in which the hon.
member moves, but bon. members on the
Government side of the House at any
rate are accustomed to attach some
amount of importance to language, and
I cannot understand the frame of mind

wihl permits hon. members of the Oppo-
sition to actua~ly-if not in plain lan-
guage, at any rate as nearly as the rules
of the House will permit---call a member
of the House a scoundrel, and afterwards
approach him here or in the lobbies as
if he were a personal friend. If the bon.
member thinks of rue and some other
members as badly as lie professes to
think of us when he is delivering his
philippics in the House, why does be
speak to us outside. If what the hon.
member says is true, we would not be fit
to associate with him; we would not be-
fit to he in the House. I have been ac-
easedl ot being a liar.

Mr. Swan: We are unfortUnately com-
pelled to speak to you on public business.

The ATTOINEY GENERAL: Some
members opposite profess to believe that
these charges are true. If they do regard
me or some hon. members of the Govern-
inent as men of honour, surely we cannot
be men of dishonour in this Chamber and
men of hoinour when we go into the lobby?

Mr. Holman: We have only spoken on
matters of public business. A man who
will deny his word I -have no time for.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mr.
Speaker, you see the sample of the hon.
member's arguments. That brings me
back to the point I wish to make, that we
cannot always have Royal Commissions
simply because hon. members have used
heated language, the effect of which, to
do them justice, they do not really atp-
preciate. They do not look upon it in
the same light as we on this side of the
House do. But there are occasions when,
in the public interests, it does become
necessary to take notice of charges madle
iii the Chamaber. Hon. members are Al
familiar with the old fable of ttbe wolf,
how when the cry of "wolf" was repeated
again and again no wolf appeared, the
shepherds got careless and the flock was
destroyed. There is very evident dan-
ger to this community, if members of Par-
liament under the cloak of privilege make
wild charges in the House and inothing
follows from these charges, that ultimately
we may get so ease-hardened in the House
-we who have to bear them have to
steel ourselves against that sort of thing,
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and those hon. members who indulge in
charges of the kind also become careless
in the Making of them-that the time may
come in the history of the State when
these matters will be regarded by the
public at large as absolutely of no im-
portance, as merely the playful amenities
of Parliamentary debate, and under that
carelessness, that callousness, and that in-
difference of the public to this sort of
thing, it is possible that very grave abuses
and very flagrant corruption may take
place..

Mr. Holman: Now quote the "skunk"
incident.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
lion. member has referred to an incident
evoked by something similar to this. I
Was a Young Member of the House in
those days and my indignation was more
readily aroused 'by charges against the
personal eharneter of individuals than it
is to-day; because during the years that
I have sat in -the House, I have so fre-
quently heard these charges made that
they arouse in me, not so much a feeling
of indignation. against the people who
make them, as a feeling of pity against
thenm. I contend that it does become in
the public interest occasionally necessary
when charges are made in the House con-
taining possibly all the elements of false-
hood that we should appoint a commission
whose impartiality 'is absolutely -beyond
dispute, who could in no -way he brought
to book by the Executive; that we should
appoint a commission of that nature to
go into the matter and give the fullest
possible facility for the truth being
brought forward. And this is what we
have done in the present instance. The
menmber for Kanowna tells us that our
action is unconstitutional. I may follow
him later into that branch of the argu-
meat; *but let us assume for the moment
that the action is unconstitutional. Then
I say unhesitating-ly that if it were tin-
constitutional I should still follow that
line of action, because I do not -believe
in making a fetish of constitutionalism.
I believe the great thing we have to aim
at is pure administration and pure poli-
ties.

Mr. Walker: It is the law.

The ATTORNEY GENMIT_ At any
rate, if I want any-

Air, Walker: It is the law.
'Mr. SPEAKER; Order.
The ATTORNEY GEN2 ERAL: IfI

have to choose between out-worn consti-
tutional doctrines on the one hand, and
securing integrity in public life on the
other hand, and keeping the fount of
justice pure, thenr I shall choose for the
unmasking of corru-ption and for the
doing of right. We may make a fetish
of constitutionalism.

Mr. Walker: It is the law under the
Constitution.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
riot care-

Mr. Walker: It is in the Bill of Rights.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do

not care one jot for the law as interpreted
by the Member for Kanowna. I refuse
to take my law from the lion, member.

MUr. Walker: I ask you to take it from
the Act, not from mne.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
riot take it from the member for Kan-
owna, nor from Jamaes I., not from any
other an tiquites the bon. member likes to
quote.

Mrt. Walker: It is the law in the twen-
tieth century.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
Parliament, in the exercise of its wisdom,
has passed a Statute providing for the
appointment of Royal Commissions, and
for giving these Royal Commissions
power to ascertain the truth; and if we
find it said, not once, not in the temrpor-
ary heat of debate, not by one member
but by more than one member, and en-
,dorsed by the leader of bbe Opposition,
repeated four times *by the member for
Cue, endorsed by the member for Brown
Hill--

Mr. Bath: No.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: And

defended, I suppose, by almost every
member of the Opposition, that there is
corruption in regard to a certain affair,
this Dunkley affair, that there is
suspicion of corruption attached to
it, then I say we think that the
time has come to give those hon. mem-
bers, and those persons outside who have
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any knowledge of corruption, an oppor-
trinity to substantiate their charges; and
we do so in the most reasonable and
natural manner possible. The member
for Kanowna has tried to persuade us it
is a commission to try members of Parlia-
ment. Why, of course it is not anything
of the sort. It is a commission to enable
members of Parliament to substantiate
the charges they have made. Is it not a
singular attitude that these hon. members,
having said there is corruption, flagrant,
rotten or any other adjective of equal
strength they can lay their hands to, and
having declared that the Mlinister for
Lands should be impeached either before
the House or a judge, is it not a singular
situation that, when we appoint a com-
missioner, a Supreme Court judge, in
order to give these members an oppor-
tunity of substantiating their charges, we
have a tremendous hullabaloo; we have
the member for Kanowna, the heavy gun,
the oratorical gun of the Opposition,
brought into play to try to show we aire
traitors to the Constitution. Our motto
is 'Let the truth prevail.'' We only
want to get at the truth of
the matter. Hon. members who have
made these charges must he the judges
of their own conduct, must decide for
themselves whether they will go before
a commission; and although there are
under the Statute certain powers held
in reserve against persons who refuse to
go before a royal Commission and give
evidence, I should, for my own part,
judge that it would be entirely unneces-
sary, even if it were expedient, to enforce
any of these powers against members of
Parliament; because that other tribunal
to wvhiclh I have already referred, that
more powerful tribunal than any Royal
Corimission. the tribunal of public
opinion, will put its own construc-
tion upon the silence of those hon. mem-
bers in their refusal to go before an im-
partial commission; and that tribunal
will say, ''What are we to think of bon.
members who, under the cover of privi-
lege, make these extraordinary charges
against the Mlinister for Lands, charges
which, if substantiated, could remove
that hon. member from the position of

Minister of the Crown and place him in
the felon's dock-when these hon. mem-
bers who make charges of that kind have
the opportunity of going before a judge
of the Supreme Court-not to be pun-
ished mind you, the judge has no power
to punish them for telling the truth, all
lion, members know it, but simply to tell
what they know, to give him an oppor-
tunity of reporting to the Government
whether there is a prima facie case which
should be made the subject of a criminal
prosecution possibly-when they are
asked to do that they hold back.'' Is
there one code of honour for the ordi-
nary mnen in the street and another code
of hionour for members of Parliament?
It is necessary, I admit, to protect mem-
bers of Parliament in courts of law
against what they may say in this House.
But it was never intended that hon. memn-
bers should make charges here and when
they are immune from possible ill con-
sequences in going before a Royal Corn-
mission to give information after having
made charges here, that they should
when protected outside, refuse to follow
these charges up. Yet that is the atti-
tude which I gathered from the speeches
of the member for Kanowvna and the
Leader of the Opposition they are ad-
vised to pursue. I do not suppose for one
moment, because unfortunately in these
matters party spirit plays an unduly pro-
minent part-that hima. members oppo-
site w'ho made these charges will accept
any advice of mine, but I would ask
whether thcy think they are advancing
the interests of the country in seek-
ing to boycott this Commis-
sion. There can be only one answer. Let
me put it on personal grounds. If an
hon. member divests himself of any idea
of party strife or feeling, let me ask
whether on the one hand it is an hon-
ourable course to hurl charges of cor-
ruption, and refuse to withdraw those
charges, and on the other hand to refuse
to follow them up before an absolutely
impartial tribunal. As regards the argu-
ment of the member for Kanowna, on
the constitutionality of the action of the
Government in appointing this commis-
sion, it is no doubt a very fine argument.
He has told us that no court of the land
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can review us or take us to task for lan-
guage used in this Chamber. I do -not
suppose any lion, member in this House
disputes that position. It is a
comnmonplace of constitutional lawv. If
We assume, as the hon. mem-
ber seeks to assume. that this
inquiry has been instituted to put mem-
hers, of Parliament on their trial, if the
terms of the Commission were to inquire
into the conduct of the hon. member who
is making these charges;, there might be
something in the argument advanced by
the member for Kanowna, hut that has
nothing to do with it at all. The terms
of the Commission are that an inquiry
is to be made into certain allegations of
egrruptiofl. or ainy other allegations that
may be brought tinder the Commission-
er's notice. It is altogether straining the
arinent to breaking point to try and
twist a commission of that nature into
a commission directed against any lion.
member in this House. It is oaly possible
to put that construction on it if hon.
members opposite bare an uneasy feeling
in their minds that the language indulged
in on the 1l2th October was of a nature
that should not have been indulged in,
and had not sufficient basis:. in fact if
hon. members will indulge in charges of
that kind without warrant for them, one
cannot help if these charges ultimately
recoil on their own heads. If it should
happen that the Royal Commissioner is
compelled to say that there has been no
evidence to lead him to suppose there
has been corruption of any sort, and if
he should be compelled to report that
the lion. members who might have given
some assistance refused to go before him,
undoubtedlyv in tie minds of the fair-
play loving public, somne of the odium
which those hion. members have been en-
dleavonring to heap upon the Minister
for Lanids, and the officers of his depart-
mnent. will recoil upon themselves. Tt
is not the first time that an engineer has
been hoisted by his own petard, and if
hon. members will indulge in that species
of Parliameatary vituperation, if they
play at that kind of bowls they must
expect rubbers. We on this side 'have
only to cast our memories back during
the present session when we have again

and again listened with the utmost pat-
ience to the violent diatribes of hon,
members opposite, but the time must
come when an accusation is unade with
sufficient definiteness and suicieent de-
liberation, and if it is repeated again and
again, and is endorsed by the responsible
lender of the Opposition, and by a niem-
be.' oceupying such ai position in
the counsels of the party as that
oif the member for Brown Hill, thea
time must come when our back"
will be brought to the wall, and we will
say "You evidently believe there is somie-
thing in this; we wvill give you the fullest
opportunity of proving it."' That is all
that has been done in the preseat in-
stance. We do not wish to try lion. mem-
bers; wve wish to ascertain whether there
is any truth in the suspicion floating
about that there is such a thing as cor-
ruption existing in our public service.
Again. I ask hon. members to help us,
and to help us in what I can only char-
acterise as: a high and holy task. They
are as interested as ourselves in main-
taining purity in the administration of
public affairs;, they should be as anxious
as we that the truth should be brought
out, and if they are anxious, why should
they hesitate to assist with regard to
this Comnmission? There is no intention,
and even if we wished to do so it would
be impossible, to punish those hon. meni-
bers. There is only one tribunal before
-which they can be punished, and that is
the tribunial of public opinion. We feel
confident that ouir duty at any rate in
this mnatter is plain. We do not believe
thnt corruption exists, but if there be
corruption, if there be the faintest pos-
sibility of anything of that kind, -we are
determtined that we shall do nothing to
keep it in the back-ground. Every power
at our disposal shall be directed towards
bringing forward that corruption, if it
exists, into the light of day; and in
choosing a Royal Commissioner from the
Supreme Court Bench we consider that
we have chosen tbe very best possible
Commissioner that could be obtained in
the State, because as hon. members are
aware, the Supreme Court judges are ab-
solutely immune from any possible inter-
ference, and they can only be re-

1541



1542 ASSEMBLY.3

moved from their positions by a vote of
both Houses of Parliament. I submit
therefore that the tribunal is an abso-
lutely impartial one, and I submit that
the inquiry is one that is desirable in the
public interests, and I further submit
that those hon. me-mbers who have formu-
lated these charges of corruption owe a
duty to themselves and a duty to the
country to assist that Commission in its
labors.

Mr. PRICE (Albany): It is well we
are not often treated to this spectacle of
the one hon. member in the House who
should be the guide for other hon. mem-
bers, the head of the law in the State, the
one man who should hold that law in-
violate against any interference, telling
this House that he cares not one jot for
the law. The criticism of the Attorney
General 'was against what he -was pleased
to term the Parliamentary vituperation
indulged in by members on this side, yet
has there been at any time a member on
this side of the House who has risen in
his place and more deliberately insulted
members, using language of a more in-
sulting character, than that which -was
indulged in by the Attorney General to-
night? Members on this side were re-
ferred to in every term which he called
to his mind. This language was hurled
at -members on this side, and at the same
time we have the hon. gentleman pro-
testing against members rising here and
using the same kind of language as he
indulged in. Were I to find any member
standing on this side of the House and
declaring that he did not care one jot for
the law, I should certainly regret it very
much. What may we expect when we
find the Attorney General himself delib-
erately telling us this, and warning other
members against speaking in the heat of
the moment and not weighing well the
import of the threats they use? At the
same time we find him telling us, himself
livid with passion, with every nerve trem-
bling, that he ceares not one jot for the
la-w. Why does he tell us that? Be-
cause on his own admission he has been
a party to doing something which is con-
trary to the laws of the country.
He has attempted to force upon
members of this House a Royal

Conmnission which on his own ad-
miss-ion made here to-night is unconstitu-
tional and illegal. Let us see what this
Commission proposes to inquire into. It
is proposed to inquire into certain state-
ments made here in this Chamber, and I
want again to-nighat to calmly and delib-
erately say-I hope at least with more
deliberation than that used by the At-
torney General who told the House that
he cared not a jot for the law-that the
statements I made in this Chamber on the
12th October I am prepared to repeat;
they are statements of absolute fact, and
in makcing, them I produced my authority.
What have I to fear? The Minister for
Lands to-night himself corroborated my
statements, every one of them. In net
one single instance did he attempt to say
I had spoken anything hut the truth.

[Mr. Taylor took tlte Chair.]
lMr. PRICE: He admit ted that in the

Dun kley case a rmistake bad been made by
the department; he admitted that practi-
cally simultaneously with the settlement
of the Dunkley trouble on the Stirling
estate the Sunday Times was given a full-
page advertisement. True, 'he denied that
there was any connection between the two.
Did not I, in the House say there
might he no connection? I distinctly
stated there was a remarkable coin-
cidence, which should be explained
by the Minister; and that state-
ment I would make in any and all
circumstances, because I have now the
authority of the Minister himself for
making it. To-night he told us thbat this
advertisement was arranged for and ap-
peared the week following the sending of
a certain letter by a representative of the
Sunday Times to certain settlers on the
Stirling estate, Messrs. Spalding and
Krygger. There is no attempt on the
part of the 'Minister to deny any state-
ment which was made. We can go right
through the -whole of the charges of mal-
administration made against his depart-
ment, and find that to-night he, himself,
dealt with them line by line, dealt with
practically all of them, although some of
them he left unanswered for reasons best
known to himself. Practically he went
through them all, word by word, and line
by line, admitting that in every ease there
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wNas justification for the statement. lie
gave the cireumstances surrounding them,
and endeavoured to the best of his ability
to explain them away. Yet, despite the
fact that the Minister for Lands never
once attempted to deny the accuracy of
the statements made in the Chanter, we
find the Attorney General getting up and
en deavouring to force members to admit
that the action of the Government in at-
tempting to stifle free anad fair criticism

*,of a department of State is justifiable.
Now, I claim it is the duty of
,every member when he knows of any-
thing which is contrary to the -proper ad-'
ministration of any Government depart-
ment, immediately he 'becomes -possessed
-of that knowledge, to use it here in the
-Chamber. This is the only place where
he can use it. Yet now we find if he
dares to use it lie is to he met by the At-
torney 'General, and told that he (the
M1inister) cares nothing for the law hini-
.self and will force tihat member to do
something which the law does not compel
him to do. We have beard it said that
there is a certain freedom allo-wed to hon.
members in connection with their speeches
in the Chamber. I desire to say that,
personally, I have not since I have been
in the Chamber uttered, nor do I intend
in the future to uitter one word under the
cloak of Parliamentary privilege which I
.am not prepared to utter outside the
Chamber-provided I am dealt with by
hon. gentlemen who respect the low, and
not by those who tell us they care nothing-
for the law and, on their own admission,
will 'be themselves the first law-breakers,
although -holding -positions which demand
that they should respect the law under
all conditions. I -have already stated that
what I said here on the 12th October has
been corroborated by the Minister for
Lands who has attempted to explain the
-circumstanees. For my. own part I say
again I have nothing to withdraw, no
statement I regret, no statement for
which I did not have absolute corrobora-
tire evidence, which I produced here in
the Chamber. I prodluced the original
letter sent by the Sunday Times to Mfessrs.
Spalding and Duinkley. Let me point out
that in reply to a question submitted by
me to the "Minister for Lands some time

[57]

prior to the 12th October, we had that
hon. gentleman assuring the Chamber that
no outside influence hlad been brought
to bear upon the department in connec-
tion wvith the Dunkley ease; and that at
the very time the Minister gave that as-
surance to the House outside influence was
being brought to bear upon the depart-
mernt. Proof of that ontside influence
was contained in that letter I read to the
House. The Minister may tell us, as lie
did to-night, that he was not cognisant
of that fact. But to whom are we to look
when wre desire to secure information, or
against whom are we to level any allega-
tions of maladministration unless it is the
Mlinister in charge of the particular de-
partiment with which we are dealing?
Surely even the Attorney General would
not attempt to shield himself behind the
officials in his department. Yet that is
what, in effect, the Minister for Lands
has attempted to do; because he told us
that hie knew nothing of any outside in-
fluence being brought to bear. Yet the
letter of the Sunday Times says, "We
have seen the fies . . . . We have seen
the department on several occasions ..
We suggest with the approval of the de-
partment." Those are the statements
contained in that letter. Surely the Min-
ister for Lands will not, in the faee of
that, deny that outside influence was
brought to bear upon officers in his de-
partment. And the Minister is respon-
sible to the House for his officers. If we
have any charge to make against the ad-
ministration as carried out by any of his
officers we have to bring them against the
Minister, In ease the Attorney General,
with that specious pleading for which he
is somewhat notorious, questions that fact,
let me refer to the authority of Sydney
Low in The Governance of England.
There the writer, dealing with the re-
sponsibility of a Minister to Parliament,
says-

Through one superior or another all
g-rades of the service are responsible to
the highly-placed gentlemen, titled and
be-ribboned, whbo are the heads of the
permanent staff; they themselves, these
accomplished under secretaries,. are re-
sponsible to the noble lords or eminent
commoners, who hold the Ministerial
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seals; while these Ministers; in the fut-
ness. of their power, are liable at any
moment to be arrasinged, not merely
for their own acts, but for the acts of
their subordinates, before the Assem-
bly. which, again, is itself responsible
to the sovereign people. This is the
doctrine of Ministerial responsibility
and which is by nany

Because we have in this Chamber those
who will not agree with this doctrine.

regarded as the main shaft and sup-
portiiig pillar of thle political edifice.

Ministerial responsibility to Parliament
Why, the' Minister for Lands anid the At-
torney General are above Parliament.
They care not one jot for the law, as ex-
emplified by Parliament. Therefore,
what hope have we of justice, what op-
portunity, what chance is there of fair
dealing when we find that despite these
authorities, despite the law as explicitly
laid down for years and years past, we
find Ministers risig in their places and
deliberately telling us they intend to
break that law? Why) Because mem-
bers here have dared to criticise the ad-
ministration of a Minister of the Crown.
What are 'ye coming to if Ministers are
to be above criticism? And that is really
what it means. We are placed in this
position to-day: that if any member rises
in the Chamber and dares to utter one
word which does not meet with the appro-
val of Ministers, they will be a law unto
themselves, will call to their aid a Judge
of the Supreme Court and will endeavonr
to compel the members who have criticised
them to go before that judge for his on-
demnation. Because, after all, what does
a judge do? He asks for a certain spe-
cific charge. In this case the charge has
been made already by the Government.
They themselves, in the commission,
which they have made out for this
judge, have there stated the charge.
They have said it was made here
in the Chamber. They have not
-waited for a charge to be made, but have
stated the charge of corruption was
made in the -Chamber, in connection with
flunkley's application for a block,
together with ain advertisement in the
Suriday Times. That is what they

have laid down. As I have already
Said4 personally I have no objection to
malang, before even a judge, the same
s4tatement I made in this Chamber. There
is no reason why I should fear.
If of their- own volition Ministers choohe
to lilace upon my remarks, borne out by
tihe statement of the Minister for Lands,
certain constructions of their own:, With
the object, not of clearing the Minister
or anything which has been said in coni-
nection with himself, hut of, if'
possible, bringing about the poli-
tieal deg-radation of someone apprised to
themi-if they chimsse to make tive har-
ge -'xivy should I help themn by going be-
fore that judge much as a prisone. ripen
his trial ? So long as the commission
stands as it does at the present time I
shiall, certainly refuse to have anything
whatever to do with it. I am quite pre-
pared to place before any competent tri-
bunal the facts in may possession, facts,
whichl have been substantiated by the
Minister here to-night, and amongst them
the fact that there was tronble in the
Diuley easge, and the fact that a certain
advertisement was given to the Suniday
Tim es. There is no need for me to go
before any judge to substantiate those
circumstances; I can hand them to the
Minister himself if he desires to see
them. At the same time I must protest
against this continual threat held out by
occupants of the Ministerial benches
against members on this side who dare
to criticise them. In this case they have
gone further than a threat, they have at-
tempted not only to coerce members, hut
to bludgeon them into submission, so as
to preclude them from indulging in that
free and open criticism which is nece-
sary if the administration of the country
is to be carried out in a proper manner.
Ministers surely will not say that -they
are above criticism, but that is the posi-
tion in which they aie trying to place
themselves. As to the illegality of the
appointment of the proposed commission
it is not necessary for me
to further take uip the time
of the Chamber. It is admitted by
the Attorney General that it is illegal
and unconstitutional, but lie says, "I care
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-not one jot for the law." Had the Attor-
ney General attempted to justify the il-
legal appointment of that commission I
might have deemed it necessary to dra-w
his attention to certain authorities upon
'such appointments, but in view of the
fact that it has been admitted that
the appointment of the commission is
illegal and unconstitutional1 there is no
need for me to go into it. All I
-desire to do is to express my
-wish for a full, complete, and im-
partial inquiry into the administration
,of the Lands Department. The very in-
lquiry desired by the 'Minister for Lands
is the inquiry that will meet with the
-unanimous approval of members on this
-side, and we can only regret -that the de-
sire of the Minister has not met -with the
approval of his colleagues. In this
matter he has been over-ruled by his
-colleagues. Thu Minister for Lands
-said what he desired was a full,
fair, and impartial inquiry into the
-whole management of his department,
and it is that inquiry which members on
this side of the House so -much desire.
We do not ask for a partial inquiry, or
-an investigation into something which
,exists only in the imagination of the hon.
gentleman who cares not for the law.
That is not the inquiry we ask for, We
ask for an inquiry into the administra-
tion, into the accountancy branch, and
into every branch and section of the
Lands Department in this State. The
Minister himself knows that within the
last 48 hours, I brought under his notice
A matter o~f very serious importance to a
number of settlers in this State. I
brought under his attention the fact that
a number of settlers had illegally been
-served with notices of forfeiture, and it
is this kind of thing we desire to have
investigated so that the blame may be
placed on the right shoulders. It is that
inquiry which has been refused, although
I believe the -Minister for Lands desires
it. The matter to which I refer arose
through a mistake of an officer of the de-
partment in placing certain papers on
the wrong file. If the officers of
that department are not carrying
.out their duties in a thorough and

proper manner let us find where the blame
should be laid and deal with the one re-
sponsible. If there was any need to bring
forward absolute proof of the necessity
for an inquiry into the administration of
the Lands Department, we had that proof
only recently in the suspension of cer-
tain officers. I do not desire to go into
that matter, but portion of the circum-
stances which are known to hon. members
will readily suggest the need for inquiry
into the administration. Because of these
things we demand the full inquiry which
the Ministry, other than the Minister for
Lands, have refused. In conclusion I can
only express my regret that Ministers in
this Chamber have over-ridden the desire
of the Minister for Lands himself. I can
only hope that the Minister wilt be able
to induce his colleagues to see with him
in this matter, and induce the Attorney
General to recognise the law and abide by
it. I trust that he will at least be able
to induce that hon. gentleman to accept
the law which at the present time he is
paid to admiinister. If he respects that
law he will certainly not attempt to force
on the House the commission which is
n1ow threatened and which will
inquire only into certain Mat-
ters which do) not exist out-
side the minds of Ministers, but he will
provide an inquiry which will go
thoroughly into the administration of the
department generally and allow members
to bring fatward the whole of the evi-
dence as to maladministration. I do not
think that any member infers that the re-
sponsibility for such is with the Minister
for Lands, except in so far as he is head
of that department and the Minister re-
sponsible to this Chamber. It is to him
that we must look, and although there
may be instaices where he could say that
such and such an officer is responsible,
the person against whom we must level
our charges is the 'Minister himself. And
I say here that, had the 'Minister thought
more of his personal or political reputa-
tion that lie did of his visit to the Nor-
tham show, we should not have had the
time of the House taken up as it has been
to-night. Had he been here, knowing as
he did that certain ceriticismns of his de-
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partment would take place, had he been
here to reply to them, them to-night we
would have been engaged in other work,
rather Phan in discussing the motion .we
have before us. However, I hope the
miotion, if not carried, will at least induce
the Uo)vernment to give to members on
both sides of the House that scope of in-
quiry which hon. members as well as Mn
isters desire. and which the maladminis-
tration of the Lands 'Department certainly
demands should be givenl.

Mr. TROY (Mfount M1agnet):- As one
who during- the no-con idence debate had
a good deal to say regarding the admin is-
truation or rather the maladminist ration of
the Lands Department. T feel it incumbent
onl me to make a few remarks before this
vote is; taken. Despite the hysterical ut-
terances of the Attorney General and the
lame e~xcuses put forward by the Mlinister
for Lands, I insist that all the statements
made -by me onl that occasion were abso-
lutely correct and are borne out by the
papers placed on the Table of the House.
Royal Commission or no Royal Commis-
sion, I am going to snap my fingers at all
the threats of Royal Comrmissions. I am
not going, to retract or deny or -depart
f rom -Any statements r made in the Honse
onl that occasion. This is as definite as I
ca"l possibly make it. The 'Minister for
Lands cannot get away from the state-
ments I made when the very records of his
own department prove them. If he ex-
pects to ask any House to believe that be
acted in accordance with the land laws
when he decided onl a certain course of
action i regard to these matters, that
eon ten tion cannoct he supported by anyone
knowing anything about the land laws of
the State. The very laws the lion. itlinister
is supposed to administer be is entirely
ignorant of, or hie administers them in a
way that is not in accordance with the
intention of the House or with the inter-
piretation put upon them by anyone who
knows them. Of course the Minister can
please himself; he can place his own in-
terpretation on them; bnt if he does in-
jury to thle people of the State or to any
person in the State, I am going, to rise in
the House and state my objection. That
is what the Mfinister has done, however, in

several cases. How is, the Minister going
to justify the attitude of Mr. Farmer in
admitting the application of Mr. Court a
day after the date for the closing of ap-
lIications? Is that nut a case of mat-
administration? The proof is on the
files. How can it be questioned? How
canl any Royal Commission question it or
the Mlinister dispuite it?7 What about the
ungenerous treatment of Mr. M1oor? The
Minister was cognisant of all in connec-
tion with -Mr. Mloor's claims, because Mr.
Moor waited onl the Minister repeatedly.
And Mr. Mo00r was not courteously
treated by the Minister. The Minister
did not give himl a fair deal, I am satis-
Hied; he treated him brutally sometimes,
if I may take Mr. Mfoor's word for it, and
enideavoured to dispute with him his just
elaimsK against the Government of the
State. The Minigter, in connection with
Neilsen's block, sent the following letter
to Air. Moor. It was sent by Mr. Bertoli,
one of the assistant under secretaries, but
the Minister knew the whole business, be-
cause 'Mr. Moor had seen him personally.
Will the Minister deny that Mr. 11foor
saw him personally time after time and
hrouL-tt his grievances under the Minis-
ter's noatice?

The Mtinister for Lands: He saw me
many times.

Mr. TROY: But strange to say no
conversation that took place and no de-
cision of the Mlinister is onl the files, and
copies of minutes have been removed
from the files. I have a letter in my pos-
session which should be on the files and
it is not there. The letter which r have
referred to on a previous occasion was as
followvs

Respecting the bloceks in the flatwal-
liom subdivision which were held by Mr.
Neilsen, I have to advise that such
blocks are being thrown open for re-
selection on or after the 11th October
uext, and the notice making them avail-
able appears in yesterday's Gazette,
from which fll particulars may be ob-
tained.

Nowv, "yesterday's Gazelle" was thie 23rd
September, but the Act provides that
notice must appear four consecutive
times in the Gazelte. That would make
four weeks, hut only two weekst and four
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day-.' notice was given, and that is eon-
trarv to the provisions of Section 33 of
the Land Act. Is not that a breach of
the Land Act and is not the "Minister re-
sponsible for it? Theii again the M2inis-
ter in a further letter to Mfr. Moor de-
mands that the application for these for-
feited blocks, which previously belonged
to Mr. Neilsen. must bie lodged at the
office on or before Ihe 11th October. and
further that these blocks together were
subject to the value of improvements.
namely. £73 1s. 3d.. And that the full
amount of such improvements must be
lodged with the application as a cash
payment. Now, what does Section 147
of the Land Act say in regard to this?

The fair value of any improvements
existing on or Affecting any land ap-
plied for, or authorised and in course
of construction, or intended to be con-
structed, shall he determined by the
Minister, and the price of any such
laud shall be increased by the value so
determined of such improvements, with
interest thereon at the rate of five
pounds Per centum per annumn, to the
intent that the price of the lands as in-
creased by the value of such improve-
men ts, -with interet thereon as afore-
said, shall he paid by the selector by
half-yearly instalments at such time
and in such manner as the price of
the land, if unimproved, would have
been payable.

The Minister Could not demand a cash
payment. The Act provides that the pay-
ment should have been extended over a
term of years. Is not the Minister's ac-
tion in this regard contrary to Section
1471 Is it not a wilful breach of the
Act when the Minister departs from it?
I say the MNinister was aware of the facts,
because Mr. Moor had -brought themi per-
sonally under his notice. The Minister
claims that Subsection 2 of Section 21
of tihe Act gives im power -to please
himself in regard to these matters, to de-
termine things according to his own de-
sires. This subsection provides-

The Minister shall at all times have
power in the public interest, and in his
discretion, subject only to an appeal
to the flovernor under Section 37, to

refuse any application whatsoever
made uinder aity part of this Act.

This gives the MXinister tie power to de-
mand the payment lie did. He has only
power to refuse an Application. Hde did
not refuse the application but lie de-
manded certain conditions hie had no
right to demand. Will the Minister say
that he has been carrying out the inten-
t ionus of thle Lan d Act a nd th ere h as been
no breach of the land laws?9 The Minis-
ter cannot claim -that. With regard to
the land held by Myers at Dalwaflinu,
wvill the Minister make the assertion that
Mvers did not hold that land illegally?
The Minister now says that he is going
to forfeit that land, yet in those very
papers there are applications made during
eight or nine months asking for the for-
feiture of the land, aind the applicationsr
were ignored. In those papers there are
communications from the Department to
Myers showing him how lie could get
away from tie requirements of the Act.
From the p~apers and the remarks of the
Minister to-night I can only conclude that
the 'Minister -was aware tht Myers held
the laird illegally because he is LIow going
to forfeit it. It was not however until the
matter was brought before Parliament by
myself that action was taken. It is
reasonable to assume that because no ac-
tion was taken by the Minister. After
the matter was brought prominently be-
fore Parliament the Minister declared
tl~at he was going to forfeit the land.
Why (lid he not do it before I What is
the necessity for the Appointment of this
Royal Comnmission? Because the Minister
was not present in the House when the
charges were made, and because the Gov-
ernment cut a very sorry figure indeed.
They want to tie members down to a
hole and earner inquiry by wbich an en-
deavour will be made to whitewash the
Minister. They want to have the Minis-
ter thrown upon the mercy of a court.
This House is the court which the Min-
ister should appeal to if he wants mercy.
It is a sorry spectacle indeed. The Gov-
ernment desire to relieve themselves
from the stigma which attaches to them
through their acts of maladministration
by the appeintment of a Royal Commis-
sion. Let the Minister justify himself-
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in this House and the country, and if
he can do that he winl have done all that
is necessary. So far as the Royal Corn-
mission is concerned, I am not going be-
fore it. The Attorney General has spoken
with regard to a higher tribunal-the
people of the country. Let me say that
I shall go before the people, and I shall
make a full statement to them similar
to that which I have made to this House.

Mx. Monger: You would not be lis-
tened to by a respectable community.

Mr. TROY: I dare the Government to
prosecute me or to take action with re-
gard to the statements I shall make. I
am prepared to resign my seat to-morrow
if any member of the Government will
contest it, and I make this challenge with
every intention of carrying it out.

Mr. -Monger: I will take you on in my
constituency.

Mr. TROY: I will not accept the lion.
member's cballenge because I have some
respect for his constituents even if I
hove no respect for him. I bear in mind
the attitude of this Government nearly
three years ago whleni fighting the last
general elections. I made a certain state-
ment regarding land held in the Nuga-
dong district to the North of Wongan
Hills by Mr. Glowrey, M.L.Q, Sir Wal-
ter James, Mr. Liebe, Mr. Schroth, and
Mr. Sommers, MI.L.C., and I was branded
by members of the Government as a liar.
In the light of subsequent history it
has been proved that everything I then
said was absolutely correct. Take the
map which is hanging here showing the
intention of the Government to build a
railway to Mullewa. Whose land will it
pas thi'ouih 9

The Premier: It will be built on the
advice of a board.

Mr. TROY: Whose thousands of acres
of land will this railway pass through?
It will pass through the land of Mr.
Glowrey, MN.L.C. Will the M1inister deny
that9 It will also pass close to the land of
Mr. Sonmmers, Mf.L.C., -. r. Quinlan, and
the land that Sir Walter James had there.

Mr. Draper: Suppose they all have
land there?

Mr. TROY: Will any M1inister deny
that the Colonial Secretary has land at
Wongan Hills? They denied these state-

ments of mine at the last elections at
Sussex. The late Premier, speaking at
Sussex, held up a map in the hall and
said that the statements I made were
absolute lies. At Collie the late Premier
said that Sir Walter James held no land,
but that it was held by Sir Walter
James's son. This is the party that
branded me as a prevaricator in the coun-
try. A snap of the fingers for the Royal
Commission! If members of the Minis-
try want to fight me let them come to my
constituency and fight me, and let me de-
clare here that if my health wvill permit
I shall put before the people of the coun-
try the facts that I have already given to
this House.

Mr. HOLMAN (Murehison) : I think
after the venomous attack made by the
Attorney General, it is only meet that I
should have something to say in reply.
In the first place I shall deny that I aip-
proached the Attorney General in any
shape or form whatever since I made my
speech last night. The statements made
by the Attorney General to-night are in-
correct and absolutely uncalled for. I am
prepared to substantiate the statements I
made last night. It is remarkable when
the Attorney General criticises any mem-
ber of this Chanter for the remarks they
may have made he seems to forget that
it was only recently that lie wilfully and
deliberately in the face of members of
this Chaomber, and His Honour the
Speaker, and the printed and published
records of Hansard, denied some state-
ments that he bad previously made. Well,
I say that when a man is forced to with-
draw a statement such as the Attorney
General made he is not fit to sit in Cab-
inet, or represent any section of the cam-
nuinity. A man like that has not a soul
of honour, has not a spark of manliness
about him. Yet lie gets up like a play
actor and tries to play upon the feelings
of the Assembly, knowing that any re-
marks made from this side of the House
iii reply will not receive prominence in
the newspapers, nor be given attention to
in the leading columns; and so he hopes
to impress the people of the country with
his own bald statements unanswered. If
the present Government desire to go be-
fore the public tribunal, the sooner they
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give uts the chance the better. I, in com-
mon with others on this side of the House,
would be only too pleased to appeal to
the people. I will deal with the qu~estion
of the proposed eolnwsian of inquiry,
and I say that will be as unsatisfactory
as a good many of' te statements made
by members on that side of the House.
The attitude and actions of the Attorney
G4eneral's department are absolutely rot-
ten and unfair. We call for papers and
the papers ought to he produced here;
but insteead (if their being placed on the
Table we Mund that some officials of the
departmenit, perhaps the Attorney Gen-
eral himself, is going down to the Sunday
Times and giving them information from
the papers. In some eases the inf ormation
is truie, and iii others absolutely false.
That is the class of men who get up here
andi criticise members on this side of the
Rouse. We have onl y to refer back to
the speech of the hon. member in 1901;
a more contemptible and despicable
speech has never been made in any Par-
liament in Australia than that then made
by the present Attorney General. At
that time he referred to some who are
now his, colleagues as being practically
a lot of skunks. Then he went on to give
the full history of what a skunk was. The
present Minister for Mines was one to
wbomn he referred. In all .probability the
Attorney General has now come down to
the same level as those he characterised
as skunks. He hias learned better since
then and has altered his opinions. What
caused this alteration in his opinions? It
mnay be interesting to look tack and find
out. We know full well that the record
of the present Attorney General, his poli-
tical record I am gpeaking of, is abso-
hdtely one of the Lnleanest in public life,
whether in this or in any other State. On
one occasion, when in Opposition, he
ratted for the sake of office with Mr-
Morgans; then when that Government
had gone to the country and been de-
feated, he came back and once more sold
his party for a portfolio. Then, again,
we only need refer to the contemptible
remarks he made about his now colleague,
Mr. flaglish. Afterwards, sacrificing his
principles and honour, if he ever had any,
for the sake of political power, hbe again

a1ssumed ollice with the Administration he
had rou~ndly condemned. Then take his
action of a recent date, when lie assumed
office tinder circnustances which, if not
contemptible, I do not know what "con-
temptible" mneans. Take his action in re-
gard to the tramway tr~ouble, when officers
from his department were sent down to
the ears-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not
think the actions of the Attorney (leneral
have much to do with thne motion before
the Chair.

.Mr. HOLMAN': I am sorry you were
not in the Chair when the Attorney Gen-
eral spoke; if you had been you would
in all fairness give me ant opportunity of
replying to the remarks miade by the Min-
ister, although lie is not man enough to
come into the Chmber and1 defend his
act ions.

The DEPU7TY SPEAlCE1t: The hion.
member is in order in replying to any
remarks made in the course of the debate.

My, HOLMAN: That is what I am
doing. I say the action of that gentle-
man, if he can be called a gentleman-I
could not call him a man-I say when the
Attorney Greneral gets up and makes a de-
liberately false stat ement, saying that I-

The Minister for Mines: T must object
to that, Mr. Taylor. Surely the hon-
member is out of order in charging the
Attorney General with making deliber-
ately false statements.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member is not in order in accusing an-
other lion, member of making false state-
meuts. I ask the hon. member to with-
draw.

Mr. HOLMAN: If the little buck-
jumper -will sit quiet I will finish my re-
marks.

The Minister for Mines: I must de-
mand an apology from the hon. member.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have
asked the hon. member to withdraw his
accusation of making false statements.

Ma-f. HOL 1WAN: I will withdraw, and
if I cannot refer to them as false state-
ments I will say they are absolutely in-
correct statement-s. That is as far as I
can go in accordance with the rules of the
House, but not so far as I would like to
go in justice to gmyself.-

im
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'Mr. flraper: Is there any difference
between the two?

Mr. HOLjMAN: I cannot find it if
there is. The only difference is tthat the
one term is a little plainer, and, conse-
quently, the better realised by a man of
my stamp, who likes plain speaking, who
likes to call a spade a spade. Take this
action of the Attorney General in makting
deliberate misstatements in an effort to
pose here as one of those who should -be
looked upon as a marvel of goodness, a
man -whose actions are irreproachable. He
makes deliberate misstatements with the
intention of trying to create an impres-
sion. I say lie is hardly worth taking
notice of. When a man like that refers
his ease to public opinion, the public will
express an opinion pretty freely and
fully; and I am satisfied that the evpres-
sion of public opinion at the next general
ejection will leave this House cleaner than
it is atpresent. We had statements made
in connection wvith some remarks of mine
in regard to the railway out to Bullfinch.
I am only sorry that I was not nearly
plain enough in my remarks last night.
Had I quoted what appears in the Press
it would have been more to my satisfac-
tion. The news, as published to-day,
shows that one of those who is a member
of this Cabinet, and a colleague of the
Attorney General, has a fairly big in-
terest in the Bullfinch mine; and I say
that when tlhey try to put a railway pro-
position trough the House without fair
and proper information, it is a travesty
of justice, and should not be tolerated.
My information is from the Press. I did
not care to bring- it Lip last night, but
one of the Attorney General's colleagues
holds an interest in the Bullfinch mine
which, according to the Press, amounts
to £20,000 or £30,000. Surely when these
.Ministers visit the Bullfinch and subse-
quently try to bludgeon a measure
through the House without a moment's
notice, we are justified in asking for time
to discuss the matter. Yet we are criti-
cised because we refer to the fact that
this railway-

The DEPUTY SPEARER: The lion.
member is decidedly out of order in dis-
cussing- this railway.

Mr. HOLMAN: The facts were brought
forward earlier to-night, and my remarks
of last night w-ere quoted; surely in all
fairness I should be allowed to deal with
the subject. It was dealt with by the
Attorney General, and I should not have
spoken had not my character been at-
tacked by that Minister. -. altters referred
to months ago were brought in, and I say
neither the Minister for Lands nor the
Attorney General has dealt with the
motion before the House. Surely, then,
if they are allowed to wander wide of
the mark and not touch upon the motion
moved by the leader of the Opposition, I
have the right to reply to any attack
made upon me.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I desire to
point out to the hion. member that I have
no intention of preventing his replying
to any statements made in the course of
the debate; but having regard to the lines
the hion. member is following, it is clear
that his remarks are somewhat foreign
to the motion.

Mr. HOLMAUN: Well, the Attorney
General brought this subject forward,
and charged me with making certain
statements. about the proposition in con-
nection with the Bullfinch; and I say
now, if I had the information last night
which I have to-night I would have made
more damaging statements than I did on
that occasion. Because it is now clear
that one of the Attorney General's own
colleagues has an interest in the mine.
Surely, I am entitled to bring a matter
like that forward. It is not the first time
that the Attorney General's colleagues
have been assisted by the public purse
of this country for their own personal
benefit; and in all probability, if I am
to be deprived of the right of making my'
remarks inside this Chamber, I will have
an opportunity of making them outside.
Members on this side of the House have
been accused of making- false statements
and not being prepared to stand to their
0,1unS. Charges have been made in- the
House by the Minister's own colleagues
which have been absolutely incorrect,
and when it has been shown that these
statements were incorrect they have re-
fused to withdraw their remiarks. If
any right exists to demand a Royal Comn-
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ii' .insuch as is asked for in this ease,
I have on previous occasions had greater
e casion to diemand a Royal Commission

iii connection with charges made by the
M1inister for Mfines against me. On a
certain occasion he stated in the coun-
try, , and in the House,. that he had paid
.')y election expenses. I say that that
statement was deliberately incorrect, and
if I was outside I would say something
stronger. I denied that statement but
lie repeated it, and although I produced
my hank-book and proved that the state-
iacnt was ablu,0..tely incorrect the Minis-
ler- had not the courtesy to withdraw.
] learned afterwards also that hie came
down to Perth and collected a sum of
mioney from his own colleagues on ac-
eount of the expenses which hie said hie
had incurred in my behalf. In getting
money from them for election expenses
which- he never paid lie was robbing his
own colleagues.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
mnember must withdraw that statement.

Mr. HOLMAN:. I wvithdraw it and say
that he obtained money from his own
colleagues because he told them that be
had paid my election expenses. He never
paid may election expenses, at all; lie
paid merely for the beer which he con-
sumed himself. Yet that is the class of
man who is demanding a Royal Commis-
sion, Ministers pose as great purists,
and talk (of compelling members to make
their charges before a judge. In my
opinion, the proper place to -make charges
against A department is in the House.
and the proper place to reply to themn IS
in the House, and if Ministers cannot
reply to the satisfaction of members they
should not flee for shelter behind a, judge
of the Supreme Court. We know also
that the whale tlgal talent of the Crown
Law' Department will be utilised against
any unfortunate member who goes before
the Commissioner with charges. We know
also that evidence given before a judge
of the Supreme Court is not snob as
would prove a ease in this House.

[77e Speaker resumed the Chair.]
The Minister for Mines:- It would have

to be an oath there.
Mr. HOLMAN: It would not make any

difference to the Minister whether he

was on oath or not. He took anl oath
when he entered this House that be
would serve his country, but he has
broken it on more than one occasion. I
would not like to say whom he has
served. I regret that the Attorney Gen-
eral was not in the Chamber when I
stated just now that he had made an ab-
solutely incorrect statement. I have
never spoken to that Minister except in
the course of business since lie took
office and betrayed his colleagues, be-
cause I could have no respect for him
after that.

INr.v SPEAK E R:- The hon. member
must not use the expression, "betrayed
his eolleagues.''

Mr, HOLMAN: Politically, I mean.
Mr, SPEAKER: No, the hion. mem-

ber cannot say that even politically.
Mli- HOLMAN: If I cannot say that

I will withdraw it in accordance with
the rules of the House, and as bion, mem-
bers desire to catch their trains I will
corktinue my remarks at some other time.

Question pal, and a division taken
with the following result-

Ayes .. . .21

Noes .. . .22

Majority against.. 1
I-

Mr. Angivin Mir. C
Mr. Bath Mr.PIN
Mr. Bolton Air. S

Mr. Collier Mr. S
Mr. Gill Mr. T
Mr. Gourley Mr.T
Mr. Heltmuann Mr.V
Mr. Hoilman Mr.
Mr. Hudson Mr.
Mr. Johnson Mr. U
Mr. McDowali

NOES.
Mtr. Brown Mr. M
Mr. Butcher Mr. lo
Mr. Carson Mr. I
Air. Cowober Mr. S
Mr. Dagieb Mr. 1
Mr. Draper Mr. D
Mr. F'ooikes Mr.C
Mr. Gordon Mr. I'
Mr. Gregory M1r. F
Mr. Hardwick Mr.1
Mr. Harper
Mr. .iacob
Question thus negatived.

YIogblen
00

caddan
iwan
aylor
ray
Valker
Vare
L. A. Wilson
[aderwood

(Teller).

Iale
[itchelI
longer
- F. Nior,

~anson
)sborn
lerse
.Wilson

,akyWS

(Teller).

House adjourned at 11.21 p.m.

PAMs
Mr. Keenazo I Mr. Davies.
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