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would huve to pay the annual rvent. The
land would be increasing in value all the
time, even if the house fell down. It is
only fair to give the occupier an oppor
tunity te sell to the highest bidder.

The PREMIER: I do not think the
amendment is necessary.

Mr. Mann: It will not do any harm.

The PREMIER: 1 assune it was drafted
by the Sulicitor-General.

Alr. Panton: It was given to me; I ean-
not say whether it was drafted by the Sol
ieitor-Cienernl, but it may have been.

The PREMIER: The Solicitor-General
assured me this morning that the amend-
ment just passed covers the hon, member's
amendment. 1 eannot see that it does not
cover it.  All the difficulties that lie in the
way of a sale have been eliminated. Where
iz there anything in the Aet to prevent the
hon. member from doing that which he de-
sires?

Mr. Mann: Except that the board has dis-
eretion in the matter.

Hon. Sir James Miichell: The board
should not have power to do more than en-
sure {he incoming tenxant being a suitable
one.

The PREMTER: That is really ail the
power the board has in the matter. 1t mmust
ensure that the house goes to a worker,

Mr. Panton: Why, when the home has
been paid off?

The PREMIER: Because the home was
built for a worker, und should always re-
main in the possession of some worker.

Alr. Panton: Although it is paid oft?

The PREMIER: Yes, Every such home
should remain for all time as a worker's
home, and shonid not be the snbjeet of spec-
ulation by persons who do speculate in
houses or pass into the hands of some per-
son other than a worker. I will find out,
however, whether the amendment is neces-
qary and will meanwhile report progress.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 1055 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT {ook the Chair at 4,30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—CLOSER SETTLEMENT,
AREA ACQUIRED.

Hon, £, ROSE asked the Chief Secre-
tary: What area of country has been ac-
quired by the Government for closer settle-
ment under the provisions of the Closer
Set.Jement Aet, 19277

The C(HIEF SECRETARY,
None.

replicd :

MOTION—MAIN ROADS BOARD
ADMINISTRATION, SELECT
COMMITTEE.

Addmittance of Bourd Chairman.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [434] I
move—

That the s:lect eommittee appointed to in-
quire into the provisions of the Main Renils
Act, 1925, and the administration thercof, be
instructed to permit the chairman of the Main
Roads Board to be present during the exam-
ination of witnegses and ask witnesses any
questions arising out of the examination.
L want to express regret that the necessity
should have arisen for me to submit this
motion. T made a request to the members
of the select commitiee at almost the firsi
mecting of that committee that Mr, Tindale
should be allowed o attend, hut they in
their wisdom thought it was not desirable
that the chairman of the Main Roads Board
should he in attendance in the terms of the
motion. They hell that ample oppeortunity
would be given for the defence of the
officers concerned if the evidence were sub-
mitted to Mr., Tindale at a later date ana
an opportunity afforded him to rebut it at
a submeguent meeting of the committes,
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That was their view; it is nof my view, and
therefore I am moving this motion. It will
be necessary to go back a little way and
rees]l the veasons why the select committee
were appointed. Grave allegations were
wade in the House against the administra-
tion of ¢he Act and the general earrying out
«f the funections of the Main Roads Board.
.So much did those zllegations impress the
Honse, that the seleet eommittee were ap-
pointed to inquire into the administration
of the Act and into various eharges levelled
at the oflicers of the department by members
in the course of their speeches on the motion
for the seleet comittee. The very funda-
mentals of British justice demand that when
a person ar a board are charged wilh any-
thing, they shall he given full epportunity
to defend themselves. The terms of the sel-
ect committee’s inquivy mean that the repu-
etion of the Main Roads Board iz at stake.
Toeicfore {he members and ollicers of that
hoard should he given every opportunity
to defend themselves,

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Has the Chairman
ol the Main Roads Board asked to be pres-
cnt?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I understand— —

Hon. J. J. Holmes: No, not what von un-
derstand.  Teli us what you know,

Hon, E, H. GRAY: Well, Mr. Seddon
can answer that cquestion when he rises to
spenk to this motion. A< I have said, 1
tirst made this request at a meeting of the
select eommittee, bul the comumittee’s de-
cision was against me.

Hon, 1. A. Stephenson: Tt looks like an
example of winority rule.

Hon, G. W. Miles: Is this being done af
Mr. Tindale's instance?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: No, it is not. The
moving of this motion may be regarded as
a reflection on the management of the com-
mittee. I do not intend that. Perseunally
I have cvery confidenee in the members of
the committee, and I believe they will give
every officer of the hoard who goes before
them a fair and just hearing. But in my
view Mr., Tindale’s presence would be of
very great assistance (o the committee and
would save a lot of time. T cannoi see that
the evidence will he more effectively dealt
with by pursuing a lengthy method of trv-
ing to arrive at the fnets. The presence of
a competent anthority, such as the ¢hainman
of the Main Roads Board, when a witness
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is giving evidence, would be of great assist-
ance to the committee. He would be able to
help the eommitiee lv sift the evidence and
find out the true tacts.

Hon. E. H. Harris: You are now saying
the commitiee are incompetent.

Hon. E. H. GRAY : Nothing of the sort!
There is such a thing as unconscious bias,
I have heard that term before.

Hon. C. I°. Baxter: And you apply it to
wenhers of the select committee.

Hon, K. 1. GRAY: T my=elf may be un-
conscicusly biased, and so may be any other
member of the committee.

Hon. J. Nicholson: T coulid not believe
that.

Hon. K. H. GRAY: The main rcason for
the motion is that the House requires the
committee to do their work efficiently and
present a true report.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: And you say they are
not competent to do that.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: T say that without
the assistance of an expert they are not
rompetent to judge of the many charges
brought hefore them. If it is necessary to
provide for a man being given an oppor
tunity to defend himself hefore a Royal
Commission, 1 do not ses why the same
course should not be adopted at an inquiry
by a select committee.

Hon. E. H. Harrs:
Roval Commission?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Lvery member of
the select eommitier is a lavman, with thz
possible exeeption of Mr. Stewart who, I
understand, is a eivil encineer. But Mr.
Stewart cannot attend all our sittirgs, We
propose to go away up country to-morrow
night, and Mr. Stewart will be nnable to
go with us, Tt is necessary that the com-
mittee should have the assistance of an en-
gineer who ean advise them and put them
on the right course when charges are being
made before them.

Hon. E. H. Harris: You oucht to add
to the personnel of the committee by putting
Mr. Tindale on it.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: [t is nuite a com-
mon thing for Roval Commissions to have
the assistance of experts.

Hon. E. H. Harris:
instance of that?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: The hon. member
knows it is a faet.

Hon. E. H. Harris: I know it is not.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Tt is quitec unusual.

Why not have a

Can yon quote an
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Hon. E. H. GRAY: Well, it is a surprise
to me, for my experience has been guite the
opposite,

Hon. A. Lovekin: Thers are two sides to
that, and you are denling with the other side.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: No, I leave if to the
hon. member to deal with the other side
What I require, and what every member of
the select committec requires, is that tho
work shall be done satisfactorily and the
officers of the department given a fair deal.
But T cannot sec how the committee are go-
ing to give the board’s engineer a fair deal
if thev are going to fake evidence and then,
lateir on, wlow that offeer to give rebutting
evidence in the absence of the witness who
submitted the original evidence. It would
he far more cxpeditions and just if the
cross-ecxamination were done on the spot,
and it would save a lot of time. T appeal
to the instinet of fairness in members of the
House to carry the motion so that the offi-
cers concerned in this inquiry may be given
a fair deal. Tf the motion is earrvied thoss
officers will get that fair deal.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East)
[4.40F: Mr. Gray is a member of the select
committee, and so  this motion will
earry far greater weight, not only with the
House but with the general publie, than if it
had come from some other member of the
House. As chairman of the select committes,
I propose to read a statement to the House
and then leave it entively to their judgment us
to what they think of the action of the eom-
mittee and as to what deeision they shall
come to. Mr. Gray said be made the re-
quest, practicallv at the first meeting of the
sclect committee, that Mr. Tindale be asked
to attend and bhe given an oppeortunity to
cross-examine witnesses.  The seleet eom-
mittee eon-idered that renuest and had fo
he very carefnl in giving a decision; because
it was recoghised that Mr. Gray, in making
this request, was taking an entirely new de-
parture in regard to the proceedings of a
select committee. While 3t is not unknown
that a Royal Commission chould give to any
person affected by the inguiry the right to
be present or to bhe represented, so far as
I know there is no provision for a select
committee doing the same. Standing Order
286, dealing with seleet committees reads as
follows ;—

When a committee i3 examining witnesses,
strangers may be admitted, but shall be ex-
eluded at the request of any member or at
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the diseretion ot the chairman of the commit-
tee, and shall always be excluded when the
comntittee s deliberating.

1 can find in the Standing Orders no refer-
ence to allowing strangers to put questions
to witnesses.

Hon. E. H. Harris: There i3 something
solid to hang vour hat on--the Standing
Orders.

Hon, H. SEDDOXN: Although he dis:
claims it, Mz, Gray by his motion has made
a reflection on the impartiality ol this select
committee.

Hon. E. H. Gray: It was not intended,
anyhow,

Hon. H. SEDDON: The motion refers
also to other things. It suggests that Mr.
Tindale is on his defence. The committee
do not look at the matfer in that light. The
inquiry is one into the operations of the
Main Roads Aet and secondly inio
the administration of the department gen-
erally. They would be sorry to see any per-
sonal aspect infrolduced into the position.
They desire to couduet the ingquiry impar-
tielly, and to give protection to all con-
cerned.  After discussing the mafiter, mem-
bers of the commitiee felt that they could
not aecede to Mr. Gray's request. They
alzo felt they should take every step to pre-
vent any false inyression going out with
regard to Mr. Tindale himself. They there-
fore avranged that Mr. Tindale shounld he
supplied with copies of the evidence as it
was taken from day to day. This was to
enable him, if be felt there was anything
detrimental te him, or anvthing that
should be immedinfely refuted. to avail him-
self of the opportunity of replying at
once to any staterient that had been made.
The snggestion of Mr. Gray bas been car-
ried out in regard to inquiries by Royal
Commissions, but the House is well aware
that the Government refused to appoint
a Royal Commission to make an in-
quiry into this parficular matter. 1t it is
felt that this suggestion should be adopted,
the matter is in the hands of the Govern-
ment, who ean immediately appoint a Royal
Commission. We should all be glad to see
such a Commission brought into being. The
guestion was asked as to whether Mr. Tin-
dale had requested this privilege. Mr. Tin-
dale made a verkal request to the clerk of
the committee to be allowed to attend, and
to be in attendance when witnesses were be-
ing examined. The committee, however,
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guve him the eviidence, and he expressed
his appreciation of their action. AMr. Tin-
dale will secompary the committee on their
journey to Geraidton, and will be present
wheli we make an investigation into road
measurements and other questions thai have
been referred to. In the circumstances the
comunittee feel that they have extended every
consideration te Mr, Tindale, and endeav-
oured to carry out the inquiry with that im-
partiality which is alwnys associated with
Parliamentary investigations. The matter
is now entirely in the hands of the House.
1f, after hearing 1y statement members feel
that we have taken: the right action, they
will vote aceordingly. Tf, on the other hand,
they think that Mr. Gray’s motion should
he earrvied into effert, no doubt they wilt vote
in that direetion. Mr. Gray said that when
a man Is chargedd with an offence, he should
he present at the inguiry, The matter is in
the hands of the Government. In the first
place, they did not give Mr. Tindale the
right sought when they refused to appoint
a Royal Commission of inquiry. Mr. Gray’s
argument is an excellent one for the ap-
pointment of surh a Commission. T will
now leave the mutter in the hands of the
Honse. I am spenking entirely on behalf
of the members of the committee.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [440]: I am rather sur-
prised at the explanation given by Mr.
Seddon. T was nnder the impression thern
had been a misunderstandinz. It is verv
clear now that not onlv was there a request
from Mr. Gray, bat also one from Mr. Tin-
dale that he should be allowed to cross ex-
amine witnesses. Very serious charges have
been made against the Main Roads Board,
of whieh Mr. Tindale is chairman., Mem-
bers of that hoard have been charged with
incompetence. TF that charee is proved to
the satisfaction of the Government, there
will be no alternative but to dismiss the
hoard. Section 5 of the Main Roads Act
says that each member of the board shall
be appointed for a term not exceeding five
years, but may be removed from office at
any time within such term for misbehaviour
or incompetence. Numerous charges of in-
competence have been laid against the
board. The accusers were not here. The
members who made those charges made
them on hearsay. Bunt the accmsers will
shortly be forthcoming. The chairman of
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the board shouid have the right to cross
examine witnesses, otherwise justice is not
likely to be done. The witnesses who will
be ealled may be Jack, Bill, Tom or Harry.
They will not be submitted to c¢ross exam-
ination.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Would not
the subordinates of the board be prevented
from giving their exact opinions if the
Chairman was present?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : 1f witnesses
give evidence against the board in a matter
where the reputation of the board is at
stake, an opportunity should bhe given to
the officers of the board to cross examine
those witnesses. It may be that if there
wis somle crosg examination the beautiful
strueture which had been erected against
the hoard would topple to the ground at
the first touch.

[Ten, Sir Edward Wittenoom: Men giv-
e vostile evidence might get the sack.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It has been

stated there is no precedent for this. I
have had very little experience of select
rommittees, and have not followed their
course. Onc seleet commitice, however, is
indelibly impressed upon my mind, because
1 was assoeiated with it. In 1912 a Gov-
ernment officer, together with about a dozen
others, was retired. After a lapse of 19
monlhs a select committee of this House
was appointed to investigate the matter,
beenuse through the devclopment of events,
the Government officer wns of the opinion
that his reputation had sustained a serious
injury. At the very commencement of the
proceedings the report records in 1913 the
following—**At the ontset Mr.
(quoting the nane of the afficer; asked to
be allowed to be present and to ask
questions, and as the facts were so much
within his own knowledge, your committee
agreed that it would be a matter of assis-
tance to them. It was also intimated to
the hon. the (olonial Seeretary that the
same privilege would be available to him
or his representatives if he chose, but he
did not avail himself of this permission.”
That took place in 1913, It was only right
that the Government officer shonld be pres-
ent to fross examine the witnesses. If the
Minister for Education fines a teacher 15s.
that teacher has the right to apply for a
hoard of inquiry, and may eross examine
witnesses,

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom:
not the same thing.

That is
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The CHIEYF SECRETARY: It is even
more important in this ease. The reputa-

- tion of these men is affected.

Hon. E. H. Harris: There is no analogy
between the two cases.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There is a
distinet analogy. What is proposed is eon-
trary to British justice. All sorts of charges
have been made. It is said that the board
have associated themselves with political
corruption. A whole string of charges has
been made, If these charges were proved
the question would arise as to whether ths
members of the board should remain in
office. I hope members will take a fair
view of the situation. ¥ do not wish to east
any reflection on the select committee.
Probabiy this is not a usual course to
adopt. There huve been very few select
committees to inquire along these lines. The
last of these was aetive in 1913. T can un-
derstand that later on the Chairman of the
board will have an opportunily fo give evi-
dence in rebuttal. In the meantime it is
proposed to travel through the country dis-
tricks, and the proececedings of the sclect
committee will be reported at length in the
loeal Press.  These charges, fortified by
evidence which will net be submitted to
eross examination, will gef into cirenlation,
and have a damaging effcet on the board.
Waeaceks will elapse before the ehairman will
be able to rebut the evidence.

Hon, H. Seddon: That is not so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He should
have the right to eross examine witnesses
Tpon what ground is he heing relused thac
right? It cannot lead to justice being done,

Hon. 1. .J. Holmes: He is not on his trial.

The CHIEl® SECRETARY: Conld it
he called a fair tribunal if he is prevented
from exercising the right that exists in every
ather tribunal, in cases where the rights of
individuals are seriously affected?  That
right is given in our courts of justice, [
have known of cases where grave charges
have been made against individuals, In
the first instance they had no lawyer to re-
present them. I know of a case in which
three men were charged with wilful murder.
The case went to the Supreme Court, but
collapsed when the men were able to prove
that they were absofulely innoceni of the
charge. This proof was afforded under
eross examination. A reward had been
offered for the discovery of the mmrderer,
and people had come forward to swear away
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the lives of these men. The establishment ot
their innocence was due to cross examina-
tion. Perhaps this is not a fair compari-
son. In other direclions, however, where
inguiries are beld in connection with publie
servants, officers of the Railway Department
or of the Police Department, the persou
charged has the right to be present o eross
examing witnesses, I mainlain in this case
that Mr. Tindale and other members of the
board arve leing charged with certain
offences. They should be given an oppor-
tunity fully to state their case, and to probe
the evidence that is submitted against them.

HON, C. F. BAXTER (East) [4.55]: I
wns astonished when Mr. Gray moved his
motion, but still more astonished at the atti-
tude of the Chief Secretary. Never have T
seen that hon. gentleman in such an uncom-
fortable position, or ~0 weak in the line of
defence. He sets up fhe argument that Mr.
Tindale is charged with a eriminal offence,
and winds up hy exonerating him alto-
wether, The cuses he has pus forward ave
not analogous to the present one. One of
the cases was that of & personal matter. In
the present case it is not a personal matter.
The select committee was appointed to in-
quire into the provisions of the Main Roads
Act and its administration,  There i no
question aboul the individual. The Chief
Secretary =ays that My, Tindale will have an
opportunity of refullug the stutements that
have been made. What ave the statements?
To what do they amount if they can be re-
fuled und proved incorrect? Wherein lies
the danger to My, Tindale? During the time
I have been in the House I have not known
of any ense where n member of a select
commitlee has said, “My view iw that the
ermniittee 1% incompefent.”

Hon. E. H. Gray: Who said that®

Hon. (. F. BAXTER: The hon, membher
said it by moving his motion, He went on
to =ngeest that he wanted the chairman of
the board 1o ecome Torward and help the
eonmmittee in an inquivy into the administra-
tion of the hoard. Could anvihing be more
ridiculous? T am glad to hear from Mr.
Seddon that members of the commitiee do
not feel they are incompetent to carry on
the work and report {o the House on this
guestion. From what we are told the eom-
mittee is thorvoughly competent to do the
work. They have gone out of their way
to supply Mr. Tindale with ail the evidence
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that i+ given, The Chiet Sceretary -aid
that the chairman of (he board will bave an
opportunity of refuting any statement to
which he takes exceprion. Wherein lieg the
danpger to Mr. Tindale? JMr, Seddon has
just informed me that Mr. Tindale receives
a copy of the evidence from day to day.
This mean< that no siuatement need go un-
challenged for more than 24 houwrs. Why
ask the House to do something that has
never heen done hefore, and belittfe the mem-
bers of the select conmittee? That is what
the mation means. It indicates that tha
seleet committee are not competent to sum
up the evidewee that is put before them.
Members ot past select commitiees of (his
House, or of Royal ¢'ymmissions eonsisting
of members of this Heuse, have shown their
ability and their work, has borne good re-
sulls, which bave proved of wonderful value
to the State. Tn the personne] of this select
committee I have every confidence. I fecl
that the outecame of their work will he of
advantage to the State. TUnfortunately the
Chief Secretary could not refrain from re-
ferring to the political aspect of the situa-
tion, If there has been any political job-
bery, it should be inquired into and exposed.
I do not know of any. If the case is =o
clear that there has heen no politieal job-
bery, the Government have nothing to fesr
from the inguiry, Why, therefore, should
the Government worry about that, or why
should there be any ecause for worry be-
cause Mr. Tindale is not present at the
hearing of evidenee by the ecommittee? Tt
was stated at the road boards eonferenc.
that members of that conference knew oi
the extruvagances that had gone on and were
aware that the administration was at fault.
We know a'se that after the chairman of
the Main Roads Poard had made an explan-
ation the conference as a body were pre-
pared to cheer him and accept him as a won-
derful man. To ask the Hou-e now, after
having appointed a select comimittee, to do
something outside the members of the select
commitiee, will amount to belittling that
committee. Tt will al:o amount to thiz, that
the members of thi Ilouse are not comper-
ent to earry out a task that has been en-
trusted to them. The motion will be a retro-
grade step and will do serious harm by re-
flecting on the Couneil, and will also destroy
any good that we may expect from the sel-
ect eommittee, I feel that when the com
mittee are prepared to submit a report—-
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and T Lo e will be permitied to con-
tinue their investigation until it is complete!
~—the recommmendations that will he mada
wili De oi assistunee to the Main Roads
Board administration and will not in any
way retard the work of that body. The un-
derlying fecling of all the members of the
select eommittee is a qesire to sift the posi-
tion elearly and coneizely and te preseut
recommendations that will have the effect
of putting the administration of the Main
Roads DBoard on a sounder position than it
occupies to-day.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [53]: [
consider the motior extremely ill-advised and
I hope that a vote will not be taken on
it. The motion as il is couched, whether it
is carried or lost, is liable to create a wrong
impression, I sumwnit that any seleet com-
mittee nppointed by this House iz equally
bound to the Stunding Orders as is the
Honse itself or the Committee as a whole.
Mr. Gray’s motion is that it be an instrue-
tion to the committee to admit the chairman
of the board to he present during the ex-
amination of witresses and that he be per-
mitted to ask questions of the witnesses. If
Mr, Grayv had framed his motion that this
permission should he granted as an act of
courtesy on the part of the committee, not
so mueh exception could have been taken to
it. My interpretation of the Standiug
Orders under which the seleet eomumitiee
works is that the House appoints the select
committee. Tf embers will turn to the
Standing Orders, they will find that the
select eommittee eannot send for persons,
papers or records without being anthorised
by the House to do so. That aunthority has
been obtained. The select committee may of
their own volition summon witnesses, and the
clerk, at the dircetion of the committee, is
instructed to summion those witnesses. Then
the Standing Orders state the method of
procedure to bz wlopted. Standing Order
285 says—

The chairman shall first pat to the witness,
in an uninterrupted secries, all such questions
as he may deem csgential, with reference either
to the subjeet referred to therrin or to any
branelh of that suhjeét according to the mode
of provedure agreed on by the committee,
The chairman shall then ecall on the other

members by name to put anv other questions
which may have eccurred to them.

Tn Standing Order 286, which relates to the
admission of strangers, there is np provision_
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that anyone else other than members of the
select eommittee ey ask any questions of
a witness. The Sianding Orders are ex-
plicit. It is provided that strangers may be
admitted when witnesses are being exan-
ined, and another Standng Order sets out
that any member of the Counecil may be pre-
sent when 2 wituess is being examined, 1
have searched the Standing Orders but I
have not been able to find power is
given the seleet committee to permit ques-
tions to be asked by any person other than
a member of the committee.

The Chief Secretary: Mr. Gray is asking
for that power to Le given.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I take it that the
power he asks for will have to be referred
to the Standing Orders Committee.

The Chief Secrctury: No.

Hon. J. CORNELYL: Then I know noth-
ing of the Standing Orders. I take it that
the procedure in adopting the Standing
Orders is that any member who desires the
Standing Orders to he amended must give
notice aceordingly, and the request will he
referred to the Stauding Orders Committee,
which will frame a rcport and the House
will decide whether or not it is to be ae-
cepted. It would be a dangerous procedure
if, by a vesolufion of the House, permission
was given to do wnat Mr. Gray desires with-
out proper consideration being given to the
matter by the Stauding Orders Committee.
As Mr. Gray considers, backed up by the
Chief Secretary, that Mr. Tindale should
have the exclusive right to be present and
to cross-examine witnesses, the only logieal
course for the Government to pursue is to
make the select commitiee an honorary
Royal Commission. If that be done, then
the Commission will not be bound by our
Standing Orders, and the Government, if
they lke, will be able to brief counsel to
watch ‘the dnterests of the Main Roads
Board.

The Chief Secretary: What abont the
precedent already created?

Hon. J. CORNELL: If a previous com-
mittee created a precedent, we have to ask
ourselves whether that precedent was in con-
formity with the Standing Orders.

Hon. A. Lovekin: T think von will find
that the questions in that case were put
through the chairman.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If it was not in ao-
cordance with the Standing Orders, all we
ghounld be asked to decide by this motion is

[COUNCILS]

not the question whether or not Mr. Tin-
dale should have the exclusive right to be
present, as the motion suggests, but whether
or not the select evinmittee have acted under
the Standing Orders. I have no wish to
enter into the merits or otherwise of the
administration of the Main Roads Board, or
whether the select committee will give Mr.
Tindale every consideration, but I know that
the select eommillee have no power under
the Standing Orders to do what has been
suggested, except perhaps as an act of cour-
tesy to permit him, as Mr. Lovekin has
suggested, we ask questions through the
Chair. T reiterate it would be infinitely
better for all parties to turn the select com-
mittee into a Royal Commission, and when
that has been donc, if the Chief Secretary
thinks that Mr. Tindale should be present
--he is not on trial--and it is in the interests
of the Main Roads Board that he should be
present, the Government could brief eounsel
to wateh the proserdings on his behalf, T
understand that is the procedure adopted
sometimes with regard to Royal Commis-
sions that have been appointed to inquire
into charges that have bheen made.

HON. G. FRASER (West) [512]: I
intend to support the molion. It has heen
stated by varions members that the Main
Roads Board is not on trial.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: And Mr.
Tindale is not on trial.

Hon. H. Seddon: TTave you read the
motion4

Hon. . FRASER: There is no doubt
that after hearing the various charges that
were made in this Chamber against the ad-
ministration of the Main Roads Board, that
body is on its trial. Mr, Baxter twitted the
Chief Secretary for drawing a comparison
hbetween the investigations being conduected
by the select committee and a trial for a
criminal offence. TPerhaps the Chief Secre-
tary stretched the position a little. But the
faet remains that in hoth instances the
parties are on trial and in this insiance the
reputation of the Main Roads Board is at
stake. I cannot understand the opposition
that is coming from the select eommittee.
T should have thought they would have wel-
comed a suggestion such as has been made.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: They cannot do what
is asked.

Hon. G. FRASER:
right.

They ean do it all
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Hon, E. H. Harrs: It is not the Trades
Hall that is operating this, you know,

Hon. G. FRASER: If they had been,
they would have given the man a Fair deal
and permitted him to be present.

Hon, H. A. Stephenson: You are casting
a reflection on the committee.

Hon. . FRASER: You looked for what
T zave you, and you gof it.

" Hon. E. H. Harris: I hLave not got any-
thing yet.

Hon, G. FRASER: I do hope that the
motion will be carried because the request
contained in it is fair and reasonable. I
admit that the select committee have gone
# long way by supplying Mr. Tindale with
1 eopy of the evidence.

Hon, M. A. Stepheuson:
day.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: A generous
aet, don't you think?

Hon. G. FRASER: And by that act they
have shown that they want some guidance
from Mr. Tindale.

Hon. C. F. Baxzter: Not necessarily.

Hon. G. FRASER: Thu select eommittee
must want some statements refuted, or per-
haps will require Mr. Tindale’s assistance in
that direction.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: He will have every
opportunity to defend himself.

Hon. G. FRASER.: That shows that the
committee recognise Mr. Tindale is on his
trial.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Rubbish!

Hon. G. FRASER: The hon. member is
entitled to think it is rubbish; T have my
own opinion. The action of the committee
shows that in their opinion Mr. Tindale has
somethine to answer, and they have proved
that by supplying him with a copv of thae
evidence from day to day. Tt would be
better if the select commitiee allowed Mr.
Tindale to be present and eross.cxamine
witnesses. Would it not be better to have
him in attendance so thal he could answer
statements as thev were made and clear up
matters instead of having the evidence re-
ferred to him on paper and sllowing him to
answer it on the morrow?

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Do not you think it
would amount to intimidating witnesses?

Hon. G. FRASER: No.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Not if local govern-
ing bodies have {o work under him? T think
it would.

From day to
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Hon. G, FRASER: If a man is rot pre-
pared to make his statements in the pre-
sence of the person concerned, I do nat
think mueh of him. If he has a charge to
make, let him make it before the person
charged. He must do that in a law court.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: There are no (harges.

Hon, G. FRASER: There has been no-
thing Tt eharges throughout the whole de-
bate on the Main Roads Board administra-
tion. I do not know whether Mr. Baxter
was present when the matter was discussed.

ITon. C. F. Baxter: T heard the discussion,

Hon. G. FRASER: It is only camouflage
{o say that the Main Roads Board is not on
trial. Their administration is on trial.

Hon. H. A, Stephenson: The Government
have proved that charge.

Hon. G. FRASER: 1 fail to see rhat.

Hon. H. A. Stephenson: They dismissed
the engineer.

Hon, G. FRASER: They have taken ac-
tion regarding the man responsible for the
Canning-road expenditure, but we want to
give others who are on trial an opportunity
to hear the evidence and refute it at the
time instead of being supplied with a type-
written copy of the evidence and heing
asked to reply at a later stage. I hope the
House will realise the fairness of the re-
quest and agree to the motion.

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central [5.17]:
T entirely agree with Mr. Fraser and also
with the Chief Secretary that very serious
charges have heen made against the admin-
istration of the Main Roads Board. Op-
portunity should he given to members of the
board to be present at the inguiry, the ont-
come of which may very seriously affeet their
reputations. I am anxious that there shall
be ne suspicion of any unfairness in con-
nection with the inquiry, and so convinced
was T that a searching inquiry should be
made into acts of the hoard’s administration
that T voted in favour of a select committee.
Various matters brought under my notice
satisfied me that there were good grounds
for an inquiry, and it is a gnod move on the
part of Mr, Gray to reynest that Mr, Tin-
dale be allowed to attend in order that he
might have an oppertunity that any person
so placed should have. I was impressed
with the speech of the chairman of the select
committee and the particulars given by Mr.
Cornell, and I believe Mr. Gray's object
could be achieved in only one way and that
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way is open to the Government, namely, to
convert the select commitice into » Royal
Commission.

HON. A. LOVEEKIN (Metropolitan)
[519]): As aas been pointed out to the
House, it is without preeedent that parvties
appearing beforc any select committee
should be allowed to cross-examine witnesses
or put question to wiinesses cxeept through
the chairman of the committee. T have
looked up the Kuglish practice and I find
that on only one occasion has there been
any application {o the House to permit of
connsel or parties being present. On that
oceasion the House gave the select com-
mittee power {0 allow persons interested to
be present, but subject to the hearing of
such persons being at the discretion of the
committee. The select committee can take
what sieps it deems best to get at the iruth
of the matters into which they ave inaniring.

The Honorary Minister: Mr. Cornell says
they cannot.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Whe! is the objee-
tive in this instance? To get at the truth
of the matter. Tf we adopt the motion, we
must look at the other side, as well as at
ihe side presented by Mr. Gray. It is per-
fectly true that the presence of Mr. Tim-
dale may help to unravel the evidence and
be of great advantage in assisting the com-
mittee to get at the truth. On the other
hand, it may have the opposite cffect; il
may have the effect of suborning ths truth.
Officers under Mr. Tindale in the deparf-
ment or concerned in other ways may fear
vietimisation if they gave evidence confrary
to what Mr. Tindale elicited from the vari-
ous witnesses. We had an instance on one
of the select committees of which T was a
member. The head of a department desired
to ask questions and we said we had no ob-
jeetion to his sitting in tha room, but his
questions must be put throuzh the chairman.
We said we could not allow counse: to be
present in the form of the head of a depart-
ment, but he might attend and put questions
through the chairman. We also supplied a
copy of the evidence from any to day, as
the present committee are doirg, so that
the officers eoncerned would know what was
happening. But subordinates eame to us
and praved of us not to call them Tor fear
of their heine vietimised by ithe authorities.
That is the other side of the picture to hav-
ing Mr. Tindale presenf fn cross-examine,

[COUNCIL.]

We inay main from Mr. Tindale's presence;
~¢ may lo<e very much fromn the other side.
the seclect committee have Leen azppointed
by the Hons=e and should have the confidence
and the support of the IHouse, which [ am
sure they have. If the committee are not
competent fo conduet their own procredings
with a view to getting at the truth, they
should net exist. If the Government think
that the ordinary methods adopted by select
committee . which are set out in the Stand-
ing Orders and which are consistent with
the British practice, ave not sufficient, they
have the puwer in their own hands to con-
vert the select committe into a Royal Com-
mission and then counsel or Mr. Tindale
would have the right to appear and, sub-
jeet to tna control of the chairman, to put
questions to witnesses. This House would
be ill-advised if it interfered in any way
with the econduect of the committee’s proceed-
ings.  Thercfore T must vote against the
mation.

HON. J. J. HOLMES (North) [5.23]:
From the remarks of the Chief Secretary
one would think that Mr. Tindale was on
his trial instead of its being an inquiry inta
the administration of the Main Roads Aect.
ifad Mr. Tindale been here instead of out
of the conntry for 12 months, knowing him

I do. T do not think the necessity for an
innuiry would have arisen. I know that
Mr. Tindale eannot be pulled this way or
pushed that way, and T feel sure that had
he been in the State there wounld have been
no need for an inquiry. Under onr Stand-
ing Orders the right to examine witnesses
is reserved to the members of the select
committee. Whenever T come up against
something definite like that in the Standing
Orders, T seek for the reason. One is at
onee struek by the fact that Mr. Hall, fresh
from the countrv. would wipe aside all the
old customs and do semethine new,

Hon. E. H.  H. Hall: T ask the hon.
member to withdraw that remark. During
the short period I have been in this House
nothing T have done justifies the passing of
n remark of that sort.

The PRESIDENT: T am sure Mr.
Holmes will withdraw. seeine that Mr. Hall
regrards the remark as a personal reflection.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Cortainly; if T
have said anvthing that reflects on the !nn
member. T withdraw it.

“Hon. J. R. Brown:

Bnt von have got it-
in. o
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‘Hon. J, J. HOLMES: The procedure laid
down for a select commitiee is that the
chairman shall firs{ examine a witness, after
which wnerchers of Lhe committee shall ex-
amine him. If we once admit Mr. Tindale
and permit him to ask questions, where will
il stop? It is not Mr. Tindale that is on
trial: it is the whole of the members of
the Mzain Roads Board and the whole ad-
ministration. Mr. Tindale was absent from
the State and knew nothing of what was
going on, and probably he should be the
Tast man to be admitted to the inquiry. If
the committee have to admit everybody and
anybody, when they got on to the politieal
aspect, which must come in, are they going
to bring all the Ministers and members of
the party to the inquiry? Can they all
attend and ask questions? There is wisdom
in the restrietions laid down in the Stand-
ing Orders. The Standing Orders stipulate
that the chairman and then other members
of the select ecommitiee shall ask the ques-
tions and no one else is permitted to do so.
Mr. Gray, the Minisier and Mr. Hall—I can
inelude My, Hall without aoy reflection—
say they do nob care what has been done
in the past. They would tell us that all
these rules are out of date.

Hon. E. I, H. Hall: Again, Mr. Presi-
dent, T ask you to correct the hon, member,
1 distinetly stated that after listening to
the remarks of the chairman of the select
committee and also Mr. Cornell’s remarks
aliout the Standing Orders, I eould not vote
.for the motion but would favour a Royal
Commission. I am supperting the Standing
Orders. Yot here is an old member of the
House attempting to twist whai I have
said.

The PRESIDENT: I am sure Mr. Holmes
will aceept the hon. member’s statement.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: I do accept it,
Bat T am not out of order in saying the
hon. member told the Honse that he would
admit My, Tindale in defiance of the Stand-
ing Orders. He said he would admit him,
in face of the fact that the Standing Or-
ders say it cannot be done.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: T said nothing of
the kind. I said the only way the hon.
member conld achieve his object to get Mr.
Tindale present was by the converting of
the select committee into a Royal Commis-
sion.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member
must accept the explanation of Mr. Hall
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Hon. J. J. HOLMES. Very well. Once
Mr. Tindale is admitted, everyone associ-
ated with the Main Roads Board will have
to be admitted. When the political aspeet
of the question is reached, I do not know
whether there will be a room large enough
iv hold all who will wish to defend them-
selves. Thus the wisdom of the Standing
Orders is apparent; once more I take off
my hat to the gentleman who framed the
Standing Orders. The select committee will
coanduet their proceedings in their own way
as far as T am eoncerned. I oppose the
motion.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W, H. Kitson—West) [3.31]: There is a
good deal of wisdom in the Standing Or-
ders of the Legislative Counecil, and no
doubt there is excellent reason for every
one of those Standing Orders. But where
the Standing Orders are silent, it is only
right that the House should be asked for
a direction. That is all that has happened
in the present ease. A member of the sel-
ect committee believes that a eertain line
of preocedure is correct, but the majority
of the committee, for various reasons, have
said, “No, we do not think so, and we
are supported by the Standing Orders.”

Hoan. A. Tovekin: Why do the British
Standing Orders on the same point say the
matter shall be left to the select ecommit-
teed

The HONORARY MINISTER: The pre-
cedents quoted show that there wounla be
nothing wrong in admitting Mr. Tindale to
the deliberations of the eommittee, seeing
that he is the representative of the Main
Roads Board, whose administration is being
inquired into. The Chief Secretary has
mentioned one precedent, and Mr. Lovekin
another, which to my way of thinking <up-
port Mr. Gray’s argument.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: What
position would Mr. Tindale’s subordinates
be 1 if he were sitting there all the time?

The HONORARY MINISTER: What
position will they be in whether Mr. Tin-
dale is there or not. If they give evidence.
that evidence will be recorded. Conse-
quently it matters nothine whether My, Tin-
dale is present or not. Mr. Baxter laid
stress on the possibility of intimidation. If
there is going to be intimidation or vie-
timisation—I do not sugeest sueh (hing-
for a moment—what difference will it make
whether Mr. Tindale is present or absent?
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‘Will he not see the evidence in the report
of the select committee?

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom:
make all the difference.

Hon. A. Lovekin: I mentioned a case in
which officers asked that they should not
be called because of what might happen.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That
might be the position of officers called upon
to support statements they could not sub-
stantiate.  Let hon. members cast baek
their minds to the debate of a few week:
ago when reasons were advanced for
the appointment of the seleet commit-
tee. Many arguments were used in
favour of the appointment. Included
in the charges then made against the
Main Roads Beard was a charge of malad-
ministration, and a charge of, so to speak,
political conspiracy in relation to the last
general election. The attitude now adopted
by the commiltee supports the statement 1T
made a few weeks ago, that this is prinet-
pally a fishing expedition,

Hon. G. W. Miles: Is not that a reflection
on the committee?

The PRESIDENT: If the hon. member
regards it as a reflection:

Hon. G. W. Miles: T {hink it is most out
of place for a Minister to make such a state-
ment.

The PRESIDENT: I am sure the Hou-
orary Minister will withdraw the statement.

Hon. G. W. Miles: 1 ask him to withdraw
it.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I with-
draw the statement, Mr. President. The
eharges made during the debate here were of
such a serious nature that no responsible
officer, no responsible board, no member of
this House could allow them to be made
without protest, knowing them to be untrue.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Why do not your Gov-
ernment appoint 2 Royal Commission?

The HONORARY MINISTER: There is
no need to appoint 2 Royal Commission,
The Government consider there is no neeces-
sity for any inquiry. However, as in the
view of the Chamber {here is such necessity,
the Government say, “We will not objeet to
it??

Hon., G. W. Miles: You cannot object to
it.

The HONORARY MINISTER: We have
not objected to it.

Hon, G. W, Miles: You talked against it,
though,

It will

[COUNCIL.]

The HONORARY MINISTER: Of
eourse I did, and I shall do so now, in this
way, that ns an argument against Mr. Tin
dale’s being allowed to examine witnesse:
the chairman of the select committee say:
copies of the evidence will be supplied t
him from day to day. In the meantime
however, that evidence is to be publishe:
in the Press, and it will be used by member:
of this Hounse to sunil their own purposes
I think that statement is justified by our
experience of only 12 or 18 months ago.

Hon. G. W. Miles: I ask that the Hon
orary Minisler withdraw the remark thai
the evidence will be used by members of the
committec for their own purposes. It 1s &
contemptible statement to make.

The PRESIDENT : I trust the Honorary
Minister will withdraw the statement, as
it is objected to by one of the members of
the committee,

The HONORARY MINISTER: If the
hon. member objects to the statement, I will
withdraw it,

Hon. C. F. Baxier: It is a reflection on
the committee.

The HONORARY MINISTER : The hon.
member suggests thai it is contemptible io
make such a statement.

Hon. G, W. Miles: So it is, for you in
your position.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The hon.
member must not make a remark of that
sort.

The HONORARY MINISTER: T ean
Justify my statement right up to the hili
from past experience, and the hon, member
knows it only too well. I conid make many
other remarks in the same strain, The ae-
tion of the committce on this particuiar
oceasion may bhe regavled by some members
as confemptible. [t is just on a par with
some of the arguments wsed here for the
appointment of the sclect committee.

Hon, C. T. Baxter: Have you seen the
report of the commitiee?

The HONORARY MINISTER: No.

Hon. C. . Baxter: Then why make that
statement?

The HONORARY MINISTER : 1t is jus-
tified by the action of the commiltee on this
particular occasion.

Hon. H, Seddon: On a point of order.
The Honorary Minister should explain just
exactly what he means by his last remarks,
because I do not know whether
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The PRESIDEXNT: That is not a point
of order.

The HONORARY MINISTER:
keenly on this matter.

Hon. H. Seddon: Se de L

The HONORARY MINISTER: An ex-
perience of matters a-sveixted with this in-
quiry which 1 bad -oiee Jittle e wge,
makes me speak in this strain lo-day. 1 dou
not wish to be repeating myself, but 1 do
say that in cennection with matters relating
to the appointment of the select committec
there have oceurred actions which do not
do those people any eredit whatever.

Hon. J. Cornell: Why go to the past?
The committee are acting.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am
going into the pust in order to show that
the eommitiee, if they want to get to the
bottom of these matters—and surely they
want the whole truth and nothing but the
truth—should have no objection to the at-
tendance of Mr. lindale as representing the
Main Roads Board. I would not ask that
he should have the right te cross-examine,
except through the chairman. I consider
that is a courtesy which should be extendec
to him. It is not fair that witnesses should
be heard hefore a committee of this kind
and charges made of the nature of some of
the charges which have been advanced, and
that thereapon the evidence should be al-
lowed to go out through the Press, thus giv-
ing unscrupulous persons opportunities to
nse that evidence, without the replies to the
charges and the statements also being given.
I have no doubt the charges will again be
made.

Hon. H. Seddon: In the same issue?

The HONORARY MINISTER: They
will not be made in the same issue. The
hon. member knows he has ng power to com-
pel the Press to adopt that course. I have
had experience of seleet committees, and
know what can be done and what has been
done. I shall not allow it to oceur again
without protest, if T know it. A principle
of Pritish justice is that those who aecuse
shall meet the accused.

Hon, J. Cornell: Mz, Tindale is not ac-
cused.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr. Tin-
dale represents the Main Roads Board, and
is the one man in a position to refute the
charves made hy hon. members azainst the
haard.

I feel
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Hon. E. H Harris: Cannot he tender
evidence to refute them?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Gt
course he can.

Hon. k. H. Harris: What more do yoa
want?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I want
the Chairman of the Main Roads Board to
be present when cliarges are made against
the administration of the board, so that he
can, if he thinks tit, put questions to wit-
nesses through the chatrman. 1 ask for
nothing but that.

Hon. J. Cornell: Does the Minister know
that a witness befare a select eommittee need
not answer any guestion?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Yes, I
know that.

Hon. J. Corncti: Then why not make
this a Royal Commission?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr.
Cornell took exception to the wording of the
motion in that it asks that the eommitteces
ghall be instructed by this House. He thinks
they should be rwjuested as a matter of
courtesy.

Hon., J. Cormell:
polite.

The HONORARY MINISTER: It may
be more polite, but it means the same thing.
Why gplit hairs over the wording of the
motion? I earec uot how the motion is
worded so long as the chairman of the Main
Roads Board or a representative of the
Main Roads Board—the Government are not
wedded to Mr. Tiudale in that respect—is
sllowed to be present in order to put ques-
tions through the chairman.

Hon. J. Cornell: Why not a representa-
tive of the Government?

The HONORAKRY MINISTER: 1 do
pot know that the Government have any
need to ask for the prescnce of a representa-
tive, except someone representing the Main
Roads Board.

Hon. J. Cornell: What about the Minister
controlling Mr. Tindale?

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: Mr. Tin-
dale was away for a great part of the time.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Bat he
represents the Main Roads Board, and is
the responsible officer.

Hon. E. H. Harmis: Ts he responcible for
what happened while he was in Europe?

The HONORARY MINISTER: He has
to take the responsibility.

That would be more
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Hon. E. H. Harris: Answer my question,
X5 he responsible for the Main Roads Board
while he was in Europe?

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
mewber is very brave.

Hon. E. H. Harris: You are not brave
enough to answer the question.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am
not here to he e¢ross-examined by the hon.
member. He knows full well that the chair-
man of any board must accept responsibility
for the board’s actions whether he was pre-
sent or not.

Hon. E. H.
away or not?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Whether
he was away or ut.

Hon. J. J. Holmes:
tice?

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
member knows that the chairman’s position
demands that he shall accept that responsi-
bility. That is not to say, however, that he
shall suffer as the result of aceepting thal
responsibility.

Tton. !, J. Holmes: Is that British jus-
tice?

The HONORARY MINTSTER: The hon.
memter knows that that is the posihon in
every case.

Houn. J. J. Holmes: You are assuming
that Mr. Tindale is going to suffer.

The ITONORARY MINISTFER: I am
not assuming anything of the kind, because
[ am satisfied that neither this committee
nor any other committee will be able to
produce anything that ¢an do him any harm.
But if the evidence which is to he hrought
before the committee is on a par with the
arguments used in this Chamber and the
statements made here from tize to time, and
if those arguments and statements go out
into the Press without heing refuted, some-
one is going to suffer. So lone as { ean
put a stop to that sort of thing I am going
to do it.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Whom are you seek-
ing to protect?

The HONORARY MINISTER:
ber of individuals. including myself.

Hon. BE. H. Harris: Ah!

Hon. J. Cornell: Yon were not in office
then.

The PRESTDENT: Order!

The HONORARY MINTSTER: [ do not
know that there is need for me to say any

iiarris: Whether he was

Ts that British jus-

A num-

[COUNCIL.]

more beyond to emphasise ihe faet that I
am surprized at hon. members taking excep-
tion to the introduction of the motion by
Mr. Gray. The very fact that the ehairman
of the Main Roads Board had made the re-
quest to be allowed to bhe present should be
sufficient for permission to be forthecoming.
If the seleet committee considered thev had
not the power under the S:anding Orders
to permit him to bhe present, it was their
duty to ask the House to grant them the
necessary authority. As I view the position,
when the Standing Orders are silent, the
House can direet action to be taken in any
way they choose. There is nothing to pre-
vent the House giving directions at any time.
to a sclect committee as to how they shall
conduct their inqguiries, provided that the
Standing Orders are silent on the point at
issne, In view of the serious nature of the
charges made from time to time, and know-
ing the evidence that I assume will be given
before the select commitiee. it is oniv fair
and right that a representative of the Main
Roads Board shall be present when that
evidence i3 being tendered. By that means
he will be able to ask the witnesses ques-
tions through the chairman.

Hon. J. Cornell: The motion does not
say that,

The FONORARY MINISTER: I am
not wedded te the Chairman heing the per-
son to he present, but there should he some
representative of the Main Roads Board in
attendance at the sittings of the select com-
nittee. I am in agreement with Mr. Gray
when he said that many technical points
were raised from time to {ime, and from
that standpoint alone, it would be well fo
have a man possessing the ¢ualifications of
Mx. Tindale present with the committee lo
furnish the members with advice. But it is
not alone from the technical point of view
that permission should be granted for a
representative of the Main Roads Board to
he present. There are other phases regard-
ing the administration of the Main Roads
Board that will be discussed, and it would
be in the interests of the Main Roads Board
and of the eommunity generally if a repre-
sentative of the board were present. I sup-
port the motion.

HON. E. H. HARRIS (North-East)
[5.47]: Tt wonld have been well if Mr.
Gray bad looked np the Standing Orders
before presenting his maotion to the House.
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Had he done <o, he would have learnt that
he could have adopted another course if he
wished to have someone present at the
ineetings of the seleet committee 50 that
the Main Roads Board would be repre-
sented. After hearing the chorus of pro-
tests Irom representatives of the Labour
Party or, shall | say, the Government, I
am inclined to think that they are afraid
something will leak out and they do not
desire il to be mentioned.

fion. J. R. Brown: XNo, that is on the
other side.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: [ am inclined to
think the Government are anxious to hide
something. They do not want the public to
be acquainted with the facts.

The Chief Seeretaxrv: That is an insinn-
ation!

The Honorary Ministe: And one thot
the hon. member cannol substantiate!

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: When the motion
for the appointinent of the select commit-
fee was before the House we heard very
little protest against it exeept from the
Chief Secretary. In fact, a division was not
«nlled for; the motion was agreed to on the
the voices,

The Honorary Minister: We are not ob-
jeeting to the sclect committee.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Then what is the
Honorary Minister objeeting to?

The Honorary Minister: To the proced-
are only.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: it there was any-
thing in the procedure adopted by the Main
Roads Board that should not have been in-
dulged in, it was during the absence of Mr.
Tindale. the Chairman of the board. Is Mr.
Gray anxious to protect someone who may
have done something in bis official capaeity
and, as somebody suggested, may have been
pushed into doing something he did not de-
sire to do? TWhy does he wani a mewber
of the Main Roads Board to he a member
of the select committee?

The Honorary Minister: Neot to be a
member of the committee, but to be present.

Hon. E. II. HARRIS: That is equivalent
to being a member of the committee of in-
quiry. T had intended moving an amend-
ment with the object of sugzesting to the
Government that the seleet committee
should be converted into a Roval Commis-
sinn, sn that the Government would have a
direct representative on the Commission. If
T enn judee from the tenor of the debate,
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the great majority of members are behind
the select committee in the investigations
they are carrying out at present and that
being so, I shall vote against the motion.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West—in reply)
[8.50]: Many members Lave expressed as-
tonishment at the motion having heen moved.
On ny part I express astonishment that
the chaiiman of the seleet committee, Mr.
Seddon, has not ugreed to allow AMr. Tin-
dale to be present to put questions to the
witnesses, partienlarly in  view of the
opinion expressed by Mr. Lovekin. He re-
ferred to the action that could he taken 1o
meet circumstances respeeting  which  the
Standing Orders are silent. [ am inclined
to tuvour Mr. Lovekin’s point of view and
had Mr. Seddon adopted that course, it
would have obviated the necessity for my
motion.

Hon. J. J. Holnmes: Do you say the Stand-
ing Orders are silent on the point%

Hon, E. H. GRAY: Yes.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: They are definite on
it!

Hon. E. H. GRAY: All that would he
necessnry would be n motion moved in this
House to give authority of the chainuan of
the select comuiittee to enable Mr. Tindale
to he present, There are two phases of the
work of the select committee. The first iz o
investigate certain charges of a very grave
charaeter that have heen made by members.
The second pha<e is the inquiry inte the
woneral admini:ioation of the Aet with a
view, so memb rs say, of deciding whar
amendments shold be made to hinprove the
Aet as 1t stand . The latter phase is really
the excuse for condueting the investigation.
Mr. Tindale is not involved personally in
charges made by hon. members who have
had to rely upon hearsay. On the other
hand, there is a memher of the Main Roads.
Board who is deeply involved in the charges,
whether they be true or false.

Hon. J. Cornell: Who is le?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Mr. Anpketell, and
he is at vresent in Melbourne very seriously
ill.  Couunon justice and decency demand
that he should be given a chance to refute
anythine that any Tom, Dick or Harry may
sax against him. Even if a small propor-
tion of the charges are proved, it will be a
serious tr and will cast a reflection upon
those who -ave been in autbority,
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Hon. J. Cornell: Has anything deroga-
tory to Mr. Anketell been disclosed so far?

Hon, E. H. GRAY: No, and I do not
think anything of that sort will be diselosed.
On the other hand, we should afford an
officer, who has given his whole life’s work
to the State, that protection and common
fair play that this House should demand for
everyone placed in such a position. REven
to-day a statement was made before the
seleat committee and the members of that
body were powerless to do anything, becanse
they Lad no knowledge of what had hap-
pened. If the statement made was correct,
it shou'd involve disinissal of some respon.
sible amthorniy who waz in eharge of the
work that was 1eferred to. We knew noth-
ing about the facts, bui if an officer of the
Main Roads Boeard had been present, le
could have blown the statement to smither-
eens or else explained what had happened.
I do not know that that statement will ap-
pear in the Press, and I do not know that
anyone will believe it. We are going to
Geraldton during the coming week-end.
What for?

Hon, J, R, Brown: You will go—if you
get the money!

Hon, E. H. GRAY: We are golng to in-
vestignic vharges, which, if proved, will
mean that some engineer must be dismissed.
One of the charges to be investigated is that
the Main Roads Board sent a large number
of men gnd plant to the wrong stations and
sidings, In view of such charges, is it not
necessary to have someone present repre-
senting the Main Roads Board to protect
the interests of an officer if such a mistake
were made? Is that not merely fairf Even
at this late stage of the debate I appeal to
the chairman of the select committee to al-
low Mr, Tindale to be present and to exam-
ine witnesses,

Hon. H. Seddon: Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT: Order! The hon.
member has already spoken and the reply
of the mover has elosed the debate. Does
the hon. member desire to make a personal
explanation ¥

Hon. H. Seddon: All T desire to say i<
that I consider this latest aetion of Mr.
Gray quite typieal of the Labour Party!

The PRESIDENT : Order! Order! That
18 not a personal explanation.

[COUNCIL.]

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

Ayes .. e e .» B
Noes .. .. .. 14
Majority against .. 9
ATES.
Hop, J. M, Drew Hop. W, H. Kitson
Hon. G. Fraser Hon. J. R. Brown
Hon. E. H. Gray {Teiler.)
Nozs.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, A. Lovekin
Hon, J. Cornstl Hon. J. Nicholaon
Hon. J. T. Franklin Hon. E. Rose
Hon. E. H, H. Hali Hon. A. J. H. Baw
Hon. H. H. Harrie Hon. Sir B, Wittenoom
Hop. J. J. Holmes Hon. C. H. Wittenoom
Hon. 8ir W. Lathlain Hon. V. Hamersley

(Teller.)
Question thus negatived.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 3) £1,000,000,
Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.

BILL—WHEAT BAGS,
Assembly’s Message.

Message received from the Assembly noti-
fying that it had agreed to the amendments
made by the Couneil,

BILLS (2)--THIED READING.,
1, Water Boards Act Amendment.

Returned to the Assemhbly with amens-
ments,

2, Land Tax and Income Tax.
Passed.

BILL—RAILWAYS DISCONTINUANOE.
Assembly’s request for eonference,

Message previously received from the
Assembly, requesting a eonference on the
amendments jnsisted upon by the Couneil,
now considered.

In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair: the Hon-
orary Minister in charge of the Bill.
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The HONORARY MINISTER: Imove—

That the Assembly’s request be agreed to,
that Mr. Holmes, Mr. Seddon and the mover
he the managers for the Council, and that the
conference Le held in the President’s room at
7.30 pon

Uon, H. SEDDON; 1 prefer to withdraw
in faveur of Mr. Lovekin.

Hon. A, Lovekin: No, T ask the houn.
member not to do that, What [ asked
across the Tahle was whether a member

representing 2 majority on this ¢question
was (0 be one of the managers. I am quite
satisfied with the selection made.

Hon. H. SEDDON: I prefer not to serve
on this committee.

The CHAIRMAN: You deeline to act?

Hon. H. SEDDON: Yes.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I sug-
gested Mr. Seddon as one of the members
for the district affected.

Hon. H. Seddon: The railways are noi in
my district.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Well, T
will nominate Mr. Harris.

The CHATRMAN: They are not in his
distriet, either,

Hon. E. H. Harns:
ing.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I should like to
see amongst the managers a member in
whose district the railways are. Shall T he
in order in moving, Sir, that you be one of
the managers, since one of the railways is in
your province?

The CHAIRMAN: Hardly in order.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Then I will
move that Mr. Lovekin’s name be added.

The CHAIRMAN: The matter is in the
hands of the Honorary Minister.

The HONORARY MINISTER: For the
name of Mr, Seddon I will substitute that of
Mr. Harris.

The CHATRMAN: Very well.

Question put and passed.
reporfed

I am not volunteer-

Resolution and the

adopted.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 8.10 p.m.

report

Conference Managers’ Report.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Kitson—Waest) [8.10]: I have to re-
port that the Managers’ have met and
agreed upon the following amendments:--
No. 1. Clanse 2.—The Conferenece recom-
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mend that after the word “construction” in
line eleven, the words “or maintenance” he
inserted, and that the words “provided that
the material in the railway mentioned in
the second paragraph of the Schedule may
if necessary be otherwise disposed of” De
added. No. 2. To insert a Subelans: as tol-
lows :—*The cost of the railway in ¢he
second paragraph of the Schedule as
charged to the Government Railways Capi-
tal Account may be omitted from the ae-
counts prepared under Part IV. of the Gov-
ernment Railways Act, 1904." 1 move—

That the report be adopted.

Question put and passed, and a message
accordingly transmitted to the Assembly.

BILL—GROUP SETTLEMENT ACT
AMENDMENT.

Recommittal,

Resumed from the previous day; Hon. J,
Cornell in the Chair; the Chief Secrelary
in charge of the Bill.

Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 3:

The CHAIRMAN: The question is that
the clause as amended be agreed to.

Mr, NICHOLSON: On behslf of Mr.
Lovekin 1 move an amendment—

That the words, ‘‘with power to the Board
te fix the amount chargeable at so much be.
low the actual expenditure as in its diseretion
it may think fit’’ be struck out, and the fol-
lowing inserted in lien:—*‘ with power to the
Board, at its discretion, to fix the amount
chargeable. and to be apportioned to each
parcel of land within the group settlement area
at such sum below the actual amount so ap-
portioned and the amount which shall be found
by the Beard to have beem expended thereon
and to be in excess of the capitalisation which
each group settler’s area car reasonably bear,
having regard to the prospective ineome de-
rivable therefrom, irrespective of whether such
excena of eapitzlisation is due tu moneys nd-
vanced by the Crown or monevs horrowet
from any other source or to money’s worth
repregented in kind or for work and labour
performed by the prospeetive lessee or his
family.”’

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am not
opposed to the striking out of eertain
words, because they are included in the
words to be inserted. 1 should, however,
tike the hon. member to explain the amend-
ment, It sove that the board shall have
power fo write off capitalisation in respect
of mnneys advanced by the Crown, or
moneys borrowed from any other source
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That is easily understood. The amendment
then goes on to speak of labour performed
by the prospective lessee or his family. Thal
is nol capitalisation. Capitalisation is a
liability, but work performed is an asset.

Hon., A, LOVEKIN: Wages that are due
for work performed on the properfy is 2
linbility against it. If that Iabour brings
the capital in excess of what it ought to be,
it must be taken into account.

The Chief Secretary: Do you regard as
eapital the settler’s own labour?

tlon, A. LOVEKIN: The board would
not take that into account, but if it was
[nbour for which the settler was liable, the
board would take it into account.

Hon, J. NICHQLSON: This has been a
very troublesome clause to deal with, and
we want, if possible, to make our meaning
clear, The Chief becretary is quite right in
raising the point and Mr. Lovekin's ex-
planation should clear it.

Hon. A. Lovekin: You could leave oui
the last few words “by the prospective
lessee or his family.”

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Yes, perhaps
that would be better. Those words might
only lead to ecomplications. T showed the
whole of the clause to Mr. Sayer and dis-
cossed the maiter very fully with him. Those
particular words were left in to show the
group settler thai we were not forgetting
him,

Hon. A. Lovekin: I can move to omit
the words “by the prospective lessee or his
tfamily.”

The CIIALRMAN: There will be no ne-
cessity to move wmn that diveetion. I will omit
the words when stating the question.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: I agree that this
is a complicated amendment and if we strike
out the words “by the prospective lessee or
his family” the effect will be to widen the
scope of the amendment. We have had the
instanee quoted of the rich aunt who lent
£1,000. Now we ight have a claim from
the rich ancle thai he had done £500 worth
of work,

Hon. A, Lovekin: He would have to prove
it.
Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Assume the pro-
perty was worth £1,000 and the Govern-
ment advanced £2,000 and the aunt had lent
£1,000. The aunt's seeurity would not be
too good, but if we write off £1,000 this con-
clusion will be arrived at, that £2,000 iz as
mueh as the farm can earry, that £1,000

[COUNCILL]

has been wriltten off the Stute asseis and
the aunt, who had ouly one-third iuterest,
gets a halt interest. 1f group seitlements
are going to be a success, you reduee the
State’s claim by a half and inerease the
seeurity of the rich ausot from a third to a
half,

Hon. A. Lovekin:
security at all.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: It does not mat-
ter by whom the luhour 1s performed, we
have to satisfy che board that tne money
bhas been put into the improvement of the
land and this is the liability the lessec has w
meet ulfimately and the income from the
land will not be sufficient to pay the Gov-
ernment the interest due, sinking fund and
other charges ond the other liabilities as
well. The hoard will take all into consider-
ation in advising what is te be written off.
I do not think you can get it au¥ nearcr
than that.

Hon. J. NICHOLSOXN: Mr. Lovekin is
overlooking an lmportant point m regard
to the security o) the aunt or unele who
might have advanced money. At the pre-
sent time there is no seenrily available; any-
one may have advanced money on the per-
sonal security of the settler group. There is
no remedy on the part of the lender of that
money. Suppose the aunt has advanced
£1,000 to group seitler “A” and has earried
out certain improvements. That good lady
ecannot get a Inorigage or proper security
until the group settler secures his title tn
the property. The point is that it is desired
to give the board the opportunity to inquire
thorovghly into the capitalisation of each
block. Originally the board determined the
amount chargeable against the group settle-
ment area as a whole and then they appor-
tioned the total amount amongst the vari-
ous blocks. After doing that, if group set-
tler “A” had £1,000 apportioned to him as
his share of the liability of the whole of the
group settlement and he, in addition, bor-
rowed from the aunt £1,000, there wonld be
a capitalisation of £2,000. The aunt has no
seenrity but the party who has the seevrity
is the Government who hold the title, and
all that the board will be ecalled upon to
do will be to aseertain what is a fair and
proper eapitalisation or sum to be fixed for
the block, so that ihe group settler shall, on
payment to the Government of the amount
that may be fixed vnder the apportionment.
be able to get his title. When he lias made

The rich aunt bas no
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the payment and gets his title, he can give
security to anyone he pleases. I agree with
Mr. Hoimes that there is going to be a loss
to the Governmeni because this writing-
down process ean smount io nothing else
but loss.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES:  Mr. Nicholson
=aid he wished to put the (iovernwent in
the =ame pusition. The amendment intro-
duces a third party and the board to arrive
at the amount chargeable in respect of the
money advanced by the Government, have
to take into cunsideration what has been
lent by someone else. Suppose a settler
had had £2,000 advanced by the Govern-
went and had received £1,000 from Mr.
Nicholson, and the board concluded that the
greatest amount the settler could carry was
£2000. what would happen? In writing
down the amount from £2,000 to £1,000,
they would have to take into eonsideration
the money owing to the other party.

Hon. J. Nicholson: No.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: If the settler owed
only £2,000 to the Government and the
board assessed the value at £2,000, the set-
tler could carry on, but if the settler was
fortunate enongh to have borrowed £1,000
from a rich annt, not matter what he had
done with it, the Government’s advance
would have to be written down by £1,000.

The HONORARY MINISTER.: The more
we diseuss proposed amendments to this
clause, the more trouble we strike. I agree
with Mr. Holmes. If a group settler re-
ceived £1,M0 from the Government and
had borrowed £1,000 from a good aunt
and the value of labour was £230, a total of
£2,250, and the board fixed the capitalisa-
tion at £1,500, the value would have to be
written down by £750. Off which amount
would that be written? It conld only be
written off the £1,000 advanced by the Gov-
ernment. Consequently, the setiler would
he in a position to say, “If I pay the Gov-
ernment £250, T shall be under no further
liability to the Government.’” Again, any
money advanced by the Government has
been expended on the advice of experts in
charge of the scheme, but the £1,000 re-
eeived from the aunf might have been util-
ised for a purpose that had not increased
the real development of the holding. Tt

might have bheen used to improve the
home.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Or to buy a motor
car.
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The HONORARY MINISTER: There are
wany ways in which the money may bave
been used and the capitalisation of the
tolding may have been inereased out of
proportion to the value of the development,
We would be on safer ground if we ac-
eepted the clause as originally drafied, be-
cause the board would have power to de-
termine the capitalisation irrespective of
whence the money came. Under the amend-
ment much inequality would arise between
settler and settler.

Hon. A, J. 1. SAW: [ have already
said that I was satisfied with the Chief Sec-
retary’s amendment giving the board dis-
cretion to reduce the amount chargeable as
they thought fif. Before Mr. Tolmez spoke
I had worked out certain figures. [ had
no great quarrel with My, Nicholson’s
amendment provided it stopped at “deriv-
able therefrom,’’ but I did hav. some quar-
rel with the remainder. To wive a hypo-
thetical case——

The CHAIRMAN: I hope it is not as
hypothetical as the aunt.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: I understand from
Mr. Lovekin that the aunt is a stern reality.
Suppose the Government had advanced
£2,000 and the rich aunt £1,000 and the
settler claimed that the value of spare time
labour was £500; suppose the board said
the farm conld bear a capitalisation of not
more than £2,000, that would mean £1,000
would go to the aunt and £300 in payment
of the labour, leaving only €500 for the
Government’s advance of £2,000. The more
I look inte the different amendments, the
more danger I se¢ in them.

Hon. A, Lovekin: Suppose the Govern-
ment had advanced the whole £3,500, what
wonld be the position of the Government
then?

Hon. A. J. FI, SAW: The Government
would have to forego the amount in excess
of what the board considered the block
eould reasonably benr. I take it the objeet
of the amendm-nt 1s to give the settler full
allowanee for the money advanced by the
annt and for the labour.

Hon, A. Lovekin: Would it not come to
the same thing?

Hon. A. J. . SAW: It [ had advanced
the £2,000, T would nat regard it as the
same thing that T should receive «nly £500
in return. No matter what svstem is adopted
there must he soms disparities,  The most
we ean expect is that a settler shall not be
loaded with a sdebt that will eripple him
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and prevent his suceessful working of the
block, I eannot see why the enpitalisation
should be reduced to such an extent as to
penalise the Government as compared with
the rich aunt or the value of labour put into
the block. It would be betier if we did noi
give too precise instructions to the hoard,
but allowed Lhem a wide margin to use their
diseretion, looking at every case in  its
broadest light,

Hon. A. Lovekin: That is the danger.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Today I
saw the secretary of the Group Settlement
Board and one of the old members of the
board.  They had studied the amendment
and both said if would be impracticable
to wive effect to jt. 1t would he possible
to value only one loeation per day, heeause
there would have to he striet investigation
into the statements of group settlers, and
it would take six years to complete the
valuations. They were astounded to learn
that any outsider had advanced money for a
group [ocation, but there was no doubt that
a8 soon as the hoard was appoinfed, hun-
dreds of elaims would arise and would have
to be investigated. The result would be that
a fair average wonld be one location a day
in order to de the thing properly. Conse-
quently the work of valuation wounld take
siX years.

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: Every
member is agreed that something of the
natnre submilted by Mr. Nichelson is neces-
sary, mere parliealarly as it ineludes the
elane inserted at the Chief Seecretary's
instance but subsequently struck out. I am
quite in accord with Dr. Saw. I can get on
very well with the amendment up to the
point where it reads “having regard to the
prospective income derivable therefrom.”
After that T become completely fogeged, Mr.
Tovekin has given us the illustrafion of the
rich aunt. Ln the whole of the 1,500 blocks
I do not suppose there is anofher instance
of a settler baving a vich aunt.  All this
phraseology 1s fo he inserfed in order to
mert one particular ease. I believe there
are very fow cases indeed where any money
whatever has heen advanced from outside
sources, What we have to consider, there-
fore, is the money advanced by the Govern-
m-nt and the work and labour done by the
settlers, T move an amendment on the
amendment—

That ali the words of the maendmont after
fftherefrom,”’ in line 10, be struck out.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. J, NICHOLSON: The Honorary
Alinister, T think, overlooked certain words
in the amendment. He said it was possibie
the rich aunt had advaneed money whieh
had been expended in ways other than the
development of the property—say, in the
purchase of a mofor car. Bui care was
taken io see that the beard were instructed
to deal only with money actually expendeil
v the arew. Aoney spent on purposes
other than the actual development of the
land would not he taken into consideration
at all hy the hoard.  As rvegards Sir Wil-
liam Lathlain's amendment on the amend-
ment, L am in no way wedded to the
words proposed Lo be struck out. They
were inserted at the wish of several mem-
bers of the Committeg, not at my wish.
1'he renson was that 1he group settlers
wished to ensure that everything would be
taken into consideration hy the board
Members representing the provinee in wlhicit
the groups are situated thoonght sode ex-
pression of the kind indieated should be
given. [ have no objection to the deletion
of the words, ax 1 do uot think they aftect
the gquestion one way or another.  Thare
would still be a clear instruction fo the
board t¢ have regard to the income deriv-
able from the area.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES:
about the words “expended thereon.”
nended by whom?

Hon. A, Lovekin: Only the lessee can
expend money on the land, suvely.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: But the hon. mewm-
her said an aunt had lent £1,000 on tha
block. 1 am anxious about the clearness of
the instrnetions to the board. The matter
mayv be quite clear to the hon. member, but
the hoard have to consider the amendment,
and T am eoncerned ahout what they mayw
think.

Hon. Sir William FLathiain: The word-
ing is quife in acecord with the original
clause.

Homn.

I am econcerned
Ex-

J. J. HOLMES: That makes no
difference, The amount can only be the
amount expended by the Government.
“Fxpended thereon” in my opinion means
“pxpended by the Government, and only by
the {tovernment.”

Hon. A, VOVERIN: Toe two illostra-
tions given Wy the Hounnrary Minister and
Nr. Saw are on tdentical lines, only the
amonnt: beine  different. Dr. Saw szavs
£2,000 iz advanced by the Governiment,
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£1.000 is advanced by some rieh aunt, and
£500 is liability for wages or other thing-
increasing the value of the poperty. That
is n total of £3,500. Dr. Saw says that if
thte hoard decide that £2,600 is the fair eapi-
tal value on which the setfler can make a
living, obvious'y £1,500 must be written off.
Then Dr. Saw savs that if the £1,500 is to
be written off, ‘he only place from which it
ean come is the £2,000 advanced by the Gov-
ernment.  Thatl is so, How ure the Govern-
ment in any way damnified if they have
found all the £3,5003  Suppose the rich
aunt and other people do not come in.

Hon. J. Nicholson: It daes nol matter
who has found the moaney.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The Government
have still to find the £1,500. So what does
it matter?  The settler should not carry
more eapitalisation than the asset can bear.

Hon. A. J. H. Saw: Why should the
aunt be a preferential creditor?

Hon. A, LOVEKIX: She is not a prefer-
ential creditor at all. She has no say what-
ever in the matter. 1 shall not thrash the
question ont any further. I believe the best
conrse would have been the one T snggested
at the very outset. My desire is to give the
hoard the widest power. That is why I
inserted the words. So long as the board
have the widest powers, we can leave it to
them to do a fair thing. I have no ohjection
to the words heing deleted if the Committee
deem it advisable. [ am afraid that if the
amendment on the amendment is agreed to,
trouble will be experienced from the moment
the Act comes into operation, The result
will be that the Act will again be before us
for fauriher amendment.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: 1 desire to move a
further amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: The bou. member will
be out of order unless Sir William Lathlain
withdraws his amendment on the amend-
ment for the time being,

Hon, Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: I
have no objection to withdrawing my
amendment tentatively.

Amendment on amendment, by
withdrawn.

Hon. J J. HOLMES: T move an amend-
ment on the amendment—

leave,

That in line 6 the words ‘‘have been ex-
pended thercon and to’’ be struck out.
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11t iy opinion the inclusion of those words
wiil nerely serve to confuse matters,

Hon. A. Lovekin: I have uo objection to
that ainendment.

Hon. J. NICHOLSOX: The words pro-
posed to be struek out were inserted for the
purpose of meeting arguments lhat were
raisell at an carlier stage. I do not wish
the amendment to be agreed to without in-
dicaling the possibilities that may avise. 1
think Mr, Holmes himself raised the point
during an earlier digceussion, when he urged
thit we should take steps to safeguard the
interests of the diligent group settler as
agninst those of g man who was content to
rest on his oars and do practically nothing.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! 1 do not wish
to interrupt the hon. member but I wonld
point out to him that the object of the
amendment is merely to remove redundancy
of words,

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: I do not think
there is any redundaney. If the amendment
be agreed to, the board will merely ascertain
what is the actunl amount apportioned to
each block from the total amount expended
on the group area. 1If that were to be dona,
e grave hardship might be imposed upon
the industrious man.

Hon, 8ir William Lathlain: Is not the
“sinount apportioned” the same as the
“aimount expended”?

Hon J. NICHOLSOXN: No, it is a very
different thing.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: We do not
want to penalise a settler for what he has
done himself.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: That is what may
happen. The words proposed to be struck
out were inserted in order to overcome that
diffieulty.

Hon. A. Lovekin: It was to protect the
indostrious man as against the loafer that
I first moved in this matter.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Exactly. Unless
the board are going to merely take entries
in the departmental books eoncerning the
apportionment——

Hon. J. J. Holmes: How could the board
arrive at the prospective income without in-
speeting the various blocks?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I consider the
board will have to examine each block and
each settler in order to obtain information
as to expenditure incurred by the settler on
his block.
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Hon. A. Lovekin: The Bill as it stands
takes that into acecount,

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Having regard
to the whole position and our desire to safe-
guard the industrious man, we should refain
the words proposed to be struck out.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: If the hon. member
reads the amendment he will see that the
amount chargeable is fixed in the early part
of the amendment.

Amendment on amendment and

passed.

The CHAIRMAN: Sir Wilham Tathlain
can now move his amendment on the amend-
ment,

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: I
move an amendment on the amendment—

put

That all the words ufter “‘therefrom,’’ in
line 10 be struck oot,

Amendment on the amendment pui and
passed.

Hon. J. J. HOLAMES: I should like lo
ask either Mr, Lovekin or Mr. Nicholson,
whichever is in charge of this amendment,
to consider the desirability of getting baek
to where we were and giving the board
power to write off as much as, in their dis-
cretion, they think fit,

Hon, A, Lovekin: That is in there now.

Amendment, as amended, put and passed;
the elause, as further amended, agreed to,

Bill agnin reported with Further amend-
ments.

BILL—RAILWAYS DISCONTINUANCE.
~lssembly’s Further Message.

Message veceived from the Assembly, noti-
fying that it had agreed to the recommendu-
tions of the conference on the amendments
insisted upon by the Council.

House adjourned at 9.20 p.m.
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The SPEAKIEER took the Chair at 4.30
P, and read prayers.

QUESTION—DRIED FRUITS
IMPORTATION.

Me, FERGUSON asked the Minister for
Agrieultore: 1, Has his atlention been
drawn to an article in the “West Australian”
of the 20th November, relative to the im-
portation of dried fruoits from the Mediter-
ranean? 2, Will he bring the natier under
the notice of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment i the interests alike of producers and
consumers in this Stated

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Yes. 2, The suggestion will re-
ceive ennsideration.

QUESTION—RAILWAYS,
ELECTRIFICATION.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, With the intense eamnpetition

of motor road traffic, have the Government
given further consideraiion fo the electrifi-
cation of suburban and outer snburban rail-
wavs? 2, If so, will he state the intentions
of the Government, and the proposed
change-overs, if any? 3, If possible, will
he indicate the ecapital expenditure that
wonld be involved?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-

plied: 1, No. 2. Answered by Na. 1. 3.
Considerably aver £1,000,000,



