M6

.Hon. ). F. CULLEX : It was provided
under the Federal laws that there must
be freedom of trade, but this was a ques-
tion uf assistance to land owners, and the
law dealing with the Jand contemplated
revidence.,

Hon, ). W,

. Hackett : You cannot
penalise A an from  living, say, in
Victoria.

Hon. J. ¥. CCLLEX : That had al-

ready been done in the clause and mem-
bers having jumped the big fence might
just a< well take the small one also. It
was not desirable that <ix men, the
majority of whom were vat of the State,
should be able to pet six times the amount
one man cowld obtain from the bank.

Hon. W. Patrick : They do not get the
money : it is spent on the land.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : Tt was the man
who was the chief security, and it would
he wise to have that man resident as he
would 1make a good asset for the State.
Tt would he safer for the Minister to pro-
vide that thie man should be resident in
the State.

Hon. W. PATRICK: The matter
shanid he left in the hands of the trustees
of the bank. 'There were many cases of
land settlement taking place all over
Western Ausiralin where two or three
men working on the goldfields had taken
up land with a view of occapying it in the
future. The maoney they were earning
at present was being put into the land.
Some of them might find it necessary
hefore residing on the land to go to the
Eastern Stutes and there was no reason
why they should be penalised. The Bill
did not make it compuisory on the trustees
to addvanee the money @ it was a matter
entirely in their diseretion. ant the con-
trol shondd he feft with thern. 1t wonld
be a mistave to interfere with the Bill

Hon. J. M. DREW : There were num-
bers of cases in various parts of the State
where people had taken up land jointly
and it would be a great injustice to say
four brothers were only in a position to
tecure the loan which would he made to
ene mdividual.

('lause as amended put and passed.

Clause S5—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendment-.

Howw adjourned af 1173 pom.
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The HPEA]{ER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILLS.
Messaire from  the Governor received

and read notifying assent to the follow-
e Bills ;—-

1. Abattoivs,

2. Publie Edgeation Epdowwment.

3. Redempiion of Annuities.

4. Land \Aet Spevial Lease.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Lands: I, Report
by the Surveyor fieneral to 30th Juns,
19040, 2, Report of the Woods and For-
ests Department to 30th June. 1809,

QUESTION—SCIHOO0I,  TEACHERS'
MINIMUM SALARIES.

Mr. ANGWIN gsked the Minister for
Eduecation: 1, How many of the teachers
in charge of schools are receiving less
salary than €110 per apnum, exclusive of
honse allowanee? 2, What would be the
additional eost to the State if all teachems
in charue of schools were to receive the
minimum salary of £110 per annum, ex-
clusive of house allowance?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION

replied: 1, 152 teachers. 2, €3.708,
OUESTION — LAXD  SALE
WAXNEROOQ.
AMr. JACOBRY asked the Minisler for

Land=: 1, Did the Lands Depaitment sell
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recently to Messys. Clarkson Bros. 4,000
acres of land at Wanneroo at 3s, Od. per
acre? 2, Tf so, is the Minister aware—
{a.) Thai the npset value of the land re-
ferred to was for a considerable period
prior to the said sale fived at 10s. per
acre?  (b.) That the apinion is held
generaltly by ihose with knowledge of the
snid land ihat the fimber, limestone, and
firewgod on the said land is worth at
least 20s. per acre? (c.) That the Wan-
nervo road beard value the said Tand at
a minimum of 10s. per acre, and that in
consequence one resull of this sale of
fand below the recognized value will be
to reduce the rating power of the board
by two-thirds, disorganise the finances of
‘the board, dand destroy the value of simi-
lar lands bought from the CGovernment.
at prices ranging from 10s. to 20s. per
acve? 3, Will the Minister explain why
opportenity was not afforded to the loeal
residents to seleet at the reduced cost?

The MINISTER PFOR LANDS re-
phed: 1, Grazing Lease No. 5168/68,
containing about 4,134 acres, was granted
to Henry Wilberforece Clarkson and
Emma Isabel Clarkson, 2, (a.} No.
“The Land Aect, 1808," provides third-
class land may be disposed of at 3s. Od.
per acre. (b.) The inspector’s report
does not support this opinion, and, on a
cheek inspection being made, on my ques-
tioning the price recommended, the orig-
inal inspector’s report as to the land be-
ing worth only 3s. 9d. was confirmed.
{e) No. The value of the land was
fixed on the recomniendation, after cave-
ful inspection, of two competent depart-
meninl inspectors. 3. The opportunity
was afforded.

Mr. JACOBY: Would the Minister in-
dicate what opportunity was afforded, and
whether the report mentioned anything
regarding the amount of timbexr and lime-
stone on the land, or if it veferred onmly
to the value from the agricultural point
of view?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
land was open for selection and everyone
had an equal right to apply for it. As
tn {he other matter, he would look ap the
papers and inform the hon. member.
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PAPERS PRESENTED—MINES
LOAN TO R. BERTEAUX.
Amendment—Censure.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
Ef. Gregory) presented further papers ye-
garding the President Loubet lease, and
the report thereon by Wurden Finnerly,

and ntoved—
That the papers do lie on the table
of the House,

Me. COLLIER: [ do not think that 15
the proper procedure. The report should
he reccived and read e the House.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
thought an opportusity wonld be given
to diseuss the mafter on the Loan Esti-
mates.

Mr. COLLIER: The undersianding
was lhat the veport would be presented
to ihe House ns soan as it was available,
and that an opportunity would be givem
to members to consider it.

Mr. TOHNSON: This subject: was the
reasan for one of the gravesi charges
ever laid in this House so far as my
recolleetion goes, and it produced a very
interesting debate. The Premier gave us
an assurance that a special report wonld
he made, and that an opportunity wounld
he given members to diseuss it. Now il
is proposed to take the ordinary pro-
cedure as if it were an ordinary trans-
action, It is an extraordinary affuir,
and the papers should not mevely be laid
on the Table in the ordinary way. The
Premier promised that we should have an
opportunity to discuss the report which
was called for at the request of members,
The Minister should move that the report
be taken into eonsideratiom.

The PREMIER: 1 thought that by
putting the papers an the Tahle members
would have an opportunity of perusing
the report and going into the whole ques-
tion, atherwise they wonld not be in a
position to disewss the report.

Me. JOHNSON:  The report should
be vead.

AMr. BATH: If the Premier is golog to
be content to have the papers laid on the
Table in the ordinary way, I wish to move
the following amendment:—

That this House is of opinion that
the Minister for Mines is deserving of
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censure for his negleet in nol institut-
ing an carly and searching inquiry into
the charge made by the member for
Bowlder on the I5th September.
lu conneetion with this matter 1 am not
soir to make any lengthy speech or
iraverse 'the remarks made by members
when discussing this question the other
evening on the Mines Estimates; but what
1 am going to point ont this: On the
15th September the member for Boulder
hrought this watter up on a motion for
the produetion of the papers, and in sup-
port of that motion, he made a defnite
vharge Lhat the shaft {or which assist-
anee was given, amd which was supposed
to be sunk to a depth of 193ft., was only
1453£t. deep, and thail the person who re-
ceived assistance had defranded the Gov-
ernment of the subsidy for the alleged
depth sunk by 48 ft. The Minister said
that the charge was a most serious one,
that the State Mining Engineer would
be sent up o report, and that the member
for Boulder should then he cuntent with
the investigation hy the State Mining Tn-
gineer—that he was going {o make a full
nvestization, and at once, Now, as iz
proved by what has ocemrred since then,
the matfer went on from September 15th
until early in December. a period of 10
or 11 weeks, during whieh the only report
which was made was by the State Mining
Engineer from his office in Perth. No
attempt whatever was made to take what
was the simplest possible aetion, and one
that would commend itself to anyone
with an acquaintance of mining, namely,
to send a responsible officer, with or with-
ont the member for Boulder, who made
the charge, to measure the shaft and as-
certain whether or not the slatements
made were correct. And it was only when
the matter was ventilated on the Mining
Estimates, when members on hoth sides
of the House expressed indignation that
the matter had been neglected for so long,
that the Alinister and also the Premier,
who then probably realised the gravity
of thbe position, promised that the inguiry
should be made and that a responsible
officer, accompanied by the member for
Boulder, or his representative, would go
to the spot and ascertain whether or not
the charge was correet. T wish to say
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that a Minister charged, as the Minister
for Mines is, with the administration of
very large sums of money for the purpose
of assisting mining development; charged
as he is with the duly almost of expend-
ing that money without refercnce to Par-
liament other than the mnere voling of the
sum-——it is incumbent upon him, and due
to the members of (he House, that he
should he more than ordinarily eareful
of the expenditure of that money. He
is lrustee for this Parliament—trustee for
the taxpayers generally: and when the
charge is made that through tbis frand—
hecause that is what it amounts to——the
taxpayers have been defrauded of a sum
of nt least £100, {he Minister at the lime
should have had no hesitation in insti-
tuting an inquiry immediately.

Mr. George: What is the result of the
inguiry?

Mr. BATH: It proves that the mem-
her for Boulder was ahsolutely eorrect in
the charge he made on September 15th.

Mr. George: Where is the report?

Mr. Collier: They will not read it.

Mr. BATH: Tor the information of
the member for Murray I might point out
that the proposal by the Minister was
merely io lay this report on the Table,
just as ovdinary papers are laid. That
is nol snffieient. On a matter of this kind
we shonld have, as Lhe kernel of these
papers, a report by the State Mining En-
eineer on the spol; and that should bave
heen read. and n motion made by the Min-
ister who presented the papers that the
report be received. Then the House would
immediately be competent to take any ac-
tien whatever on that motion that the re-
port. he veceived. Failing that motion.
T have had to take aetion on the motion
that the papers be laid on the Table of
the House; and I am doing so because
this is a natier which eannot be allowed
to vest. Tt will mo forth as the result of
this case, that we are so caveless nf the
honour of Parliament that =2 serious
charge, such ns that made by the member
for Bonlder, can be allowed to go for 11
weeks without serious investigation. The
publie will think that we are so regard-
less of the honour of Parliament. and of
the honour of Ministers, that 13 weeks
is a little time in whieh to Investigate
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this question. in which to aseertain
whiether or not the taxpayers have bheen
defranded. T say, on the other hand,
that the Minister, perhaps more than any
other member, shonld be solicitous of the
honour of the House, and that when that
slatement was made hy the member for
Bonlder action should have followed im-
mediately. The wires should have been
set to wark, and the report should have
been in lhe hands of the House in less
than a week after the charge was made.
In taking this aetion T wish to point out
that when the member for North Fre-
mantle made certain statements in the
Hounse, a Royal Commission was ap-
pointed to investignte those statements,
and as the report of that Commission ¢id
not substantiate to the full the charges
made, a vote of cepsure on the member
for North Fremantle was moved in the
Héuse.

Mr. Bolton: On the very day the re-
port was received.

Mr. BATH: T was away in Melhonrne
with the present Minister for Works at
the time, but T understand the molien
was moved immediately after the report
was received.

Mr. Seaddan: The Minister for Rail-
ways raved over it.

Mr. BATH: That being so, T think
that the action taken so preeipitately on
that oeeasion should hdve been followed
up on the present oeceasion and the
charges investigated by the Minister. It
has heen said that ihe officers of the de-
partment, and presumably the Minister
includes himself in the statement, are not
to blame in this affair.  If the officers
of the department acted under the in-
struetions of the Minister in the aetion
they took they are not to hlame. If in-
etead of doing. as the Minister on Sep-
tember 15th stated his intention of deing
—if instead of sending the State Mining
Engineer direet to the spnt to pursue in-
vestizations— —

The Minister for Aines:
guite a correct staiement.
sard hefore me,

Mr. BATH: On that occasion the Min-
ister said—

‘T there is the slightest reason for
the stafement he has made. the State

That 15 not
I have Han-
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Mining Engineer himself will have to
o up and make a report which I shall
be pleased to submit to the member or
to the Flouse.”

later on he said —

“I am only anxious that the question
shall be dealt with thoroughly and at
ance.”

Does that not mean that the State Min-
ing Kngineer was to be despatehed to
make a report, and at once? That is how
I read the words. Of cowse the Minis-
ter is at liberty to interpret them accord-
ing to his own view of the situation, but
the interpretation I placed upon them
was that the Minister intended to send
the State Mining Engineer to investizate
the serious charge made by the member
for Boulder. What I was going {o say
when the Minister interrupted me was
that if, instend of sending the State Min-
ing Engineer to the spot, the Minister
was prepared to instruet the State Min-
ing Engineer to make a report in his
oflice in Perth— —

Mr. Collier: Dated 17tk September,
two davs after my motion.

Mr. BATH: He is nof to blame, but
the Minister himself is to blame, and T
have no hesitation in saying that the Min-
ister has shown himself absolutely regard-
less of the honour of the administration
of the Mines Depariment, and also of
this Parliament. That being so, I think
the ¢irenmstances and the situation thor-
oughly wavrant the motion that T have
moved.

“Mr. Holman: 1 would like lo ask
whether it is not usnal, after an inguiry
hax been held, for the papers which have
heen taken away to he replaced on the
tahle.

The Minister for Mines: They are on
the table.

My, SPEAKER: 1 am afraid thal T
rannot aceepl the words of this amend-
ment in their present form, namely,
“And that this House is of opinion that
the Minister for Mines is deserving of
censure.” I am afraid I could not ac-
cept them in that form. but if the hon.
member will aceept a suggestion, he
might allow the papers to be placed on
the Table and then raise the yuestion of
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privilege. The original yuestion which
the member has spoken to and upon which
he has moved his amendment is thal eev-
{ain papers do lie on the table of the
House, [ am afraid that ihe words of
tliec amendment hardly ecme as an amend-
ment,

Mr. BATH : 1 eannot see how this ean
he eomstrued into a question of privilege.
nor can 1 see how definite action could
be taken under that heading.

Mr, SPEAKER: The papers having
heen placed on the Table, yon can rise
to a question of privilege and move the
motion.

Mr. BATH: [ do not see that this in
any way threatens the privileges of the
House, and, therefore, I do not see that
fhat course would be 1he proper one.

Mr. SPEAKFER: The hon, member
would be in order under the right of
privilege.

Mr. BATH: L' the amendment is uol
acceptable I will give nntice of motion.

Mr. SPEAKIELR: Hon. mmembers will
keep order a moment, su (hat 1 may be
heard. Tf the hon. member is desirous of
riving notiee he should give it now, and
we ean have it on the Notice Paper for
to-morrow.

Mr. BATH: Then T formally give
notiee of 1t as a separate motion.

Mr. SCADDAN: I want to he
certain of our position. If the leader
of the Opposition pives this notice of
motton is it Ihe intenfion of the Govern-
ment to aeeept it as a molion of fo-
confidence? The Minister for Mines i«
smiling, but he will not smile when this
is all over, The point is, if the Govern-
ment treats it as an ordinary motion it
will be placed on the Natice DPaper at
Lheir diseretion, and no vpportunity will
he given of discussing it. I am not pre-
pared to allow this motion {o be passed
wver withont diseussion. 1 would draw
the attention of the Premier to the fact
that be gave a definite promise on this
question, that when the report was
hrought down an opportumity waeuld he
given of discussing it.

The Premier: \Well, I want to explain
when I can pet an opportunity.
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My. GEORGE: Ti seems fo e
me that this bit of a storm in a teacup
wanls tn be made a little clearer, at all
events for me fo understand it. The ve-
port was to have heen here to-day, and
we were fo have had an opportunity of
diseussing il.  In a matter of this serions-
ness—and il i a  serions matter—-[
might he permitted (o snggest to the
leader of the Opposition, if we could
have an assurance that an opportunity
will be given us to-morrow to disenss this
question, T fhink he might acecept that
assurance. For myself in this matter, if
the report should prove that the state-
menis wade hy the member tnr Boulder
are correct, and that there is not the slight-
est doubt but that some action has to he
laken—mnol necessarily against the Min-
isfer for Mines; I do not know that he
iz to blame, or who is to hlame—my ac-
fion is not likely to he other than definite.
The interests of the State are not
he neglected no matter who is to
hlame. If it is possible, the Gov-
ernment should read the report now,
ar lay it on the Table and get
it into the newspapers so that we ean dis-
cuss il to-morrew. That should be sufii-
clent. Until T know what the report is
T dn not feel like going inte the gquestion
of the issue of a vole of censmre oh a
Minister or the Government; hut if the
thing is proved %nd the bhlame is on the
Covernmenl, 1 am prepared o do wy
duty Lo the Siate irrespeetive of the side
of the House on which 1 sit.

Mr. BATH {in explanation): T did
not deem it neeessary to ask from the
Premier any assuranee that the motion of
which T have given notice for to-morrow
would he diseussed at the earliest possible
moment, Seeing that is a motion of cen-
sure against the Tremier's colleague, he
shonld allow it to come un at the eacliest
possible moment for discussion. If op-
porlunity is not given to diseuss if to-
morrow, other aetion will be taken; bhut
my opinion is that it sbould not be neces-
sary to nsk for any assurance from the
Premier that opportunity will be given
to (disenss the motton to-morrow.

The PREMIER: The promise I made
was—“8ince the memher for Boulder had
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stated that he would be satisfied if he ob-
tained an assuranee that he wonld be
given an opporlunity to discuss the ques-
tion after the report had been obtained,
and that he would be given an oppor-
tunity of being represented at the in-
‘quiry, he (the Premier) would be pre-
pared to give thai assurance. It would
be necessary for the member for Boulder
to see the Minister for Mines so that the
matter might be proceeded with without
unnecessiry delay. Immediately the re-
port came to hand the opportunity would
he given for the matfer to be fairly dis-
sussed in the House.” T understood that
it would be necessary to move thai the
report he laid on the Table of the House
in order {hat members could have the op-
portunity of knowing its eontents. Other-
wise it would be a guestion of diseussing
the matter and not speaking to the facts.
The leader of the Opposition has know-
ledge of the substance of the report, but
ather members know absolutely nothing
of it. ALy idea was that the report shonld
be placed on the Table, or that it eould
go into the Press; but if members de-
sire it, [ am prepared to read the report
now. I did noi see the rveport, until four
o’clock this afternoon. As some mem-
bers know, I have heen engazed nearly
the whole day at a conference, and 1 had
no opportunity of seeing the Minister for
Mines; but last night my colleague
mave me an indication of the uature
of the report, and further said that the
wmatter had been forwarded to the
Crown Law Department for their advice
as to what action should be taken, In
regard to the promise T pave, the first
thing on the following morning T rang
up and arranged for an interview with
the member for Boulder and the Minisler
for Mines in order that the necessary
steps should be taken. T went to con-
siderable trouble in order to see that there
wonld not be any delay; in faet I sent
telegrams to the hon. member’s honse in
Subiace asking him ic eall and meet me
with the Minister for Mines, and I sent
messages to this House and to different
offices in the City so that no unnecessary
delay should oceur. We did not desire
tn hide anything in the maiter. all we de-
sired was that invesiigafion should be
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made without any unnecessary delay in
aceurdance with the promise I made, T
wave assuranee  that  this  would Dbe
prompily earvied out and T think the
member tor Boulder knows that promise
has been carried out.

Mr. Collier: Su far it has.

The PREMIER: This report was only
perused by me an hour ago and I then
asked the Minister for Mines whai he
proposed to do wiih it. He said he thoughl
it shonld be laid on the Table and dis-
eussed; and [ am preparved (o allow the
malter to be discussed first thing 1o-
NOTIOW,

Mre, Walker: ILet us have it read now.

The PREMIER: The only question
was whether if should be disenssed after
it had heen referred to the Crown Law
Department for investigation. This ix
the repor{ forwarded by Warden Fin-
nerty i—

“Canegrass. 6th [December, 1909.

The Secvetary tor Mines, Perth.

In accordance with instruetions I
proceeded 1o Davvhuest on Saturday.
4th inst. in company with  Messrs.
Montgomery amd Collier, and there met
Mr, Greenard. Mr. Ey, late manager
of Government battery at Mulwarrie,
arrived early on Sunday morning, I
received un Satmrday afternnon a tele-
grom from Mr. Berteanx, fremm Waver-
lev, that on account of sickness he
would be unable to attend at Davyhurst.
To this T replied that I would proceed
to Waverley. and there interview bim.
AL the shaft at the mine, the lafe “Presi-
dent Loubet,” which 1T was instyneted to
measure, the ladders were in such a dan-
merous state as to make il impassible
for a man to go down with safety. Mr.
Greenard therefore, on Buonday morn-
ing, ohtained men and erected a windlass
over the shaft and provided a “bosun’s
chair.”” We proeeeded to the shaft and
measured it to the satisfaction of
Messrs. Collier and Montgomery., The
depth of shaft. from collar to bottom.
is one hunidred and fifty-three feet six
inches (153ft. Gins.). Part of this
depth consisted of nine feet (9fL.) from
the ariginal sarface of ground to eollar
at top of dump.. The collar and dump
appeared lo have heen raised ahout two
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feet from origival beighl. 1 wished Mr,
Ey to go down the shaft, in order if
possible to locate the maxk referred to
in his statement. He was, however, so
old and nervous when atlempting to do
so that I left it Lo his own judgmeni
as to making an attempl. He decided
not to go down. The shaft was searched
tor the mark by others, Messrs. Fox
amnd Dunean, but withoat suecess. On
that evening (Sunday) Messrs, Collier,
Montgomery, Greenard, By, and myself.
proceeded to Waverley. On the same
evening those ahove mentioned and Mr.
Berteaux net. I explained the instrue-
tivns I Liad received—pointed out that |
desived v take certain statemeunts, hut
that 1 kad no power to foree a slate-
ment or to tuke such statemenl on oath,
Messrs, Berteanx, Greenard. amd Ey
then voluntavily gave certain statements
in each other’s heaving, and afier read-
ing signed them. These statements T
forvard herewith. I do not consider it
as part of my duty to make any com-
ment on these statements, as in doing
s0 T would he usurping the functions of
n Jadge. It is also guite possible that
on inquity by the proper department,
mueh additional evidence might be oh-
tained, which might show an altered ap,_
pearance ta fthat now presented.—
(Bed) Jolim M. Finnerty, Warden,

William Ey stated—I was instrueted
by the Mines Department 1o make cer-
{ain mensurements of sinkine in a shafr
on the “President Toubet’” mine.
That shaft was the one 1 visited this
morning with those persons now |ve-
seni. When [ first went there T told Mr.
Berteaux for what purpose T had eome.
I then went down the shaft with M.
Berteanx. He pointed out certain
marks on the {op of a set of timhers and
said as near as 1 remember. “This is
the mark Mr. Greenard left from which
the work was to start at and that that
was the 100£t. mark.” I do not remem-
her the exaet words, but the words used
were to the above effeat. T am certain
thal in effect Mr. Berteaux said the
mark was at the 100ft. level. T ea-
sured from theve, and returned a eertifi-
saie to the Mines Depariment. Subse-
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quently as the work continued 1 made
further measurements, always starting
fromn this same mark to obtain the total
of sinking. T never measured fromn the
wp of the shaft becanse I understood
that Inspectur Creenard had measured
from the top and the mark shown me
by Mr. Berteaux was Mr. Greenard’s
mark. My impression i:z that Mr.
Greenard hnd lold wme that at or
ubout the 100ft, there was o mark
from which [ was (o measure.
When measuving | stoed on  the
set vf Hmbers where the mark was and
lowered the tape to Mr, Berteaux, who
was below. ) afterwards let it swing free
from Mr. Berteaux (o see that all was
carrect. I could always see the hotton
ot the work which was completed. )
think Mr. Berleaux was at the bottom
of the shaft in every case. There were
alsa gencrally other men in the hottom
of the shaft. 1 first heard that the men-
surenients were not correct on Thurs-
day evening last at Murrin Murrin—
{8gd.) Wn.. Ey. Witness—John M.
Finnerty. Warden.

William Frederick Greenard stated—
Tnder  inslructions  from  the Mines
Pepartment 1 visited the President
Loubet T.ease. and there met JMr. Ter-
tenux. | went down the shafi in ques-
tion. L come 1o the surface again.
Therve was then no one in the shafi. i
then measured the shafi by lowering a
hueket by line on windlass to the bot-
tom of shaft, eounting the number of
{urns which went off the windlass, and
calenlated depth from the measured
cirenmference of the windlass harrel.
[ do not remember if Mr. Berteaux
was present at the time. 1 made the
depih of the shaft quite 100 feet, T
do not remember the exact weusure-
ment I furnished fo the department.
T explained to Mr. Berteaux on one of
my visits the terms on which the sub-
sidy would he granied. I told him that
the eondition as (o depth which 1 would
recommend would he that the subsidy
should start from work done below the
100Ft. lovel. 1 um ¢uite certain that at
the time T measured the shaft it was
a1 least 100 feet deep. [ did none of
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the measuring in connection with the
sabsidy. 1 am certain that on the
day I measnred the shaft that Mr. Rer-
teaux knew the depth was at least 100
teet. We diseussed the whole of the
work which was to proceed from the
subsidy, and Mr. Beiteaux agreed with
me that the shaft was then at least 100
feet deep. The actual depth T returned
to the Department in Perth on my re-
turn to Menzies, T measnred the shaft
T think as from the eollar of the shaft.
T have 1 helieve the datn in my diary
which is al Menzies office. 1 am abso-
lately sure I measured the circumfer-
ence of the windlass barrel. T have
found from previous experience that
such manner of measurement is re-
liable.—(Sgzd.) W. F. Greenard. Wit-
ness—dJohn M. Finnerty, Wavden.

Rene Berteaux staled—I aceount for
the difference in the present depth of
the shaft, 153ft. Gin, from collar to
bottom, instead of being 193 feet, in
that the slarting point from whieh I
started to sink on subsidy was 69 feei
{about) instead of 100 feel. The shaft
was never measured by anyone before
I got the subsidy. 1 did state that my
shaft was 100 feet deep hefore T got
the subsidy. [ did not diseover that
the point from which I started to ob-
tain ihe subsidy was not 100 feet deep
until after I had ceased worl in the
shaft, After the subsidy commenced
[ raised the collar two feel further
gbove the snrface. T do not remember
telling anyone measuring the shaft that
- T had done se. 1 do not think I petint-
ed oul any mark or told anyone mea-
suring that it had been made by 3r.
Greenard as the mark from which the
subsidy for sinking would start. There
was no question in the matter of the
subsidy being for work done below the
100 feet. T held that 1 had, as stated
in the agreement, to get the subsidy
from wherever the shaft had then been
sunk. T do nol remember JMr, Green-
ard ever measuring the shaft in my
presence. I won’t sav he did not mea-
sure it. I acknowledge that my re-
presentations to the Mines Department
were that the shaft was 100 feel deep.

The commitiee Lave

1 do not know if any portion ot the
height above the natural surface 1o the
collar wus ineluded in 100 feef  of
depth | represented fu lhe Depart-
menl. L say (hat the whole of the
work for which [ received siubsidy was
correctly menssured and was done after
] was granted the subsidy. T last saw
the shati aboul six monihs ago. T do
not think that any alteration had heen
made about the dump since [ had pre-
viously left ir. I was presenl when
Mr. Geeennrd came o the mine just
hefore [ received ihe subsidy. 1o not
remember hiln measering the windlass
harrel, [ did point out fo Mr. By wheee
I considered (he sinking on snbsidy.
{ had made that mark myself as the
point from which the subsidised work
started. 1 found out that the work
had not starvted from 100 feet deep
when 1 wanted to put the wine under
offer, 1 then measnred the shafl, and
found out that the sha¥t was not as
deep as | thonght it was. Thal was the
first time 1 ever measured the shaft
from top to bottom. When [ stated
to the dlines Department that the shaft
was 100 feet deep, 1 guessed at the
Jdepth. T do not reroember if T told In-
spector Greenard that the shaft was
100 feet deep. 1 do not remember if
lie measured or not.  Hven if the depth
from which the subsidised sinking
should have started was 100 feet T do
not know that the amount 1 received
in snbsidy should have made the total
depih of shaft ove hundred and ninety-
three feet deep. I stopped drawing
the subsidy before the amount granied
had heen exhausted.—(Signed.) HKene
Berteaux.  Wituess—Jolin M. Fin-
nerty., Warden.”

Question put and ypussed.

COHNEY COMPENSATION
INQUIRY.
Eatension of Time.
Me, SWAN (Nerth Perth): I hep o

mave —

That the time for bringing wp this
repart be crtended for one iweek.
had a number of
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sittings, but have not heen able fo pre-
pare their report owing to the non-attend-
ance of some wembers who were ap-
pointed ou that eommitiee.

Mr., GEORGE: Ax [ was elected a
member of that commiitee and have not
attended any of the meetings, 1 might be
allowed to explain. [ did not seek the
position and I did not knew that I had
been appointed nnlil it was too late to
say anvihing to the House. 1 have not
attended any of the meetings for the rea-
son that during the debate whieh took
place in the House on the motion, and
together with the kuowledge I had of the
ease, I Jormed so strong an opinion in
connection with it, that I did not feel
that I conld aet otherwise than perhaps
in a biassed wav it T were to attend the
meetings. [ apologise to the House for
not having mentioned this maiter hefore,
and I ask, if possible, that T should he
discharged from the comwmitiee upon
which T felt I counld not serve.

Mr. SPEAKRER: It will be necessary
for someone to move that the hon. mem-
ber be dischavwed frow the eommittee.

M. SWAN: The commitiee have
practically eompleted taking evidence, and
T do not think it makes muech difference
now.

Guestion put and passed.

NOTICE PAPER—OMISSION,

Mr. SPEARKER: T desive to intimate
that, there iz an omission from the no-
tices of motion on the Notice Paper.
This will he rectified to-morrow. I hape
it will not ineonvenienee the memher for
Murchison who had given norice of his
intention in move the motion which has
been omifled.

BIL—=TINXTERPRETATION ACT
AMENDMENT.
Introduced by the Attorney General
and read a first time.

MOTION—POISONX LAXDS, TAXA-
TION ALLOWAXCE.
Mr. GFORGE (Muwmrray) moved—
That in the opinion of this House an

allaanee in the rate charged for land

[ASSEMBILY.]

lux should be made to all holders of

ugricultural land on which poison weed

etists, and who are making bona fide

efforts ta eradicate same.
He said: In asking for the attention of
the House in connection with this motion
it ix not necessary to say very much.
It i= a proposition which must eommend
itself (o almost every mewher in Lhe
Honse.  We know there arve large areas
of land in this State which are burdened
with some of the great varieties of poison
weed which we bhave in the State. and
in many cases is a big burden east upom
the persons who lold these areas. I{
may be said that the people taking up
the land have the opportunity of know-
ing what they will encounter. That may
be, to a certain extent, correef, but I
would point out the reason why eonsidera-
tion shonld he given in connection with
thsi parbicular c¢lass of land. it has
heen Iaid down in all our Land Aets, that
in areas where the poison weed is known
to exist  a  low prive shall be taken,
but it has been made a condition Dby
the Government that the poison shall he
eradicated. [ have in my mind a large
estate which is held hv a genlleman of
the name of Wilkie who was formerly
engaged in railway constroetion. and T
know ihat wentieman mnst have spent
between £20.000 and £€25,000 in endea-
vouring te elear his properiv of the
poison.

My, Horan: More like £60,000.

Mr. GEORGE: 1 said anything between
£20.000 and €25000. My friend the
member for Yilgarn sfates that the snm
expended 1s morve like £60.000. 1 did not
eare to go as high as thaf, although T do
not doubt that that sam of money has
heen spent: and more money, ¥ think.
will have to he spent hefore the land ia
tiioroughly eleared of poison. The par-
ticular poison he has on his Iand is what
iz known as York Road. and he is obliged
to pull up praetieally every pieee of the
poison, fill the holes, and stamjp the earth
down agzain so as o exelude the air from
auy portion of the roots. There is an-
atlier poison called heart leaf on one es-
tate thar 1 know of where the holders
have lieen engaged in periodically pulling
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1 up for 20 years, and tbey have not
yet got rid of . It secms to me
that as the Parliament of the Siate have
asquiesced in the faet that there should
be a land tax placed on all agrieultural
lands. it would not be considered unfair
that to those who have to struggle against
difticulties such as those I bave referred

to, some allowance should he made.
1 know of one parbicular ease  where
a man sent out his flock of sheep

of 600 or 700, and the sheplierd having
heen guilty of a [little negleci during the
night, on the next worning all the sheep
that it was possible to collect and indunee
to walk, or stand on their legs, numbered
40). The balanee were all dead, and the
enprcases had to be destroyed by fire. I
know of a number of instances in the
South-West where cattle have gof out,
~and one man whom I know in the Bruns-
wick distriect, Mr. Castieau, lost 6 or §
valuable hullocks not long ago in the
conrse of a few hours. Aoy of the
gsheep owners in that distriet are liable
to leave their gates open. or sheep may
even stray through the fenees into coun-
try in whieh poison exists, and the resali
is that the sheep may he eollected ouly
for the wool that it is possible to take off
their backs. Tn that district there is liftle
land which can he selected because it is
mostly freehold, but the holder is placed
under great expense to clear it and bring
it into anything like a property of value,
Doring the last few months the Govern-
ment have sent down inte these districts
several inspeetors who have looked at
theze lands in order to see whether the
holders have been systematically under-
valuing and paying less lax than they
should have done. These inspectors made
infuiries in a guiet maner. and many of
the landowners were not even aware «f
the faet that the inspection ar a valua-
tioh was being made. and they had no
opportunity of poiniing out o the in-
spectors the position in which they stood.
1f the vesult of the inspeetion should turs
out 1 the direetion of inereaged values
which ihe State may or may not eonsider
to be a fair thing, my pleading is that
in connection with these properites
throughont the whole of the State where
poison weed exists. the holders should
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have some consideration shown fo them.
L know of one estate of 3,000 acres of
whieh 2,000 acres only ecan be used for
the depasturing of stock.  The other
3.000 acres contain  poison, and it the
owner were fo turn his stock out into this
iract of country, he would soon find him-
self iu the Bankruptey Court.

Mr. Angwin: They get the land cheap.

Mr. GEORGE: 1f the hon. member will
wait a little while he will have an oppor-
timity of expressing his opinion with ve-
ward to this matter. Fvep if the peopie
do get the land eheap, sometimes it proves
to be very dear indeed. The object of the
State is to seitle people on the land. and
enconrage them to settle on the land. and
not as the hon. member’s interjection
would lend me to believe—I may be wrong
in taking sueh a view of it, but I think
that is his idea—that it is the State's de-
sire to get the people to take up the land
8o that the State wighl have someone on
whom to impose a tax. The land held by
My, Wilkie, to which I have already refer-
red, was obtpined under speeial eondi-
tions. That geutleman, as the House has
been informed by the member for Yil-
sarn, bas spent £60,000 in attempting to
eradieaie the poison plant; so that even if
he had lLeen viven this land cheaply, or
even for nothing, in his ease if has proved
very costly. Theve are hon. members who
think like myself that industries in the
Stafe are worth offerine a bouus to. It
a man engages on that most uncertain of
propositions, the taking ap of land. an
industry in which a number of people ave
rapable of heing employed. hie is as muei
entitled 1o econsideration as is the manu-
facturer. Take. for instance, ihe Collie
coal industry.  This Government and other
Governments have made it their duty to
assist that partienlar industry by giving
it not a direct honus, but by giving an
exiva price for the fuel, and there has been
a considerable doubt amonpst those whe
are experienced, as to whether the voal
is worth the monev or not. T am asking
that the subjeet matter of my motion
should he taken into consideration, and
that the Government when framing rezn-
lations in eonneetion with land, or in ron-
nection with the varions taxes which are
placed upon the land, they shonid enn-
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sider the men who have an uphill battle
to fight, especially when they have to deal
with poison plants. I do not mind giving
members the benefit of my own experi-
ence. I recently Mst 60 sheep which had
got on to a pateh of poison land which was
fenced round; and for three years past
has been examined carefully every month
for poison. Last week T was on that par-
tienlar pateh myself, and I pulled up a
handfal of this poison. 1 got this eom-
forting assurance given (o me by some of
the people around there, that if I lived
for another 30 years, I could still go on
picking the poison. Now I have only one
ambition, and it is to live for that period
of 30 years to prove either that these peo-
ple know their business or that 1 do not.
You eannot get rid of the poison because
the seeds are there, and they keep coming
up.  The heartleaf poison seeds seem to
drop and lie dormant nniil a bush five
comes along; then up it springs like bean-
tifnl lncerme. When a man goes on the
land no matter what precautions he takes
he will be faced with this difficnlty, and
when on top of that eomes a considerahle
araount of taxaiion, T think that those
who have {o hear such a heavy hurden
are worthy of consideration at the hands
of the Government. T put the motion for-
ward for what it is worth and leave it to
the House to accept or rejeet. T have had
my little say, and I do not think I bave
done any harm. T beg to move the motion.

Mr. HAYWARD (Wellington): 1
have had something like 50 vears’ experi-
ence, and I know that in the brooks and
rivers in this distriet the poison is found
wore oy less. As the hon. member has
stated. the seeds lay in the ground for
vears, and oceasionally they are carried
down by floods. Constant efforts have (o
hie made to keep the poison down. I have
spent some hundreds of poands, I may say
tueusands, in eradieating this poison. It
is a weed that cannot be eradieated in a
few years. Tt is very important that when
selectors go over land that this weed should
he brought under their notice, beeause it
affects the value of land considerably, and
probably they know mnothing whatever
about it,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
J. Mitehell) : Tt would he a very bad pre-
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cedent 1o allow a motion like this to pass.
Poison is, undoubtedly, a great trouble tn
stock in varions parts of the State. Years
ago T had some experience of the poison
in the distriet to which the hon. member
refers, and I know the trouble in eradicat-
ing the poison. There are other troubles
that may be treated in the same way if
this motion were allowed to pass. In the
South-West not only is poison a greal
trouble, but in many places drainage is
necessary, and if we exempt a man from
taxation becanse he has poison on his land,
it ean also be argued with equal force that
a man’s property that needs draining
should be exempi from taxation also.

Mr, George: You are draining his pro-
perty now,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T know
people who have poison on their land, and
T know that the Government generally,
now and in the past, have given every
consideration to those who have taken up
poison  conntry., Poison lands were
aranted at £1 per thousand aeres, payable
aver 20 years, averaging something like
5d. per acre spread over 20 years; thail

practienlly means a free gift of
the land =0 long as the weed s
eradieated.  The snme thing, to some cx-

tent, applies to-day. - We sell land on
which poisen is found, and if the land
ix sold afier survey, or the land applied
for has poison on it, it is taken up as
third elass land, whieh is due to the faet
that there is poison on the tand. If H
were possible to instruet the Taxatiou
Commissioner that he is to make an allow-

ance to every man who elaims to
have found poison on  his  holding
where would  this exemption cease?
The hon member knows that for
five yvears now every selector of

1.000 acres and under is exempt nnder the
Aet from iaxation. T know theve are half
a dozen kinds of poison found in this
State. which are not easily eradieable,
and I know that there is poison en the
land referred to. The owner bought the
land for less than its valne. heeanse it had
poison on it; probably he boughi the
land for not half what he would have had
to pay if it had been free of the heart-
leaf poison. The arpument put forward
by the member in favour of exemption
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from taxation is based on the assumpiion
that the land is charged for at the rate
of ordinary Jand free of poison. If that
were so, probably those who took up land
and paid for it under those conditions
would he entitled to consideration. But
is it so? A great deal of this poison land
is sold at less than 5d. per aere, and the
payment is spread over 20 years; whereas
if land is free of poisonjthat is Arst-class
land, it is sold at 10s. per acre, payahle
over 20 years; thervefore, a person who
has poison land gets a rvelief of 95 7d. per
acre. therefore, he starts on a fair basis.
Hon. members kmow that the value set on
the land by the Taxation Commissioner,
is the unimproved value, that is the valne
of the land less cost of improvements.
The House should not consent to a fur-
ther exemption, and I do not think it is
reasonable that the House should ask for
sy further exemption, Tf we agreed to
this exemption. perhaps an owner may
leave a little poison on his land; at any
rate the motion may have that effeet, be-
cause people will do these things. Many
years ago some friends of mine sought to
evade the ecnstoms duty. They got out
a ease from Home eontaining some instru-
ments, which had been provided for by
somme charitably disposed persons and was
intended ftor a  public institution.
There was some room in the box
in which the instroments were parked.
and some friends of mine thought it
would be a good idea to evade paying
eertain taxes and they put some beantiful
dresses in the box; but the e¢ase fell into
the water and it had to be opened. and
they had to pay the tax on the dresses
after all. These pood christian friends of
mine would evade the payment of the cus-
toms duty, and therefore, perhapz the
friends of the hon, member might be de-
sirous of evading the payment of the in-
come fax, by lemving a litile poizon on the
land.

Mr. George: But all my friends are
lonest men.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
am glad to hear it. All my friends are
ndt honest men when it eomes to the pay-
ment of taxes. Relief does come lo the
selectors of poison lands, first, in con-
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nection with the price, and secondly lhe
cost of grubbing the poison is counted
an tmprovement under the conditional
purchase conditions. It seems o ne
that the member for Murray bas not made
out a good ease for the unfortunate
friends of his who hought magnificent
land in his loeality. They have sonte-
thing very good down tlere wlieh they
have obtained for very little, and now they
want the House to allow an exemption he-
cause they have poison on thelr land.
Is it fair that the hon., memhber should ask
that the people who bave yoison weed
shonild he exempted from taxation? I
hope the House will not agree to the mo-
tion. because the exemption wonld be so
much worry and hother te the Government
in ecaleulating the land tax due to 1he
State.

The PREMIER {(Hon, N. J, Moore}:
I muost eonfess | have a considerable
amount of sympathy with the motion,
only T am nafraid it would be sctting ap
n rather dangerous precedent. Those of
us who have had an  opportunity of
traveling through poison country know
that rthe poison is one of the curses of Lhe
distriet referved to, and the selectors who
own the land are not in the fortunate
position of mauy whe have taken nup land
under conditional purchase, because the
land in the neighbourhood was made free-
hold in the vecy early history of the State
althongh at that time it did not vequire
a oreat deal of money to obtain a guan-
tity of land, because a person wag given
an acre of land tor every 1s. 6d. of ceapi-
tal introduced into the State. The pre-
sent owners have had to pay a consider-
able price. while, at the same time it is
recognised hat the eradieativn of (he
heart-leaf poison is also more difticult
than some of (he other poisons.  What
I would like to pnint ont iz, that ther
is  =ome consideration  grded  to
persons who eradicate poison, nasmuch
as uuder the Land .\et the eradication
of poisim econstitutes an  improvement.
Much of the poison land, as pointed out
by the Minister for Lands, was held in
the early days and acguired at a very
nominal sum; but notwithstanding the
faet that it was aeqguired for a nomnmnal
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sme, il did not always follow that the
persons were able to comply with the con-
ditions, and econsequently thousands of
acres of poison land were forfeited in
various parts of the State. As a matter
of faet an area of 40,000 acres was for-
feited in the neighbourhood of the rail-
way which we were discussing last night,
and on which the poison is now being
eradicated owing to the faet of the land
being closely settled. In regard to giving

effect to the proposal il would en-
tail T think—T1 have unot looked into
the question—an amendment of the
Land  and Ineome Tax Assessment
Aet, 1 do not know if there are
regulations  framed under that Aect

which would allow exemptions under the
conditions stated by the member for
Murray. At the same time one’s syw-
pathy, te a very large extent, goes out to

those people at present engaged in
clearing  awax this pest. I am
afraid  if the proposal is carried.

ns the Minister for Lands has already

stated, it would lead to a very bad pre--

cedent. and might he followed by requests
in regard to other diflicultties which the
settlers have {0 put up with. As pointed
out, in cases where the connfry is low
lying or heavily timbered, it might be
urged that under those eireumstances
the settlers might have preferential treai-
ment as eompared with the settlers who
ean clear for n nominal amoeunt. or wlhere
tt is not necessy to spend money  in
«draining.

Mr. GEORGE (in replyY: I am afraid
I have given the Minister for Lands a lof
of trouble for he has noi heen able to
pass this motion over in the niec easy
manner so charaeterisiie of him. Permil
me to point out that there is a wide (if-
ference in the cases 1 have quoted from
those entioned by the Minister. who
talked abont boggy country and drain-
age. What is the history of a consider-
able portion of the South-West. The
Minister himself has property down that
way and he knows well that for the past
sixieen or seventeen wvears tle various
Fovernments have heen trying to assist
seltlers by entting i:+">~ throuzh the
Innd. No Government have. however, had
sufficient publie spiri! 1o say to a man
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who has poison on his land “We will as-
sist you to get rid of that whieh troubles
vou” If the poison is goi rid of, as
members know. the land is considerably
inereased in value. The Minister tells us
ihool poison leases, but [ was not deal-
ing s0 mueh with thean—although, 1 men-
liened Wilkie’s estate—but was dealing
with freehold lands on which poison ex-
isis. The wmewber for Wellington knows
all about those lands, for there is mueh
of it in his distriet. Tt is not the people
wlho )y sixpence am acre and have
lwenty vears to pay it in to whom T re-
fer, but it is those who put their money
into the land in order to get a living for
their wives and children, and who are
now dotng their besl tn get rid of the
poison on their properly and so improve
their holdings. The Minister desires mem-
bers to helieve that the omly country re-
ference was macde to was poison country
which can be obtained at a much lower
priee than any other sort of land. Some
time ago [ hought land myself in that
locality.

The Minister for Lands: Your place
was offerad to me.

Mr. GEORGE: If ihe Minister wiil
sive me the money 1 have paid for the
land and what [ have spent on if he can
have it and T will put up with the sleep-
less nighis and the grey hairs which my
experiences as a settler on the land have
wiven me. T am as great a believer in our
aerienltural lands as any man in the
State.

Mr. Seaddan: That is why you want to
eet rid of your block.

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member him-
self is very fond of a row, well, in this
particular ease 1 have had my row with
nature, and just now T want to hand n
little af il over to the Minister for Lands.
1 aw very nmeh ohliged to the Premier
and e Mivister for Lands for what they
have said. I have had informalion from
them which. when conveyel to the people
tor whom T aet. will prove very pleasing
knowledge, 1 was not awave, nor were
they, that any consideration was given to
freehold lands when eradieating poison.
We knew there was consideralion given
as 1o poison leases but they will be very’
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glad to know that some consideration is
given {o the holders of freehold land. I
hape members will allow me to withdraw
the motion.

Motion, hy leave, withdrawn.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.

1. Legifimation.
2. Landlord and Tenant.
Received from the Legislative Couneil,

RETURN—RAILWAY EMPLOYEES
AND ACCIDENTS.
Mr. SWAN (North Perth) moved—
That there be laid upon the Talle of
the House a return showing: 1, The
number of fatal and other accidents
which  have occurred to guards and
shunters in the Railway Department
during the last ten years. 2, The num-
her of hours for which the injured em-
ployee was on duly on the date of the
wccident, and preceding dute. 3, In
cases other than [atal, the length of
time the employee was off duty as a re-
sult of the accident. {1, The number of
cases in which the employee received
pay under the Workers' ('ompensation
et
It was unnecessary fo say very much un
this question. When the nolice of motion
was originally given the Minister for Rail-
wavs said he would be prepared to accept
i a9 n formal motion. On the follow-
ing eveniny, however. it appeared at the
hottom of the Notice Paper and the Min-
ister said he wounld arrangze to have it
bhronght ap and carvied as a  formal
woiion.  On the next day he tailed to do
so, and later om said it wonld cause some
trouble to prepare the retwrn. and he
would like an amendment of the motion.
The amendment wns digenssed by the
Minister awd himself and it was promised
that the motion would be redrafied and
snhmitted to him to see if it wounld suit.
M nevepted in that form it would be
dealt with as a formal motion. That was
the last he had heard of it. He had' come
to the conelusion that he would net run
after the Minister any more. When a
man gave n promise to him ho expected
it in he kept, jnst as when he made n
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promise he always kept it. He declined
to run after anyone day after day and
place himself nnder a compliment to him.
It was to be hoped members would agree
to have the report prepared and laid on
the Table. It was very necessary that the
information should be provided. A very
large number of accidents had occurred
to men in this particular ealling and see-
ing that this was the higgest earning
bnsiness of the State members should be
placed in possession of facts as to the
employees. Day affer day men were in-
jured in various ways, some of them fat-
ally. MHe counld take meinbers to the ticket
rooin at the Perth station and show them
halt a dozen young fellows, one with an
arm ent off and another with one leg, and
still olhers maimed for life. The Work-
ers Compensation Act did not apply to
any ease where n worker was incapaei-
tated for a less term than fourteen days.
[n many cases of accidents to railway em-
ployees the injured men recovered in ten
or twelve days and reeeived no cousider-
ation under that Aet. Up to a few years
ago lhere was an arrangement under an
agrecment with the department, by which
the injured men shonld receive five-eighths
pay. During the time the member for
Murray was Commissioner of Railways
that agreement was struck ont and the
meu were bronght under the Workers’
Conmpensation Act. He had partienlarly
asked {o he supplied with information
as {o the number of honrs the injured men
were on dnty on the day of the accident
and the number of hours they worked on
the preceding day. If that information
were supplied it would be found that in
a majority of cases accidents had ocenrred
throngh employees being worked longer
than veasonable honrs. Partienlarly was
Ihis 80 with regard to shunting, which was
a hard and tiring work and the most dan-
gerons in the department. He bad been
given to understand that continually the
men were employed at shuniing for twelve
liours without a break; this was playing
with (he men’s lives. Too frequenily we
heard of eases of men being erippled in
this partievlar calling. Tt was not =o
Liad in the case of gmards. but even there
too many eases oo -urved. To enable us
tn realise the position of our State em-
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ployvees it was only right that this infor-
wation should be sapplied to members.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret): I
second the motion,

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND
RAILWAYS (Hon. H. Gregory): The
information asked for by the hon. mem-
her, if supplied as fully as he desired,
would entail a very large expense. He
liad asked for a retwrn showing all the
aceidents that bad occurred to grards and
shunters during the past ten years, and
full particulars with regard to the hours
they were on duty on the day of the acei-
dent and the day preeceding it; in addi-
tion he desired certain other particulars.
The member bad spoken to him as fo the
matter before the motion ecame on, and
he would have heen prepared to deal with
it 25 a formal metion if a slight amend-
ment were accepted. He had redrafted
i slight amendment.

Mr. Swan: I never saw one.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
amendment had been drafted in the
House, and it was suggested by that
amendment that mstead of ten years the
period should be limited to three, and
that instead of every trivial aceident be-
ing enumerated reference should only be
inade to those aceidenis which had caused
men to be off duty for a period of af least
fourteen days. It wonld he impossible
{o provide this session a return in con-
formity with the motion: in addition its
preparation would cost a great deal of
nwoney. He wonld sngzest that the
member should aceept an amendment to
the effeet that the first paragraph he
altered to provide that the period should
he for three vears and that the accidents
should refer only to those men who had
heen incapacitated from work for four-
teen days or more.

Mr. Seaddan: That is no good fo me
at all.

Mr. Swan: T am prepared to accept
the amendment with regard to wears, buf
not the other.

The MINISTER FOR JMINES:
Would the hon. member aceept three
vears instead of ten?

Mr. Swan: Yes, but X will not accepl
tie other.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES movei
an amendment— .
That the word “len” in line 4 Dbe
struck cut and “three” inserted in lew.
Amendment put and passed. )
Question ax amended agreed to.

MOTION — MRS. TRACEY’'S PE11-
TION, SELECT COMMITTEE'S
RECOMMENDATION.

Mr. HARDWICK (BEast
moved— :

That in the opinion of this House §t
is advisable that effect be given to the
recommendation of the select commitiee
on the case of Mrs. Tracey.

A similar motivn had been on the Notice

Paper last session, but unfortunately it

had never been given ihe prominence

necessary in order to have the wmatter
settled. His thanks were due to the Gov-

ernment for the opportunity given lLim

to-day of having the matter fully debated

and settled for all time.

Mr. Angwin: Do you want us tu vore
against it?

Me. HARDWICK : Ceriainly not, but
the (lovernment would have to play some
part in the deeiding of the question.
Under the British Constitution the low-
liest in the land were afforded opportuni-
ties of bringing their grievanees hefore
the authorifies; and there had been in-
stances in which after redress of a griev-
anee had been refused hy the State Par-
liament, such prievance had been earried
on to the highest authorities, and blad-
heen settled even by the siznature of His-
Majesty himself. In order that members
might thoroughly understand the situa-
tion lie would remind them that in 1903
Mr. C. J. Moran had moved a similar
motion. and with the permission of the
House e would vead a few lines from
Mr. Moran's speech as reported in Han-
sard.,  Mr. Moran said-—

“Last session a select committee con-
sisting of himself and members for the
Murehison (Mr. Nanson), the Swan
{Mr. Jacoby), the Greenough (Mr.
Stone), and Mount Margaret (Mr.
Taylor), was appointed to inquire into
the question of the allegzed wrongs of
AMrs, Tracev.  The result of the in-

Perth}
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gquiry was laid on the table of the
House, and the committee reported they
were of opinion that the lady had suf-
fered some wrong in ihe past and was
the victim of very unforiunate eireum-
~tances, and therefore was deserving of
some consideration.  The commitiee
¢came fo the conelusion that the best
thing to de was to ask the Government
to consider her case, and see whether
it would not be the best way ount of the
diticulty to provide her with counsel
g0 that her case mighi be reopened if
she thought fit. This was a case in-
.volving considerable property and all
the lady possessed; and it was not an
unknown cirenmstance for the Stale to
provide means by which the path of
justice might be re-opened to a litigant.
Phere was no need for him to do more
than move that, the report of the com-
mittee receive favourable consideration
at the hands of the Government. They
wonld probably inquire into the matter
through the Crown Law Department,
and probably the lady would be pro-
vided with counsel so that the case
might be re-opened. No doubt the
lady had suffered a loss, and it wonld
he very wrong to prevent her rase being
re-opened.”
It wounld be of interest to notice the pavt
the zentlemen eomprising that eommittee,
or su many of them <as were still in the
House, would play in the debate. Many
members of Parliament had promised the
old ady that when the malter was brougli
before Tarliament, they wonld not he
lacking in their desire to see justice done
to her. It wourld not be necessary to
traverse the whole history of the case. Tt
wag snfficient to know that {hose who had
gone thoroughly info it had come down to
ihe House with n veport favonrable to the
old tadv. Mrs. Tracey had been an old
pioneer, and was a very old West Aus-
tralian. haviug come to the couniry when
an infant.  She was now an old lady
baitling with the adversities of life. She
had played n verv important parf in the
building up of Western Australia. Hav-
ing no family. it wns aunite possible that
she was without friends. She had played
an important part in Western Australia
a= a narse when nurses were only ‘oo few
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in the State. She was familiar to all hon.
members, and when gazing upon her fur-
rowed cheek nune could help realising
thai she had reached her deelining years.
Something certainly should be donme for
her. Tf other Governments had failed
to diseharge a dnty towards one of the
citizens, it did not follow that the pre-
sent. Government. shonld do the same. It
was for the Government to say whether
they were going to do anything for this
old lady; and he intended that the mo-
tion shonld gu to the vote in order that
it might be demonstrated to Mrs. Tracey
once and for all what was her real posi-
tion. and whether or not she could expect
any consideration from the Government,
She had said she was not partieularly
ahxions for a compassionate allowance,
that all she wanted was justice. A nom-
ber of other hon. meémbers would be
speaking to the question, and perhaps
they would be able to throw even more
light wpon il. [t was a question de-
serving of ihe consideration of Parlia-
ment.” more especially when it was re-
membered that this old lady bad horme
the heat and burden of the day. She
had lived in the days when the conditions
of the Siate were very differeni, from
what they were to-day, and if any hon.
member would care to have half an hour’s
chat with her he would find that she could
give him a better idea of the conditions
of the past than was to be found in any
printed record. He intended to press
the motion to a division in order to indi-
cate to the eounfry how maembers felt on
this question. Probably it would be
found that a majority of hon. members
were of opinion that, justice bad nof been
meled out, and that Mrs. Tracey had not
received the eonsideration which shonid
have been hers.

Mr. Seaddan: Tell us something about
the case.

Mr. HARDWICK : The details he was
leaving to the Aitorney General, who ax
hon. members knew, had been a member
of the committee which had reporfed thar
they were of opinion that the lady had
suffered some wrong in the past, and was
the vietim of unforiunate circumstances,
and therefore. deserving of consideration.



1962

(Sitting suspended from 6.13 to 7.30
pom.}

Mr. HARDWICK: Apparently some-
one had purloined his notes duoring the
adjournment so as to prevent his speak-
ing further., However, the question must
be charaetevised as of importance, be-
cause the finaneial prospects of an indi-
vidual were concerned. Tt was a case of
penury for life, or a question of giving
eonsideration to one who had fought a
battie through life in her own cause.
- Whatever the opinion of members in re-
gard to that lady might be, they must
recognise in her character the trait of
persisteney in fighting her case. That trait
had won her many admirers through-
out the State. Men who came from the
backbloeks and listened to her orations
on the Fsplanade, felt ihat she laboured
under a genuine grievance, and that the
authorilies had been lacking in their de-
sire to do justice to her. In fighting her
ease she had spent a good deal of money.
It was to be remembered that her case
was decided in the days when the
law was not so well within the reach of
individuals as it was te-day, when the
profession, known as the legal fraternity,
were somewhat limited in numbers, and
fairly unanimous in opinion, It was not
always possible in those days to get the
standard of justice now attained, and
Mrs. Tracey was labouring under many
diffienlties in that direction, The Attor-
ney CGeneral and other members of the
seleet committee would  assuvedly en-
lighten the House on the subject.

Mr. ATONGER (York): The hon mem-
ber had left very litlle to add. except
that many of tliose who had watched the
career of this old lady held the opinion
that she was undoubtedly deserving of
some consideration at the hands of the
present Government. For yvears and years
past she had never lost an opportunity of
bringing her case under the notice of the
public and under the notice of Parlia-
wment, and the motion now moved by the
member for East Perth had heen sub-
mitted Lo Parliament year after year,
frequently moved early in the session and
from lime to time placed at the hottom
of the list. Tt was to he hoped that mem-

[ASSEMBLY.]

bers this evening would eome to an ah-
soluie and definile opinion as to whether
the old lady was deserving of the eon-
sideration to wlich a seleet commiitee
appointed to inquire inte her gmicvances
sone years ago thought she was entitled.
Among the memhers of that Commiftee
were the present Aitorney General. and
the members for Mount Margavet and
Swan. That committee thonght the old
lady had a fair and reasonable grievance
and they snbmiited that in their recpm-
mendation to the House, We would be
lacking in duty if we did not, even at the
eleventh hour, give the old lady ihat fair
and reasonahle recognition Parliament
had already approved of, Certainly from
a legal standpoint Mrs. Tracey had, no
legitimate elaim against Ihe Government,
but she was a woman who had horne- the
heal and burden of the Western Austra-
lian early days, and was deserving of
tair and reasonable consideration from
ns,  On aceount of the work Muvs. Tracev
had done 50 vears ago for the pinneers
of Western Australia, if for no other
reason, she was deserving of fair and
reasonable recognition. It gave him the
wreatest pleasure to second the mofion so
ably proposed hy the member for Easr
Perth, and he hoped hon. members would
at all events, show their appreciation ot
the c¢fforts of an old eitizeness by giving
her, at nll events. a fair vote this even-

ing.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
This matter was no new one to the House.
The lady who formed the subject of the
diseussion, referred ro by hon. members
as an old lady, might have been charae-
terised as a young lady when the matter
was first brought hefore Parliament, since
il was in 1589 that a select committee was
first nppointed to inquire into the griev-
ances of Mrs. Tvacey. That committee
reported heing unable to suggest any
means hy which Mrs. Tracey could be re-
lieved of the losses sustained hy her.
which lgsses were attributed to Mrs
Tracey’s desire to be at law and to im-
proper advice. Tater on a seleet com-
mitiee was appointed in 1902, and it re-
commended that the Government should
give consideration to the question of
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granting Mrs. Tracey some ecompassionate
allowance. That report was received and
read in 1902; and in the following year,
1903, a motion was broughbt forward that
the report of the select commiitee should
receive consideration. Of the two find-
ings of the select commitices, the one
that was adverse was reeeived, while the
one recommending the consideration of
the House was not accepted. Probably
many members were better posted in this
rather intricate case than he was. The
motion as submitted to the House was
that it was advisable that effect be given
to the recommendation of the seleet com-
mittee.

Mr. Draper: What was i£4

The PREMIER : The select committee
reported as follows:—

“Your commitiee have inquired info
the petition of Mys. Tracey and find:—
That the whole of the facts were ex-
haustively inqnired into by the select
commitfiee of Parliament in the year
1839, No new faets bearing on the case
can be elicited. The petitioner suffered
a great personal loss through processes
of law. Your committee are unable to
give any opinion concerning the legal
aspeet of the variond eases. Your com-
mitiee referred the whole matter to the
Crown Law officers and asked:—1,
Could Mrs. Tracey starl law proceed-
ings de novo. 2, Could she continue
any of the old suits to a higher tri-
bunal?  Both queries were answered
in the negative. In the one case she is
met by the answer of res judicata? In
the other case she is met by the answer
that the time for appeal has long since
expired. Considering the present posi-
tion of the petitioner and the remark-
able surroundings of the case, your com-
mittee recommend that the Government
should consider the question of making
lier a compassionate allowance.”

That report was signed by Mr. Moran whe
was chairman of the committee, When
the matter was brought bhefore the House
the then Premier (Sir Walter James)
stated that when members bore in mind
the fact that the case had been fully ar-
gued on all sides they could mot expect it
to be reopened. The member for Clare-
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mont at that time said it was necessary
that further information should be ob-
tained and Mr. Moran declared that he
wonld read up the history of the whole
case, and later on comment on it at length.
The matter was considered by sueceeding
Governments and a letter was written
doring 1905 that the then Government
could hold out no hope of Mrs. Tracey
receiving a compassionate allowance. As
a matter of fact an allowance was granted
to Mrs. Tracey during the period of the
Rason Government, and at the present
time this lady was receiving fifteen shil-
lings per week. To some extent therefore
the desires of the select eommittee had
been carried out, but whether it was an
equitable compassionate allowsnee or not
‘he (Mr. Moore) was not prepared to say.
Needless to say Mrs. Tracey considered
something more substanttal should be
pranted and it was for the House to say
whether they considered the small allow-
ance now granted to that lady should be
inereased or otherwise. The original pro-
posal last year was thalt another select
epmmittee should be appointed; the mo-
tion before the House at the present time
was that the report of the seleet committee
should receive favourable consideration. It
was understood from that, that the com-
passionate allowance which had heen
granted was not commensnrate with the
requirements of the lady.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mounk Margaret): A
select eommittee was appointed to deal
with this ease principally to see whether
by any means Mrs, Tracey’s case could be
reopened in the Supreme Court. It was
at that time the desire of the House that
a select committee should be appointed
to see whether that eould be done and to
recommend the Goverument to hear the
expense of such a Supreme Court action,
in order to enable the lady to pet what she
had been working for for many years,
namely, justice in the State. The select
committee found that they could not do
anything in the way indicated.  Afier
having had the hest of advice from the
Crown Law Department and after having
exawined the officers of that departmen:
the eommiilee found they were boand
at every stage by the statute of limita-
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tions. The case eould not therefore be
heard, and the committee mentioned that
fuet in its report. Having gone into the
cirenmstances, however, and taking into
consideration the time which had elapsed,
and the eondifions under which litigation
was earried on in this State at that time,
the committee was of opinion that this
person had suffered a great wrong, but
not at the hands of the State.

The Attoruey General: The report does
not diselose that.

My, TAYLOR : The eonnniliee could not
find that the State was responsible in any
way for the position in whieh Mrs. Tracey
was at the time, It was recognised she
was suffering a hardship, and in fairness
to the old lady, and considering her un-
blemished characler during her loug resi-
dence in the State, the conmittee recom-
mended 1he House to give her favourable
consideration in the way of a compassion-
ate allowanee. There may lhiave been some
amount suggested during the debate in the
Ionse, but it was so long ago that he
could not remember. At that time Mrs.
Tracev was not receiving anything from
the State, but two or three years after
that when he (M, Taylor) had the honour
to he Calonial Seeretary. Mus. Tracey was
living where she had been residing for
many years, in Stirling-street. Fler resi-
dence was a dilapidated old place and she
was paying a nominal rent for it, but
the Health Department condemned it and
shie was then eompelled to appeal to the
Government for some assistance in the
way of charity. He then in the ordinary
way authorised Mr. Longmore, Superin-
tendent of the Charities Deparément, to
make Mrs. Tracey an allowance of 10s.
per week. That, however, was not in any
way in accordance with any motion of
Parliament, Later on the amount was in.
creased by a succeeding Government to
155. a week. At that time Mrs. Tracey
was in very poor circurnstances. The pay-
ment which she was receiving should not
in any way influence any action which
niembers might feel disposed to take at
the present time. Mrs, Tracey’s case was
worthy of some consideration.

Mr. Hejtmann : On what grounds?

Mr. TAYLOR: On the grounds of the
freatraent she had received. It was the
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duty of the State to proiect its citizens
and at the time Mrs. Tracey snffered her
wrongs af the hands of the legal frater-
nity, according to the member for East
Perth, who was a resident of the State at
the time, things were done in rather a slip-
shod manner, and the justice which we
were in the habit of receiving to-day was
not 50 closely observed at thai time.

Mr. Heitmann : The samne thing happens
to-day.

Mr, TAYLOR: Then it was not right,
and Parliament would be aeting humanely
and charitably to Mrs. Tracey if they
made her a grant which would keep pov-
erty away from her door for the remain-
der of her life. She was an old lady now,
and perhaps had not many more years to
live. The House would act wisely not
only by carrying the motion but in giving
an indication to the Government that this
lady should receive something which would
keep her in fairly comfortable circam-
stanees.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
J. . Nauson) :  If the member for East
Perth had not mentioned the fact,
it would have eseaped his (the
Attorney General's), recollection that he
had received the honourable but unsolicited
appointment to serve upon a select com-
mittee to inquire into the eclaims and
grievances of Mrs. Tracey. He had to
plead guilty to not having attended any
siftings of that committee and there-
fore could nol speak with that know-
ledge of the inner details that was
possessed by the member for Mt.Margaret.
He supposed he was bound to accept
some sort of viearious responsibility for
the report isened by that committee. It
was therefore with a considerable amount
of relief that he found there was nothing
in the repert to which he could take ex-
ception; nothing that the present or any
other Government eould be blamed for.
He found that Mrs. Tracey's case had
been the subjeet of inquiry by a previous
select eommittee so far back as the year
1889, and that committee reported being
unable to sanggest any means hy which
Mrs. Tracey could be relieved of the loss
which she had sustained; and that com-
mittee had attributed that loss to a de-
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sire to defeat the law, and to having re-
<eived improper legal advice. Mrs.
Tracey was one of those people, not un-
common in any community, who thought
they had a case which would enable them
to acquire some modicum of this world’s
wealth, and baving gone into the Courts
experienced disappointment. The latter
committee dealt with this matter when he
{the Aitorney General) oecupied a posi-
tion of greater freedom and less respon-
sibility, ‘This committee reported that
they were unable to elicit any new facts
bearing on the ease. They did not report
that the petitioner had suffered any grave
wrong, or indeed that she had suffered
any wrong at all, but they pointed out
that she had suffered great personal loss
through process of law. And the commit-
lee having discovered that this good lady
had had this unfortunate experience, re-
ferred the whole matter to the Crown Law
officers, aud the Crown Law officers re-
ported that so far as legal remedies were
coneerned, Mrs, Tracey had exhausted
these. Her particular grievance had heen
adjudicated upon, the time for appeal had
expired, and the matter could not be re-
opened in any Court of law. That finish-
ed the faets of the case as far as they
were elicited by the select commiltee of
1902, and as they were reported upon by
that committee. Now we came to the im-
portant part of the report and that was
the recommendation. He was bound to
confess the recommendation was of a
somewhat non-committal character., He
conld not say at this long distance of
time wheiher any individual member of
the eommittee was responsible more than
another for the non-committal character
of the report. As far as his recollection
of the then member for West Perth was
concerned he could believe his Hibernian
sympathies readily went out to any lady
in distress, and if he could by straining
the strict letter of the law or equity have
latd before the House a recommendation
very much stronger than the one contain-
ed in the report of that select committee
no doubt he would have done so. But
her¢ we had this gentleman, warm-
hearted, with Hibernian sympathies, who
was unable to do more than to state thai
considering the present position of the
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petitioner and the remarkable surround-
ings of the case, the committee recom-
mended that the Government should con-
sider the question of making Mrs. Traecy
a compassionate allowance. That report
did not mention any definite sum. It was
open to the then Giovernment, or any suc-
ceeding Government, either to disregard
the veport altogetber, to pay Mrs. Tracey
a lump sum, or perhaps what, if it were
desired to extend consideration to her,
was the wisest course of all, to pay her a
pension whieh, while not raising her to a
condition of affiuence, would secure her
against a condition of absolute penury
tor the rest of her days. The James Gov-
ernment took no action. Sir Walter James
who was the then Premier bad inquired
exhaustively into Mrs. Tracey’s case. It
had come before him in varions ways, and
he was in a good position to judge, and
acting from a strong sense of justice he
came to the conclusion that the case was
one in which the bounty of the Crown
should not he extended. However, an-
other Government ¢ame into power hav-
ing as its Premier the member for Subi-
aeo, and that Government did extend to
Mrs. Tracey some measure of considera-
tion, giving her an allowanee of 10s. per
week. In the usnal order that Govern-
ment was succeeded by another Govern-
menf, and when the Rason Government
came into office Mrs. Tracey not satisfied
with the 10s. a week she was receiving
from the bounty of the Government ap-
proached the Rason Government and sue-
ceeded in gelting that amount in¢reased
by 50 per cent. That he understood was
where the matter remained at the present
day. Mrs. Tracey was getting something
like 15s. a week at the present time. Tt
could not be said that the report of the
seleet committee of 1902 had been alto-
gether disregarded. Considering the in-
definite character of that report, how the
members of that commitiee refrained
from committing themselves to any de-
finite opinion, it might well be argued
that Mrs. Tracey received quite as much
consideration as the Government were
justified in giving to her. If the House
wished to go further, it was not a ques-
tion on which the Government felt very
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=trongly, it was a matter which we were
willing to leave in the hands of
" the House. This lady’s case had been be-
fore a great variety of Premiers and a
eonsiderable variety of other people. It
had heen before not only the Parliament,
but Judges and olficers of the Crown Law
Departwent. The acting Chief Justice,
he understood, had gone very earefnlly in-
to the case, and the Crown Solicitor, Mr.
Barker, went into the matter and report-
ed that the case was hopeless from a legal
peint of view, and he further expressed
the opinion that the papers did not make
out a case for treatment that other snitors
should not receive. It seemed a some-
what dangereus prineiple if the House
was going to lay down that suitors whao
failed in the law courts should come to
Parliament and receive eonsideration be-
cause of their failure. He did not know
if Mrs. Tracey should receive further
consideration than what she was already
receiving, and if so be very much doubted
whether it would be due so much to any
faets in her pmticular ease, as to the ad-
miration which hon. members might have
for the remarkable pertinacity to which
the member for East Perth alluded. One
eould not but admire a lady who had for
years past approached politicians and
members of Parliament, and having lis-
tened to their honeyed speeches which did
not materialise into anything very satis-
factory in Mws. Tracey’s claims, afrer
some 20 years of this experience she
should stil sufficiently retain her faith in
human nature to pursue the same old
course, and obtain the hearing of men-
bers of Parliament, and so invoke the
chivalry of the member for East Perth
to secure a revival of this long standing
case. The matter was in the hands of
members. He asked them to bear this
fact in mind; if we were to reward the
remarkable pertinacity of this lady it
might resnlt in a very short time in bring-
ing up other disappointed litigants show-
ing pertinacity, perhaps mot equal to
Mrs. Tracey, but similar to it. The case
had received the investigation of abse-
lutely impartial persons other tham poli-
ticians, and if members felt they could
afford to be eharitable with the public
funds—and he did not knew why they
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should be charitable with the publiec funds
—unless they felt as trustees for the pub-
lic they were justified in increasing the
amount of allowance already given, he
thought they would be wise to be
guided by the impartial opinion of men
like the Crown Law officers and other
public servants who had considered the
case, and decided ihat the Government
had done as much as could be done, and
{that now this case should be regarded
as elosed for all time.

Alr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): What
would he the position if the motion were
carried?

The Attornev General: There would
he no result, We have already given
effeet to it.

My, UNDERWOOD: Mrs. Tracey was
being very fairly treated now? If the
mation were defeated it might be con-
sidered that the compassionate allowance
she was receiving should be taken from
her, as it was a direetion from this House
not to continue it; still, if a motion were
carried, wonld the Government take it as
an instruetion that the allowance shonld
be raised?

The Attorney General: No.

Mr, TXDERWOOD: There shonld be
a definite statement on the matter. He
would like to say that the diseussion of
such important questions as this at length
made one have a very high appreciation
of the privilege of having a private mem-
hers’ night tn this Chamber.

Mr. COLLIER (Bonlder): As one of
those members who eame into {he House
in recent vezrs. and not baving had the
opportunity of beeoming acquainted with
the merits of the case, be thought the Gov-
ernment should have takenm up a definite
attitude on the guestion. They might have
stated that they did not think Mrs. Tracey
was entitled to any inereased allowance
to that she was now receiving. Person-
ally, he was unable to decide whether Mis.
Tracey was entitled to anything at all.
No member who had spoken had given
any information. The member for East
Perth dealt with the matter more or less
sentimentally, but he gave no information
to members.

Mr. Butcher: There is the report of
the select committee.
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Mr. COLLIER: What did the member
for East Perth desire? 1f the House were
going to consider the claims of every dis-
appointed litigant, of everyone who had
exhausted the process of the eourts of the
State and had been defeated, where was
it going to end? The whole time of Par-
liament would be taken up in dealing
with sueh cases. The law having decided
that Mrs. Tracey had no legal claim, and
the various Governments, and wembers
who had inquired into the matter having
heen unable to show that she really was
entitled to compensation, surely the case
shouldd not receive further consideration.
He would not vote for a motion to in-
crease the allowance. He would not like
to see the old lady thrown on the world
without means of living, but the amount
she was now receiving, 15s, a week, wonld
enable her to live in fairly decent circum-
stances.  Mrs. Tracey had heen fairly
treated and no inerease should be granted.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill}: The mem-
bers for Pilbara and Boulder had, to a
certain extent, stated his position with ve-
card to the matter. He had no desire to
see the present allowance tasken away,
but he was satisfied that if a proposal
to vive her a lump sum were carried it
would place her in a worse position than
now, when she was receiving 15s. a week.
The most she could expect would be a
Iump sum of £100, but the allowance
wonld be of mueh greater benefit to her
than that sum., He would, therefore,
move an amendment—

That the following words be added

1o the mation —" By the continuation of

the present allowance made to that

lady.”

Mr. HEITMANN (Cue) seconded.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray) : It appeared
that Mrs. Tracey was receiving 19s. a
week, but she now desired to receive a
larger grant, or a lump sum, and so ex-
tineuish her claim altogether. If she were
to ba paid a lanp sum she might be soon
in a position to receive the old age
pension provided hy_the Commonwealth.
So long as she received the 15s. a week
she could not get that. His acquaintance
with the lady dated some 20 years, and he
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remembered the version of the case which
she put forward then, and had distinet re-
collections of severz! oceasions when the
matter came up before Parliament. If,
when the question was first brought be-
fore the Honse, a lump snm had been
granted much more than that amount
would have been saved owing to the waste
of tirne being prevented.  Either she
should be piven a Inmp sum, have her
weekly pay inereased, or have it taken
away altogether. The last would not be
a fair proposition. If he were Mns.
Tracey he would try and get the lump
sum and subseqnently apply for an old-
age pension, i

Mr. ANGWIN (East Premantle} There
was not mueh chance of Mrs. Tracey get-
ting the old age pension; it was difficult
for anyone to get it, and he knew the-
case of a man 9¢ vears of age, a pioneer
of the State, who spent years in the
North-West. The Government used to
grant bim 10s. a week and rations, but
when he applied for the old age pension
the sum was reduced to 7s. a week with-
out rations. The Government, however,
he was glad to say, paid the man the ad-
ditional three shillings and gave him
rations. Mrs. Tracey's case deserved
some eonsideration in order that it might
be got rid of at once and for ever. Some
members thounght 15s. a week would be

_sufficient to keep any person, but he did

not Lelieve that, for anyone who received
that sum only would have to pay it all
away in rent and ralions and would be
compelled to beg for clothes. There was
no doubt that the idea of the mover was
to get the allowance increased, for
had not that been the ease the molion
would never have been hrought forward.
Mr. GOURLEY moved—

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion negatived.

Mr. HEITMANN (Cue): From what
could he learned there was nothing to show
timat this lady bad any claim whatever
upon the funds of the Stafe.

Mr. Horan: That is admitted.

Mr. HEITMANN: If the State were
to grant every old resident 15s. or a
pound a week, and he was not saying for
a moment they were not deserving of it,.
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the country would have to go in for a
different scheme of old age pensions.
Mrs. Tracey had stuck fo the, case for
years past, and had now forced a mem-
ber to bring it before the House for the
second or third oecasion; butf on no occa-
sion had a case been made out warrant-
ing any consideration being given to her,
True, the Government granted a compas.
sionate allowance of 15s. a week, and
while admitting thai that was not a very
grand living, still, in his opinion, the old
lady was very fortunate in having a kind-
hearted Government to grant her that
amount. While he would be prepared to
do all he lawfully could for her, still, if
the State were to adopt this practice of
assisting those who had been through the
courts and had been compelled to pay
law expenses, there was no knowing
where it wwould end. Personally, he was
involved in law expenses, but he would
nol go to the State to pay them. He
would certainly oppose the motion if it
was intended to ask the Government to
inerease the amount from fifteen shillings
a week.

Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): Having
heard the report of the select commitiee
appointed to inquire into the question,
and having heard the speech made by
Mr. Moran, and having again heard the
member for East Perth, he tound himself

in agreemeni with the last hon. member -

who had spoken. At no time had he
heard any reasonable grounds why the
Government should be asked to give any-
thing in the nature of a ecompassionate
allowance towards this petitioner. Pos-
sibly the old lady bhad grievances, but
were they grievances against the Crown?
If not, why sheuld the taxpayers be called
upon to grant a compassionate allowance?
1f it were understood that one person
injured by aobother person had such a
claim upon the Government, then it
would be well to publish it far and wide,
in order that all those who might be
“rooked” by lawyers would come to the
Government for their compassionate al-
lowances. There were many who had had
experience of going to law, and who had
lived to regret it. - Unfortunately hon.
members were here to make the laws but
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made them in suech a fashion that only
the lawyers understood them.

Mr. Heitmann:
stand them.

They do not under-

Mr. George: They understand them
sufficiently well to get costs out of them.

Mr. SCADDAN: In the past the Gov-
ernment had been fairly generous towards
this old lady. It was not that she could
live in affiuence on fifteen shillings a week,
but the point was that there was no obli-
gation on the Government to do anything
at all for ber. There were many other
old people in the State just as well en-
titled to consideration, but who never ap-
proached anybody in conneetion with their
grievances.  All they could obtain was
the amount the Commonwealth Govern-
ment saw fit to allot them as old-age
pensions.  Hon. members ought not to
say that in order to get rid of this old
lady’s importunity a lump sum should be
granted to her. ‘Hon. members were the
trustees of the public funds and should
not be intimidated by this old lady. For
his part he was afraid of no man and of
very few women. It was not at all cer-
tain that the member for East Perth had
been at all anxious to bring this ease for-
ward. It would seem as though he had
had to he whigped up to if. At all events
he had not given the House any informa-
tion with repard to the case. The Crown
had given this old lady all the assistance
that could possibly be expected of the
Crown, and there was no further obliga-
tion on the Crown. He was going to
support the amendment. The Govern-
ment had been generous towards this old
lady and she ought, to be given to under-
stand that members were of opinion that
already more had been done than could
reasonably have been expected.

Mr. BUTCHER (Gascoyne): The ac-
tion of the member for East Perth in
bringing this motion before the Honse
was one to oc¢casion extreme surprise.
TWhat could the hon. member's object
bave been, and what_ was he asking for?
The bon. member had asked that effect
chould be given to the recommendation
of the select committee which had in-
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quired into the case. That recommenda-
tion was as follows:—

“Considering the present position of
the petitioner and the remarkable sur-
roundings of the ease, your committee
recommend that the Government should
consider the question of making her a
small eompassionate allowance.”

Apparently the committee had ignored
altogether the elaims of Mrs. Tracey on
the Government. They had not for one
moment suggested that the Government
werg responsible for the extraordinary
surroundings of the ease; they had re-
commended consideration of the question
of a small, compassionate, charitable al-
lowanee. The House was not justified in
going further into the matter. This ques-
tion had been brought before the House
every session during the last ten years.
It had become monotonous and had de-
generated into a source of wasting time.
It was just about time the matter was
dropped altogether. The Government
had done everything which had been re-
commended to it by the committee.
Amendment put and passed.

Mr. HARDWICK (in reply): The
main question wonld have to be taken to
a vote, because he had had the assurance
of the lady that she had a hugh majority
in her favour.

Mr. Seaddan: It must be oulside.

Mr. HARDWICK : It was'to be hoped
that hon. members who had voted for the
amendment had not, been led away by the
brilliant speech of the member for Gas-
coyne. In following up this question he
(Mv, Hardwick) had started from the re-
sult of the deiiberations of the select
committee appointed to investigate the
ease and which had sat some seven years
ago. He had fully expected that those
champions who had {aken part on that
commiltee would have come to his assist-
ance to-night; but with the exeeption of
the member for Monnt Margaret, who
had made a very good speech on the ques-
tion and pointed ont some faets hitherto
vnknown to the House, those hon. mem-
bers had failed him. To be consistent
with tbeir previous records they shonld
have assisted him to carry this motion.
However, as it appeared to be the desire
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of the House that this question should

now be dropped he would say no more.
Question as amended put and passed.
Resolved, that motions be eontinued.

PAPERS—ELECTORAL OFFICE
APPOINTMENT.

Mr. ANGWIN  (East

moved —

That all papers relating to the ap-
pointment of chief clerk, Electoral
Office, Perth, and registrar for West
Province, ete., be laid on the Table of
the House,

The motion was for the purpose of seeing
what steps were taken in regard to the ap-
pointment of this officer. When, last year,
an appointment of a high official had been
under ¢onsideration he (Mr. Angwin) had
taken the stand that a senior officer who
was qualified to earry out the dunties of
a superior vaeaney shonld be promoted to
that vacaney. In this case he believed a
junior officer had been appointed to this
position when there was a senior officer in
the department ecapable of carrying ont
these duties. It appeared that the old sys-
tem was in vogne, namely, that the officer
who was continnally at the elbow of his
chief stood the best chanee of promotion,
The chief knew his work and iherefore
took steps by which the officer was pro-
moted over the heads of senior officers
fully qualified for the work who were not
iminediately and at all times in the pres-
ence of the chief. For this reason he
moved for the papers.
Question put and passed.

Fremantle )

MOTION-—CO-OPERATION AMONG
PRODUCERS.
Mr. BUTCHER (Gascoyne) moved—
That, in the opinion of this House,
the best interests of the country would
be aided were the policy of co-operation
among producers definitely recognised by
Parliament and advocated by the Gov-
ernment.
He said: I feel certain every member
will agree that the present Government
have shown a very earnest desire to further
the very best interests of the agrienlturists
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by their land policy; but might we not
go a little further and ask that the Gov-
ernment shonld foster the prineciples of
joint action among agriculturists so that
they would have a voice in the marketing,
handling and disposal of their produce?
It is eclaimed that eo-operation is praeti-
ally a huge monopoly, or may be one; but
I would not advocate a monopoly of any
description, A monopoly of capitalists is
equally as dangerous to a community as
a monopoly of workers. I am fully justi-
fied in this remark by the action taken by
the President of the United States against
the huge monopolies and trusts they have
had for so many years in the United
States to the detriment of the people. Also
the monopolies brought abhout by thepower
of unions in the other States, which we see
are using their power to the deiriment of
a very large portion of the community,
justify my remarking that any monopoly
brought about by co-operation is a menace
o the community whether it be of eapita-
lists or workers. The course I desire to
pursue is neither of these I have just re-
marked on, bat is a neutral course, the
course of c¢o-operation that is always ad-
vocated by Parliament and recognised by
the Government. Monopolies, as they may
be termed, of this nature are so restricted
by the hands of the Government and by
Parliament behind the Government that
they cannot at any time be a menace to
the community at large. Almost every
industry 1hroughout Australia has to a
certain extent a society, an association, or
a combination, with the exception of the
agricultarists, and I think this exception
is confined principally to Western Austira-
lia. I feel sure, and the agriculturisis
here will agree with e, when I say that
the agriculturists of Western Australia
are suffering very considerably to-day
from their lack of organisation, or throngh
not being organised at all. I do not ad-
vocate they should organise so as to be-
eome a source of danger to the commu-
nity, beeause if they were to handle the
produets in such a way as to become a
source of danger {0 the community they
would be as bad as the monopolists I have
spoken of. But with the recognition of
Parliament and the assistance of the Go-
vernment that would never take place.
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This assistance would enable the producers
to have control, to a certain extent, of
the marketing of their produce so as to
receive thereby 2 fair remuneration for
their labours, and it would prevent the
middleman or some other person from ex-
ploiting their produets and making a huge
sum out of them, to which sum, I econtend,
the produeer is the man most entitled. In
submitting this motion I hope it will be
recognised my intention is not to do other
than a fair thing to the producer and the
consumer. During the last few years we
have had the details of a monopoly which
exists in the State, and is known as the
meat ring. There was a Royal Commis-
sion appointed to go into the matter, and
I think they did their duty.

Mr. George: Did they prove there was
a meat ring?

Mr. BUTCHER: I think they success-
fully proved there was a meat ring, and
they successfully proved the publie suf-
fered very considerably by the existence
of that meat ring. If the Government
would, assist co-operation among the pro-
ducers by establishing sale yards and
freezing works and abattoirs, while keep-
ing a eoutrolling hand over the work to a
great extent—Ilet that control be ever so
strong, I do not mind—I say unhesitat-
ingly it would have the effect of giving
a fair price to the producer and of re-
ducing the price, taking the present basis,
to the consumer. It would mean greater
eonsumption of the article or commodity;
and that eertainly must be of advantage
fo the community; and al all times it
would effectually prevent the matter be-
eoming a monopoly or danger to the eom-
munity. A motion was moved in the
House a little while ago urging the Gov-
ernment to establish the State manufae-
ture of machinery. I could pot follow
the hon. members who supported that al-
together; but I say that should the Gov-
ernment assist a co-pperation with that
object in view, it would be in the best in-
terests of the manufacturer and certainly
of the worker and of the community gen-
erally. What I want to do is to avoid
the Siate having absolute control over
these matters, as it might possibly hap-
pen at some time or another that in-
fluence might he brought to bear to have



{8 Drcemerr, 1909.]

a detrimental effect on the producer,
directly or indirectly; but if the Govern-
ment were to assist a eo-operation, by the
very fact of giving assistance they would
get the controlling hand and have in-
fluence over the workers and the co-
operation. [t would be in the best in-
terests of the State if sueh a state of
affairs were brought about.

Mr. Secaddan: The Government gener-
ally hand the worker over io the em-
ployer.

Mvr. BUTCHER: With the House con-
stituted as it is now there is not the
slightest danger of the worker suffering
at the hands of the Government; nor is
there any such danger in a purely co-
operative system, even without assistance
piven to it by the Government, in the
present state of affairs. I want to see a
fair thing to both parties. We are all
workers, we all have to work, and we
wanf to eontinne working, T want {o see
every worker from the lowest to the high-
esi, wherever he is a worker, getting the
greatest possible benefit from his labours.

Mr. Seaddan: And to keep him a
worker.

Mr. BUTCHER: A man will get be-
yond that in a very shovt time if he is a
‘worker. .

Mr. Seaddan: And then every man
will have to work instead of riding around
in motor ears,

Alr. BUTCHER : If they want to ride
in motor cars they can do so. If a man
has determination and braings he can
start to work at 10s. a week and in a few
vears will be driving a motor ear, and his
own at that. T worked for £1 a week and
bad to find myself in the necessaries of
life, T had to fight my own way. I had
not the members of an organisation to
say that I should get 8s. a day for eight
hours’ work, else I would have been in a
very mueh better position to-day.

Mr. Scaddan: You are living on other
workers, and youn cannot deny it.

Mr. SPEAKER:; Order.

Mr. Bolton: Look at the land youn got.

Mr. BUTCHER: T have not purchased
a piece of land from the Government. I
hold a pastoral lease which I bought from
somehbody else. 1 am ocenpying it now.
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So far as agrieultural land is concerned,
I have not taken up a piece of land from
the Government.

Mr. Bolton: Could T get the same pro-
perty as you got?

Me.BUTCHER : 1f you have the brains
and the money, and if yon have the brains
you will get the money, but if you have
not the brains you will never get it, and
you will be a member of Parliament all
your life. However, T regret the hon.
member takes exception to my remarks.
I am trying to do the best T possibly eau
for the workers of the State as well as
the producuers, but it seemus to me that
any man who gets up in the House, if
he does not happen to be a direet Labour
representalive, is considered to be usarp-
ing the rights of hon. members of the
Opposition if he ehampions the canse of
the workers of the State: he is supposed
to have no right to do it. I have just as
much right to look after the labouring
man in this State as to look after any
other elass, and I am going to do it as
long as I am in the House, and whenever
I have an opportunity of doing it. I
consider I am doing my duty to the coun-
try and to the working man and every-
one else when I am speaking on this sub-
jeet, and T will continue doing if on every
opportunity when T consider the interests
of the workers are affected. Tn the Vie-
toria distriet there is a farmers’' assoeia-
tion. Tt is unable to earry on. I believe
the Government have gone 1o large ex-
pense building a grain shed at Geraldton
to assist the farmers to store their wheat,
and to save the expense of storing on the
jetties or in private warehouses, but I
believe that they want to hand this shed
over to the Railway Department. If that
should happen I eannot say that the
producer’s interests will be served. Why
should not the Government hand over
this shed to the association of farmers or
producers and allow them fo have full
and entire eontrol over the shed? In that
case the Government wonld be assisting
the farmers’ association and deing a
good thing to all parties econcerned.
Some time ago there was talk of the
Government starting a Stale flour mill.
In this case also I advocate that the
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Government should assist in some way
4 co-operation with that ohject. It would
answer the purpose hon. members wish
in having State contrel over the mill; but
it would not be altogether a State con-
trolled mill; it would only he assistance
to co-operation. There is another item
in whieh the producers of the State are
suffering considerably, that is from want
of a cbaff market. Members who have
had anything. to do with the production
of chaff will know that the farmers are
entirely in the hands of the Railway De.
partment, The chaff is sent down in large
consignments and auctioned in the rail-
way yards, and the very faet of there
being a charge for demurrage on truecks
kept for a certain length of time is a
means of foreing the sales. Ti puts the
purchasers in a position of knowing that
the producer has to sell. Consequently
the price suffers and the chaff is not sold
at its full value. If the Government
would do something towards having a
place where the unsold chaff could be
stored at a low rate it would mean giving
the producer very much hetter prices for
the chaff than he now receives. Co-
operation would soon spring up if these
opportunities were offered. There would
be co-operation of farmers, or some
organisation of that deseription to deal
with chaff. [t only wants this House to
announce such a thing and the Govern-
ment to advoeate it, and we will have this
co-operation springing up in all diree-
tions, which must he to the interests
of the community. In submitting this
motion 1 say in all eonfidence that the
more rational members of the House will
realise that my desire is an honest one,
thal it is onlv to assist production from
the soil, and assist the labourer who is
prineipally concerned in that production,
and I hope ihe House will give me eredit
for that and that only.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill}: I intend {o
support the motion moved by the lon,
member, and to give the proposition eon-
tained in it my eordial endorsement. As
far as the motion is concerned, while it
-calls upon Parliament and the Govern-
ment to approve, or recognise a policy of
-eo-operation. I would like to point ont te
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the hon. member who has moved it that
there is very little that the State can do,
or the Parliament can do, other than has
been done already by past Parliaments.
Some time ago, I think it was in 1902 oy
1903, the Honse carried a Bill providing
for the registration of eco-operative and
provident societies.

Mr. Angwin: That did not provide for
loans from the Government.

Mr, BATH: The Act permits all these
societies being registered under their sim-
ple rules, and give them the status which
large companies and corporations en-
Jjoy on muclh cheaper lerms. Apart from
that 1 would impress npon the hon. mem-
ber that co-operation is essentially a mave-
ment for those who are co-operative. [t
is esentially a movement for mutual help
amongst sections of the people, and that
heing se, before co-operation ean secure
sneeess amongst any hody of people. the
principle has to be recognised, and they
have to be educated up to the advantages
of co-operation. The member for Gas-
coyne altogether fails to appreciate the
underlying principle of co-operation, when
he imagines that for one moment it ean be
associated with monopoly. Co-cperation
rightly understood, understooed in the
terms under which the co-operation move-
ment is run in the old country to-day, is
as far apart from monopoly as the North
Pole is from the South, and it is for the
purpose of deing away with monopoly, for
the purpose of removing the depredations
of monopolists, made upon produneers and
consumers alike, that the eco-operative
movement has sprung up in the old eoun-
try. That movement owes its origin to
men who were oeeupying a humble sphere
in life away back in the forties, and it
was only beeaunse those men, humhle as
they were, had some insight into the evils
which were affecting them that they were
enabled to establish it on a firm basis.
Thev started with a eapital of £28: to-day,
out of that germ, we have a movement
which has a turmover of 112 millions and
distributes amongst the co-operators pro-
fits amounting to 12 millions annually. It
is trne that the movement has been most
successful on the side of distribution. that
is in retailing produets. and also in deal-
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ing with them in a wholesale way, but the
reason that it bas not attained te such a
great degree of success on the production
side is because the producers have not been
edueated to the advantage as the con-
sumers have; who have been hrought to
gether in large numbers, and have bheen
associated in large eentres of population,
and one of the great features of the co-
operative movement has been a determina-
tion hy educational propaganda methods to
spread light amangst the consuming pop-
ulation of the old country. On the other
hand. the producers not having oppor-
tunities for coming together in the same
way as the consnmers, have not realised
the advantage, but I am glad to say in
the United Kingdom to-day, productive
co-operation is making very substantial
strides. There is a very great increase in
the husiness and also in the profits, and 1
am hopeful that within 10 years we will
find produetive co-operation taking a
worthy place alongside distributing eo-
aperation.

Mr. Jacoby: What form is it taking in
the Tnited Kingdom?

Mr. BATH: The stimulus to co-opera-
five production in fhe old eountry has
been given by the operation of soeieties
variously called agricultural societies, and
agricaltural development societies, but
whase main objeet is to give en-
couragement to agricultural produetion,
and, as a matter of fact, side by
side with the movement for
encouraging the prineiple of small hold-
ings in the old country, we have these
societies trying to teach small holders how
they can make their small areas produe-
tive by joining logether in eco-operative
societies in order to secure the best pos-
sible markets, free, as far as possible, from
the intervention of the middleman, and to
secure, as the hon. member has said, as
near as possible the full product of their
labour. On the Continent of Europe pro-
duetive co-operation has reached very
great limits indeed. The butter industry
in Denmark has heen built up almost en-
tirely on co-operative effort, and it is be-
cause of that co-operahive effort that Den-
mark is able to pour a large amount of
hutter into England as she is doing to-day.
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Throughout TFrance, Belgiom, Austria,
and Ttaly we have co-operative societies,
which T believe in the tota! do a business
approximating 50 million pounds annu-
ally, and while we in Australia have our
banks 1run by the State, the agrienltural
banks of those countries are run by those
co-operative societies, and bhave attained
a high degree of success. In order to give
hon. members an illustration of what is
being done on the Continent with regard
to co-operation, [ need only refer to one
illustration whieh, no doubt, is one of
many, to show the good results that follow
from the adoption of this principle. I
have here a work, Co-operative Indus-
try, by Ernest Aves, who came out 1o
Australia lately to inquire into industral
eonditions, and who has taken a great in-
terest in co-operative effort. His work,
however, is not as comprehensive as IToly-
cak’s History of Co-operation. but it gives
many facts dealing with co-operation
which .are not in Holyoak’s work. One
illustration I might quote is as follows: —

“A TFlemish farmer at Goor went one
day to the curé of the parish, M. PAbhé
Mellaerts, and spoke to him abont the
poor quality of his wheat crop. The
curé had studied botany and kindred
subjects al his seminary; he had es-
pecially followed up the subject of
chemical manures, and he had made ex-
periments on his own aceount in the
garden of his house. So he asked the
farmer, ‘If I tell vou of a remedy, will
you use it? ‘If it is pot too dear,
was the reply. When the fiarmer called
again the abbé gave him a sack con-
taining 25 kilogrammes of chemical
manure. The farmer was reluctant to
take it. He had no confidence in such
manure as that beecause it did not
smell strong enough. RBut he was in-
duced to try it as an experiment, and
he used it to grow some potaftoes. with
such excellent resnlts that he went to
the curé for more. Then several of his
neighbours wanted supplies as well
Meanwhile the curé had been reading
of what the peasants along the Rhine
bhad done in the way of forming com-
binations for the joint purchase of ag-
rienltural necessaries, and he ecalled &
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conference of members of his flock to
consider the adoption of a like scheme
for Goor. His parishioners had no
great faith in the proposal, but seven
of them put their names down as mem-
‘bers of a Peasants’ Guild, just to please
bhim. They soon found, however, that
they could get their supples cheaper
and of a better quality through tle
Guild than they eould individually, and
thereupon more members joined. With-
4n a year the Guild consisted of 100
farmers. Considerations of health
then compelled M. Mellaerts to remove
to Louvain, where he became an active
writer on agrienltural combination. A
conferenee of agrienlturists at Louvain,
organised by M. Mellaerts and others,
followed in July, 1890, when it was de-
cided that there ought to be in every
commune in the province an agrienl-
tural association similar to the one at
Goor, and that when formed, all of
them shounld be connected with one een-
tral body. By the following year there
were 39 local associations of different
kinds ready for incorporation into an
organisation to which the name of
‘Boerenbond’ was given. By 1893 the
number of affiliated associations in the
federation was 130. In 1897 the total
increased to 380, and in 1900 to 450,
representing upward of 26,000 mem-
bers, and covering the provineces of
Anfwerp, Brabant, and Limbourg. The
federation publishes a monthly agricul-
tural review, holds innumerable con-
ferences and periodical meetings, eon-
ducts experimental fields, has a central
office from which a vast amount of gra-
tuitous practical advice is given, exer-
cises a useful inflnence in regard to
legislation affecting agricunlture, and
carries on =0 big a business in groupiog
the orders of the loeal associations that
it has organised a separate section for
each commodity, set up a mill of its
own for the preparation of feeding-
stuffs, and established a wholesale ware-
house of substantial proportions in the
city of Antwerp—all this being done
in a little more than a dozen years.
To the original founder of this great
federation is further due the infroduc-
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tion and popularisation in Belgium of
Raiffeisen agrienltaral eredit banks, of
which there are elose on 200, with
about 10,000 members, in direct con-
nection with the Boerenbond alone.”
That shows what can be done as a resuit
of the wise propaganda of one who is
interested in the subject and who under-
stands it. By his influence we see that
from small heginnings the association has
spread until it embraces a wide area, and

.what is true of Belgium is true of other

European countries. Even Ireland, dis-
tressed Ireland, iz showing the way to
other parts of the United Kingdom with
regard to co-operation. They have found
that they have faeilities there which. if
properly utilised. will enable them to se-
cure some of the trade in butter which,
at present, goes to Denmark, and one has
only to look on the details giving the in-
crease in co-operative effort in Ireland to
understand that it is making great strides
vear by year. We find from the smaliest
heginnings in Ireland they are reaching
to a very prominent position to-day. And
with the assistance which is pow rendered
by agricultural societies, and more par-
tienlarly by propagandists who go from
centre to centre giving information in re-
gard to co-operation, they have established
it on a firm foundation, and were it not
for the fact that private railwavs in Ire-
land involve more cost to the producer
to earry his butter from his farm to the
market than it costs to bring it from
Denmark, they would be making more
rapid strides than at the present Hme.
They are handicapped by the monopoly
of private railways, and they are trying
to seenre some mitigation of that evil in
order that eo-operation might give better
results than at present. We find the to-
operation principle also in Australia,
where those who understand the subject
have made a very great suceess of pro-
duetive co-operation. In Victoria we
have the butter industry very largely
carried on hy co-operative societies, and
in the northem rivers of New South
Wales they have one of the strongest of
these eco-operative societies. They have
established a butfer factory at Bwron
Bay, and they have adopted the very
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wise course of not being greedy for pro-
fits, having set apart a considerable por-
tion of their profits for the purpose of
extending their business.

[Mr, Daglish took the Chair.]

Mr. Butcher: Do they get no assist-
ance from the Government?

Mr. BATH: None whatever; it is en-
tirely the result of mutual effort and of
the fact that they understood the subject
and, consequently, were able to go ahead.
Out of their profits they have established
the biggest and one of the best equipped
butter factories in Australia at Lisimore,
and recently when they were met by a
demand for higher freights from the ship-
ping companies that have a monopoly of
the earrying trade, sotne of the more radi-
cal spirits among the co-operators were
-desirons that they should exfend their ef-
forts by the purchase of a steamer of their
own in order that they would be independ-
ent of the steamship companies. Angd al-
though I am not guite sure on this point,
I believe they have chartered a steamer
and are earrying their butter from their
own factories to Sydney, distributing it
from their own warehouse in the New
South Wales metropolis, and to that ex-
tent dispensing with the middleman, and
so conserving their profits for the pro-
duecers. The member for Gascoyne refer-
red to the fact that some time ago a pro-
position was put forward for the State
manufacture of machinery, and explained
that he was opposed te that proposition,
although on the other hand he is in favour
of the State assisting co-operative societies
to earry out this work. Now, I want to
ask the bon. member what is State effort
more than eo-operation of the people, a
wider ec-operation than that of an indi-
vidual society? It is eo-operation of the
whole people. That hon. members are
continually trying to dissociate the Gov-
ernment from the people is the result of
one of these conservative ideas which I
cannot understand. The State manufae-
ture of machinery would merely be the
co~operation of the whole of the people
for the benefit of the people through the
Government, or in other words, through a
board of directors entirely responsible to
the eo-operators to carry out the work.
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That is what I wish to see in smaller de-
partmenis,  Co-operation amongst the
producers can do very good work, It
can carry ont work with advantage to the
producers themselves. In bigger work the
intervention of the State merely means
that in great undertakings we secure the
co-operation of the whole of the people
for the benefit of the whole of the people.
As far as the spread of this principle
among the people is concerned, and the
assistance which the member for Gas-
coyne desired should be rendered to this
movement, I am entirely in accord with
bhim. This movement shounld be better
understood among the producers, and the
only way to bring this about is to go
among them and have our propagandists
giving them illustrations of the results in
other countries where the movement has
been adopted successfully, and showing
them the way to go to work. Once
they understand it we shall see the
co-operative movement growing apace
in 'Western Australia. I shall be
glad to render any possible assist-
anee in sgpreading the priveiple among
the producers of Western Australia. I
have tried to do it in the past and 1 will
be glad to help to do it again in the fu-
ture. I would like to see it go further; I
would like to see productive eco-opera-
tion growing up side by side with the dis-
tributive co-operation in Western Ans-
tralia as in other parts of the world. Then
there would be no possibility whatever of
produetive societies forgetting the interests
of the consumers, and the consumers
would profit by the result of co-operation.
We find it bas been so in the old country,
where distributive co-operative societies
have eco-operated with productive societies
and given them every assistance, They
have their representative in Sydney and in
all parts of the world. They have their
steamers, and I am satisfied that if we are
able to build up a suceessful movement in
Western Australia we will have the cordial
assistance and practieal co-operation of
the big wholesale soeieties of the old eoun-
try. I fully endorse the sentiments of the
hon. member in respect to the desire to
spread this principle, and while snpport-
ing the motion I again affirm that it is
not so much the question of any coddling
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by the Government as it is of the pro-
ducers themselves understanding the sys-
tem, and by mutnal help realising the ad-
vantages that can acerue from the adoption
of this movement. I second the motion.

Mr. JACOBY (Swan): I have listened
with causiderable attention ta the remarks
of the member for Gascoyne with the view
to seeing in what partienlar direction he
wonld snggest that the Governhment should
assist in promoting the co-operative soecie-
ties.

Mr. Angwin: There is nothing said
about assistance in the motion,

Mr. JACOBY : The effect of the motion
is that the co-operalive movement should
be promoted. T would like to have heard
in what partienlar direction the hon. mem-
ber, from his own experience, could sug-
gest that the Government should help this
movement. In South Africa we have an
object lesson in what the Government
have attempted Lo do to promote co-opera-
tion amongst producers. There a special
branch of the Agrieultural Department
was established, and 2 gentleman was se-
enred from the old country whose special
mission was to travel throughont the whole
of the producing districts of Sounth Afriea.

Mr. Angwin: Which colony was that?

Mr. JACOBY: Cape Colony, I think;
althongh I wounld not now be sure. This
gentleman’s special mission was to travel
amongst the producers and show in what
direction they could improve their condi-
tion by eo-operation. The Government also
promised a subsidy to each society formed.
Tnfortunately, although T have not been
able to met the most recent results, the
propaganda of this gentleman, supported
by the proffered subsidy of the Govern-

ment, did not smeceed in hringing eo-
operation inte anything like per-
manent  success. But in New Zea-

land, a little bit closer home and on
British territory, we find an example of
suceessful co-operation which, perhaps,
is a better example than any other I
have heard of. There the co-aperative
movement has heen carried out entirely
and most suceessfully without any aid
from the Government. But if we study
the work in New Zealand this, apparent-
Iy. ie firsk of all necessary: That there
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must be a desire on the part of seetions:
of the producers whose interesis are in
common to co-operaie, and that these
producers must be prepared (o come
down substantially with cash te be put
into their society to give that society an
opportunity of securing the best possible
brains for its management. The suecess
of co-operation depends, not s0 wueh up-
on the principle, us upon the management
of the association. If producers are pre-
pared to recognise that first of all it is
necessary that they should place any or-
ganisation which they propose to form
in a good financial position, and recognmise
that the suecess of that organisation de-
pends upon good management, and are
prepared to pay for the best brains, then
there will be more chance of eo-operation
with suecess amongst the producers than
at the present time. While we have in
Australia some records of sucecess in this
direction, at the same time, unfortunately,
we have numerous records of failure, and
most of these have been owing to the fact
that the producers expected to put in a
penny and get a pound’s worth of bene-
fit. South Afrieca has already provided
another ohjeet lesson as to the way in
which a State may assist producers; but
that lesson has not vet been carried suffi-
ciently far for us to be able to learn
whether it is a method that may be sue-
cessfully adopted elsewhere. The rail--
ways, whieh are owned by the Govern-
me, have arranged a system whereby
producers who have commeodities for sale
inform the stationmaster nearest to them
of the quantity of the goods they have to
sell and the price they desire. A list of
these goods is published by the rail-
ways each week, and placards are dis-
played on all the railway stations. A
consumer wishing to purchase from the
different farmers goes to the nearest
stationmaster and orders his gonds and
pays for them. The railways notify the
supplier who d&livers the goods to the
nearest station; the railways then take
hold of the goods, deliver them to the
consumer and pay the cash to the pro-
ducer. That system bas heen in opera-
tion for one or two years in South
Africa. Recently I wrote to the general
manager of the South African railways
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with the view to finding out whether it
bas been an absolote success, but be has
not been able to assure me of that, be-
cause of the fact that the scheme has not
Yet emerged from its experimental stage.
The question has been broached as to the
value the adoption of this system might
be to the workers of the State, and T
think there is abundant opportunity for
the eonsumers to form co-operative socie-
ties if they will first of all make up their
minds they are going to provide the or-
ganisations with sufficient money to per-
mit them to do the work sufficiently thor-
oughly and eseape premature bankruptey.
There has been a number of failures
brought about through lack of good man-
agement, and it would be a risky enter-
prise for the Government to embark on.
If the people who desire to co-operate
will only grasp the principles that if
they put in sufficient money sand pay
sufficient salaries for management and
get good management, there is a fair
chance of making s success. Speaking
of the producers of the British Empire
generally, it is certainly a great difficulty
to get successful organisation, Some time
ago the London Times took up the ques-
tion very thoronghly and sent a journal-
ist throughout Europe to study the me-
thods adopted in connection with the or-
ganisation of agriculture, and Mr, Pratt,
this jonrnalist, in his work entitled Or-
ganisation of Agriculture, deals very fully
with the organisation of agriculture,
principally regarding the co-operative
movement on the Continent. Tt is strange
that the superiority recognised in agri-
cultural produects coming from the Con-
tinent to England has been due to the
business-like recognition of the producers
of the Continent of the value of eo-opera-
tion. TIn Denmark we have a magnificent
example. Practically all the produeing
interests there are organised in some
form or other, and every class of goods
produced from the soil is handled through
co-operative associations. The remarkable
individualistie temperament of the people
of the British Empire prevents them from
agreeing readily to join their fellows in
work of this nature. We have had fre-
quent attempts in this State to organise
producers; and, though not altogether
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unsueeessful, they have been hampered
by the disinclination of the producers to
put up sufficient money to the organisa-
tion in order to permit it to do the work
expected of it. We had an organisation
with a turnover of something like £30,000
a year, but the total eapital given to it
by its members at the time was only
about £2,500; and when occasionally
there was causze for complaint, the mem-
bers of the organisation failed te recog-
nise that if they expected the organisa-
tion to do the whole of their work it was
nesessary for them to place it in a suffi-
ciently strony position finanecially to do
it. Tt is a malter entirely in the bhands of
the farmers or producers. If they like
they ean make a snceess of co-operation;
but it is necessary to have their goodwill
and their eash to do it. There is one direc-
tion in whick perhaps the Government
cowld do something to encourage eo-oper-
ative work. Some time ago the Minister
for Agriculture took steps in the direc-
tion. Speecial settlements bave heen made
in eertain farming distriets of the State,
and I believe that in connection with
some of these seftlements an aftempt is
being made to make one team and one
machine do work for more than one
farmer.

Mr. Angwin: How many settlements
are like that in the State?

Mr. JACOBY: T only know of one
where it has been tried; at any rate I am
informed to that extent: and it seems o
me here is a direction in which the Qov-
ernment could assist co-operation amone
the producers. and in which they could do
an immense amount of good to the farm-
ers settled on onr lands with a small
amount of capital. The greatest disadvan-
tage to the small farmer is that he has to
get a large amount of machinery and a
wagon and a good team of horses though
he has no work to fully oecupy them.
A gronp of six farmers could often by
co-operating together in the purchase of
machinery and horses in the early stages
of their careers make a success where
otherwise there is a risk of failore, and T
suggest that in that direction the Govern-
ment may find they can give some effect
to the motion moved by the member for
Gaseoyne.  The enthusiasm I possessed
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sowe years ago on the subjeect of co-
operation has not entfirely lefi me; but it
has been tempered by experience—and a
pretty full experience—of the work of
eo-operation in the State. T think the
member for (Gascoyne has already had
some experience in this direction; whether
that experienee has been satisfactory or
not T do not know; but T believe he is
still of opinion that the producers of the
State ean help themselves considerably if
they ave wise enough_to do it by co-oper-
ation. As to what the Government can do
beyond the suggestion already made I am
not guile clear, and I hope that the hon.
member when replying will be able to
point out in what specific direction the
Government may he able to render assist-
anee.

Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): TIf one
could be certain of the motives of the hon.
member whe brought forward the
motion——

Mxr. Butcher: That is the worst part of
it; you are always suspicious of some un-
derenrrent.

Mr. SCADDAN: Let the hon. member
have patience fill T explain. If we were
certain of the methods of the hon. mem-
ber we could zive the motion our hearty
support, hut the hon. member does not
know anything abont eo-operation. He
talks ahout it, but only deals with it from
one standpoint, that is, help from the Gov-
ernmment for ome partieular industry or
one parlienlar seetion of the eommunity.,

The Minister for Lands: He did not
ask for any.

Mr. SCADDAN: That is the point. I
want to know what the hon. member
wants. He has not always shown anxiety
for co-operation when motions or sugges-
tions have been brought forward by
members of the House to improve State
eo-operative organisations.

The Minister for Lands:
they ¥ )

Mr. SCADDAN : The Minister for
Lands eomes forward with a Bill for a
State Agrienltural Bank, and then asks
what forms of co-operation the State un-
dertakes, What permils him to send a
letfer from here to Melbourne for 24.7
State co-operation. What causes the

What are
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farmer to get cheap money from the Agri-
cultural Bank? State eo-operation. What
causes those engaged in the mining indus-
try to obtain cheap treatment for their
ores? State co-operation in providing
batteries. If the member for Gascoyne
were sincere in this matter he would as-
sist the Oppositton in establishing State
flonr mills for the farmers. What do we
tax the people for? Simply to teach
the people to co-operate in order to pro-
vide services. Why do we run onr rail-
ways? In the interests of the people.
We ask the people to co-operate in the
direction of providing the transport trade.
But the hon. member would stop there;
he does not want to go to the fullest ex-
tent; he only wants co-operation in cer-
tain directions. He and others—I am not
dealing with him personally, but as a
member of the ecapitalistie class——

Mr. Buteher: That is what I am try-
ing to avoid.

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member is
not trying to aveid anything of the kind.
I admit there are sections that form
monopolies, and there may be monopolies
that are not of the capitalistic elass, but
the hon. member will not doubl the state-
ment made by Professor Jevons, an em-
inent political ecomomist, That gentle-
man does not say co-operation means
what the member for Gaseoyne says; he
says that real co-operation means making
all those that work share in the profit.
Every individual shounld share in the work
and the profit, and we ean only do that
by State co-operation. A co-operation
is only another form of a company.
Goods are obtained through one scurce in
order to save the profit that might be go-
ing to the middleman; there is a greater
division of profits; but after all that is
not real co-operation. Real co-operation
is for every man in the ecommunity who
works to share in the profits and get the
benefit whiech he does not under an or-
dinary scheme of co-operation,

Mr. Butcher: T am not quite so social-
istic as yon are.

Mr. SCADDAN: Ah, yes! Socialism
is only co-operaiion. The hon. member
does not want co-operation; he wants

only limited co-operation, co-operation
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only in certain directions. If one were
to talk socialism to the Minister for Mines
he would laugh, yet he is in charge of
one of the finest socialistic enterprises of
the State. The Minister for Lands in
charge of the Agriculiural Bank obtains
his capital to lend to the farmers from
the savings of the workers. These sav-
ings are co-operated in one fund and
distributed by the Minister, who does not
believe in socialism, to the farming com-
munity, and in retarn the consumer gets
the benefit of the co-operation,

The Minister for Lands: That is not
co-operation,

Mr. SCADDAN: Tt is co-operation to
the fullest extent. IL causes the savings
of the workers to be distributed among
the producers, and in return the pro-
ducers give it back to the consumer in
cheaper rates. If the Agricultural Bank
is not an advantage from the standpoint
of the eonsumer as well as the producer
it should not exist. Should we ask the
consumer to hand over his savings to the
Minister 4o provide a eo-operative fund
for the purpose of improving another
man’s holding if he does not get an ad-
vantage from it? Why do we ask people
to pay taxes? The Minister for Lands
will probably answer, “For the purpose
of carrying on government.” Buot what
is government but a co-operation of the
people’s interests. Unfortunately under
existing conditions, under the existing
capitalistic system, the Government only
exist for the purpose of the capitalists.

The Minister for Lands: Oh, rot!

Mr. SCADDAN: The worker is always
working. When he ceases to work he be-
comes a capitalist, and a drone on other
workers, irrespective of whether he has
brains like the member for Gascoyne has
or not. That is the point. How is the
eapital provided?

The Honorary Minister:
eapitalist?

Mr. SCADDAXN: I am not, but in the
ordinary condition of affairs in this eoun-
try now I should not mind if I were
Anyhow the position is with the capitalist
generally that wwhile the few reap the
benefit, the many suffer.

The Honorary Minister: That is ae-
cording fo their deseris.

Are you a
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Mr. SCADDAN: If the kon. member
obtained his deserts the electors would
not saffer him for 24 hours. The mem-
ber for Gasecoyne put his motion in such
a shape thral members are not informed
what he really means. As a matter of
faet I think he has brought it forward in
the form in whieh it appears in order to
avoid it being ruled out of order. What
does he mean by the words “advocated
by the Government”? In what direction
does he think the Governmeni should as-
sist? I am going to support the motion
for I believe in co-operation in all see-
tions of the community. We can only
get real co-operation when the State itself
undertakes the control of all industries.
We are told by some members that the
more work we can produce the better if;
is for everyone. That is why many boot-
makers in London go barefooted. It is
becanse of the fact that they have over-
stocked the market in boots that they are
placed in that unfortunaie position. Peo-
ple go bungry because there is too much
foed. There are hundreds out of em-
ployment willing to produce more food
and clothes but the trade is eontrolled by
a few individuals under the existing sys-
tem, and the result is that these unfor-
tunate people have to go starving and
half-clothed,  The State cannot go in
and assist. If the State is to become in-
volved in @o-operation every member of
the community should reap the advantage
of it. If the member for Gascoyne as-
sures me that he proposes to have uni-
versal eo-operation then the motion will
weet with my heartiest support. I hope
he will state exactly his intentions in this
rmatter. 'Will the hon. member support
a State flour mill¥? That is co-opera-
tion.

The Minister for Lands: That is State
trading.

Mr. SCADDAN: The State is the peo-
ple.

Mr. George: What abont Jamb growing?

Mr. SCADDAN: There would be no
harm in having co-operation in that.
Would the memwber for Gascoyne
support us in that direction? Lef
every section of the community reap
the advantages to be derived from
co-operation, Members would never per-
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mit the banding over of the post offices
or the State raitlways to capitalists, nor
would they allow private individuals to
poszess the Fremantle harbour. The State
was asked to provide the money to build
a dock at Fremantle, and the community
have heen called upon to pay taxes so that
this shall he done. That is co-operation,
for the works are taken in hand by the
Government and built for the purpose of
assisting trade. It is the middleman who
comes between the producer and the con-
sumer who has both at his mercy. When
we can break down the middleman we shall
have to put someone else in his place, and
the proper insiitution to take that place
is the State Government, who represent
the people as a whole. At present, how-
ever, the State only exists, under the pre-
sent social system, in the interests of one
class. Produee wealth and congregate it
in as few hands as possible, and the coun-
try is looked upon as wealthy. That is not
correct. To my idea Western Australia
is more wealthy than England, for here
there is a less percentage of poverty-
stricken people than in the old eountry.
Wealth is not distributed in England as it
is here. It is owing to the State taking
the place of the middleman that this satis-
factory position of affairs is brought
about, and to extend that system I will
support this and any other similar pro-
posal. Will the member for Gaseoyne
support a proposal for the people to co-
operate in the direction of having a State
freezing and export department? I hope
he will be prepared to go in for real en-
operation.

Mr. Collier: What about a State eoal
mine?

Mr. SCADDAN: That would aever be
allowed for it would interfere with pri-
vate enterprise. 1t is only so long as the
great mass of the community are kept
working that there can be the capitalistic
class. If every man had to work no one
would be wealthier than his neighbour, but
it is where a man produces more than is
returned to him that another is left in
better circumstances. Some people are
paid more for the work they perform than
they reguire, and they congregate capital
and use it in the direction of exploiting
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other workers. Let every man be paid
according to his work, and allow him to
obtain all he ean desire from that payment.
Do not let him congregate wealth, so as
to take from others a part of their pro-
duet. How many members of the com-
munity are there who do nothing but ride
about in their motor ears? They do not
even take part in the work which other
men do to bring them their wealth. Take
the mining industry for example. How
many men live in London and reap the
advantage of the work performed by men
employed here; by men who are risking
their lives in .conneetion with that work,
and yet the State passes lawe lo increase
the dividends of those wealthy men? There
are arbitration courts established to make
the workers work so many hours and for
such small pay that the London directors
and shareholders can pet a greater pro-
fit.

Mr. George: They did not get the
shares for nething, they had to pay for
them.

Mr. SCADDAN: But where did they
get the money from in order to buy the
shares?

Mr. George: Not out of you.

Mr. SCADDAN: They will noi get it
ont of me if T ean help it. T believe in
co-operation extending {o every person in
the community who will work. If a man
does not work he should not partieipate
in any of the resnlts of other people’s
work. If he is at the top of the ladder
and will not work I would push him off,
and if he is at the bottom of the ladder
and will not work T would stand the ladder
on him. Before a man can buy these
shares or become interested in various
ventures he must get the capital and to
get that eapital he mnst obtain ii from
those who work and produce more than
thewy receive. Why even the frumit that
eorows on a tree is no nse until labour is
employed to pluck it.

Myr. Buteher: Why do you object if the
labourer gets a fair and full wage?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I think the
hon. member is getting rather wide of the
motion.

Mr. SCADDAN: Perhaps from the
standpoint of the motion as submitted by
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the hon. member I am, but what I say is
that the State should take up all these
questions on a co-operative basis. The
State is not an institution apart from the
people; it is the people themselves. Under
the present system, however, the State
does not co-operate in the interests of all
the people, but only in the interests of a
few who reap the advantage. The member
for Gaseoyne, so far as he intends to go,
is ub the right track, for co-operation is
a goed thing, but I want him to extend
the prineiple into the realms of the whole
community. If the hon. member is sin-
cere he will support real eo-operation,
so that everyone who works will reap their
share of the profits.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The MINISTER FOR LANDS {Hon.
J. Mitehell): I have no objections to
offer to the suggestion brought forward
by the mernber for Gascoyne for the Go.
vernment always encourage it. We be-
lieve in co-operation among producers.
Have we not assisted the co-operative but-
ter factory at Bunbury, and are we not
prepared to assist the co-operative jam
factory in the South-West? 1We are en-
couraging the Iatter becanse we realise
that the fruit grown by the farmers should
be turned into jam,

Mr, Angwin: The jam factories cannot
purchase enongh fruit.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
is plenty of fruit offering, and the jam
factories in existence ecan buy sufficient to
make all the pulp they require to use for
the whole year if they so desire.

Mr. Bath: At 9d. a pound.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
producers get nothing like that and I think
if the hon. member could get that price
for it, he would soon run a fruit shop. He
knows that he ean buy fruit at 1d. a
pound. I endeavoured to set a co-opera-
tive factory going at Wyndham before the
last general elections, but that principle
did not suit my friends opposite then. I
think the leader of the Opposition, or at
all events some of his supporters, went
into my distriet and talked against the
eo-operation I proposed, which meant the
development of the North. Hon. mem-
bers did not believe in eo-operation when
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that co-operation was proposed by the
Government for the purpose of developing
the North-West. .

Mr. Troy: That was not co-operation.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Itis
co-operation in the best possible sense.
There was an agreement arranged in con-
nection with that concern in the North-
West, which would have neant co-opera-
tion. \We have, hvwever, gone on with the
idea of assisting in this eo-operative move-
ment. We have a co-operative timber
concern in the South-West; they receive
just what the member for (ascoyne has
asked, encouragement at the hands of the
Government. I believe in co-operation
to the fullest extent, and if farmers would
co-operate they would do very much bet-
ter. If they joined together for the pur-
chase of their fertilisers, for instance,
naturally they could have supplied to
them more cheaply in a quantity of, say,
1,000 tons rather than if a hundred of
them gave orders of 10 tons, but we must
be consistent if we are to have it, and the
Government will encourage it in every
direetion. We recently eco-operated for
the pmpose of protecting the producers
against rabbits: we hnve established rab-
bit boards and they are co-operative con-
cerns. Something has been said, too, in
connection with the grain sheds which have
been erected, and the Government have
assisted in the evection of co-operative
grainsheds whenever an opportunity ofi-
ered. and even the leader of the Opposi-
fion when in power T am sure belped in
that direction. Something has heen said
in connection with State flour mills; State
trading, however, is far apart from the
idea of co-operation as put forward by
the member for Gascoyne. I think some
labour organisation in Eastern Australia
had something to say in eonneetion with
socialisin as opposed to co-operation. I
think it was said there that co-operation
was a gathering of people for their mut-
ual benefit and necessarily. to some extent,
for selfish purposes. At any rate it does
seem to me that State trading is quite a
different thing from co-operation. 1In
eo-nperalion penple join together unani-
mousty. but under a system of State trad-
ing they go in willy-nilly. T am altogether
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opposed to State trading. For instance,
a State flour mill, I am sure, would he
disastrous to the farmers, but I would
have nothing to say against a co-operative
flonr mill,

Mr, Q’Loghlen: Do yon believe in the
whole State banding together for their
benefit

Mr. Jaeoby: That is not co-operation;
that is communism.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
think when the leader of the Opposition
referred to State irading as co-operation
he made a serious mistake. One is wide
apart from the other.

Mr. Bath: You are administering co-
operative concerns without knowing that
you are doing so.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Im-
agine 100 farmers getting their flour from
a State flour mill, one in competition with
the other to sell their flour. What would
be the result? The baker wounld get the
best of the deal. Under a co-operative
system it would be totally different. No
ordinary miller will allow his brand to be
bhawked about by a dozen people; he re-
fuses to grist beeanse it is not wise to
allow his brand to be hawked about.

Mr. Hudson: He sells it to all store-
keepers,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Yes,
but at a uniform price. The
leader of the Opposition referred to co-
operation in England. I helieve it has
been a signal success in some instances
there, but, I believe, it has been a failure
in many others. The French system of
oo-operation amongst producers has al-
ways appealed to me. That is a system
of small co-operative colonies based upon
the geographical position of the loecality,
where the people can band together for
their mutual! help and protection, and
where the men see each other fairly fre-
quently. Under these conditions the sys-
tem has worked well. If we started a
co-operative system among our farmers
we would have to begin from Geraldion
in the North and go down to Albany in
the South, and the great distance wounld
make it extremely difficult. There is no
denying the fact, however, that it would
be a good thing if the farmers could co-
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operate to some extent, and it would be
good also if the producers could do the
same. When we get to the export stage,
however, it is not so necessary. It is not
necessary in the case of a wheat producer
from day to day because he knows the
exact value of the article he has to sell.
Loodon rules and he ean reach London
withont the intervening middleman. There
is machinery there through ihat social-
istic institution, the private bank, to
which some members object, which will
ship for the farmer his wool or wheat, or
any other thing that London will buy,
and this will be done at a minimum of
cost. Nothing can be cheaper.

Mr. Scaddan: ANl who handle it get a
cut.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is not so; I have simply to say that as
far as the Government are concerned we
are willing to assist this co-operafive
movement, but it must be truly co-opera-
tive. We are opposed 4o State trading,
at least I am, but [ am not opposed to
these people coming together for the bet-
ter management of their concerns.

Mr. Bath: When are you going to sell
the State railways?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is a very different matter. The Govern-
ment, of course, can run a monopoly;
they eould run steamships if they owned
them all. They conld do anything, but
they eould not do it as economically as
a well managed business concern. I re-
peat that I shall always be glad to advo-
cate co-operation, and I am sure the
Parliament of the State will also be glad
io recoguise it. I think the hon. member
in bringing forward this motion was ae-
tuated by the best intentions, and has to
be congratulated on the fact that he has
caused to be ventilated this important
guestion. A great deal has been said
against the middleman, but I venture to
say that it would he difficult to find a
cheaper means of distribution in some
direcHons. For instanee, our fruit might
well be distributed by a co-operation of
growers, In any ease T have no reason
to offer any objection to this motion,
which, T am sure, will be approved by the
House.
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Mr. TROY (Mount Magnet): I only
want to remark with regard to this mat-
ter that the Minister, who talks about
consistency is only consistent in his ap-
palling ignorance of the subject under
discussion. When he talks about the co-
operative meatl works in the North-West
as having something in common with the
co-operative timber industry in the Soutk-
West, he does not know what he is talk-
ing about. The meat industry in the
North, which he ealls a co-operative in-
dustry, was merely a syndicate of capital-
ists, who had combined for the purpose
of exploiting the public, and therefore,
in that respect it was by no means a co-
operative institution. In the case of the
timber workers, every timber worker who
is employed can become a member of the
co-operation. . The Ministerial seetion in
this House are strangely at sea in regard
to their views on co-operation and soecial-
ism. It is only when a question of this
nature comes’up for discussion that their
limited knowledge is made known to the
public. Tt was rather pleasant to hear
the intelligent speech of the member for
Ivanhoe in comparison with the plati-
tudes uftered by hon. members opposite.
The member for Swan talked about eom-
munism, when it was stated that a busi-
ness was being run by the whole of the
people of the State; that is not com-
rounism, it is socialism. Another hon.
member spoke about the railways as being
monopolies.  Railways are not mone-
polies; they cannot be monopolies, for
they are administered by the people on
behalf of «the people. That is just the
position of our railways—the people
own the mailways. The railways are, or
should be, administered equally on be-
half of all the people, no one person re-
ceiving a privilege over another.

Mr. Seaddan: Who benefits by the pro-
fits we make from the railways?

Mr. TROY: The people do; but they
would benefit to a very much greater ex-
tent if it were not for the fact that the
capitalistic Government nse that insttuo-
tion for the purpose of bolstering up cer-
tain private industries in the State. The
Minister has stated that the Government
are snbsidising a co-operative jam factory,
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and he spoke of this as being somecthing
in the interests of the people of the State.
I wonld like to know what form this co-
operative jam factory takes; is it a com-
bination of eapitalists or a eo-operation
of the fruitgrowers of the State?

Mr. Jacoby: A eoc-operation of the
fruitgrowers in one particular district.

Mr. TROY: That is, to some extent, a
co-operative concern. But it is not co-
operative if a few fruitzrowers receive
an advance from the Government and
thus are enabled to exploit the rest of
of the ecommunity. The member
for Gascoyne spoke of the eapitalistie
monopoly and of the workers’ monopoly.
He was opposed to both because in his
opinion Hoth were mjurtous. If I have
any knowledge of these monopolies there
is a distinction between the kwo. A capi-
talistic monropoly is a monopoly of a few
institutions combined for the purpose of
squeezing others and making profits, but
the so-called monopoly of workers is
merely a combination for the purpose of
getling a fair living and geiting their
daily bread, and better protecting them-
selves against exploiters. It bas been
said that the agrienlturists have no or-
ganisation. If they had an intelligent
organisation they would never allow the
private enterprise erowd to exploit them
as they are being exploited. It is the
purpose of the private enterprise erowd
to keep the agrienlturists withaut co-
operafion.

Mr. Jacoby: They have co-operation.

Mr, TROY: They have exploited the
producer, and at the same time the con-
sumer, by charging them a greater
amount than they should be ealled upon
to pay. T have had some experience of
co-operation, and I heartily support the
principle as carried ont in New South
Wales. Only last year I had an oppor-
tunity of going through the district in
which the Soelety 15 operating and see-
ing how the principle was working there.
When I was a lad in that district
there was no possibility of co-operation,
for the farmers were in the hands
of the private enterprise erowd who ex-
exploited them and lived in Sydney
in large mansions while the farmer lived
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in a slab hut, and for the most, of the
time had his land and crop mortgaged.
But onee the farmers understood the
principle of co-operation eonditions soon
changed, and to-day they have the largest
scheme of co-operation in Australia, with
a turnover of hundreds of thousands of
peunds. They have extended their op-
erations, and are now dealing in all the
products of the distriet, and do not em-
ploy the middleman at all. The result
is that what was 12 vears ago a very
poor distriet is to-day in a most thriving
condition. It has all been done hy co-
operation whieh has been hrought about
without any assistance froma the Gov-
ernment.

The Honorary Minister: Was it not
langely due to their turming their atten-
1ion to dairying instead of sugar growing?

Mr. TROY: They are still growing
sugar, although, of course, they are doing
more dairving than sugar growing. TIn
niy hoyhood days they also engaged in
the produetion of maize, and I have seen
thousands of bags of maize sent away
for whieh the farmers did not get 1s.
haek although, on the strength of it, the
prodnee merehants to whom the maize
was sent owned large mansions.

Mr, Jacoby: What are von going to
dn to promote co-operation here?

Mre. TROY: What does the hon, mem-
ber who moved the motion propose? I
am advoecating the prineiple of co-opera-
tion, 1 wauld above all advocate State
so¢ialism as we have it in our railways;
but in order to lead up te State socialism
T will advocate co-operation as heing the
next best thing. T would advoeate that
public-spirited men like the member for
Swan, who really is somewhat initerested
in the people’s welfare, should teach them
the prineiple of eo-operation.

Mr. Jacchy: We have done so.
have formed the association.

Mr. TROY: Then all that is now re-
auired is enthusiasm on the part of the
people, and confidence in their leaders.
Without these they cannot succeed. The
people from whom T sprung did not re-
quire anyv assistance from the Govemn-
ment: they had confidence in themselves
and in the men who led them. and to-day

We
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they are enjoying the result of that
cottfidence and independence. The Min-
ister said that the project for State flour
mills was impraeticable. Yet we have
State batteries, and in Queensland we have
State sugar mills. Of course, it cannot be
done if there is no willingness to do it.

The Honorary Minister: If a State
flour mill were a grood thing wounld not the
member for Northam be only too ready to
advocate the principle.

Mr. TROY: T am not so sure of that,
There are reasons. perbaps, why he should
not do so. T know it is a reasonable thing
lo expect that the State can do belter on
hehalf of its people than can any private
concern.  Despite {he opposition of mem-
bers on the Ministerial side the system of
socialism is going lo grow and grow. It
is growing, and none can stop it, and
alt those who are opposed to it will, little
by little, march with us so long as they
are compelled to do so. Year by year
they are giving way. Look al the Agri-
coltural Bank, look at the State export
depot. Fwerything advoeated by this
party is opposed in the first place by mem-
hers oposile and then afterwards taken up
by them.

The Honoiary Minister: Look at the
result of the last wunicipal eleetions in
London,

My, TROY : Bring us nearer home and
look at the result of the Agricultural Bank
here, It is in this that we can best judge
the progress of the times. Before many
vears have passed the Government will he
compelled to institute State flowr mills jnst
as they have adopted State baiteries.

On motion by Mr. Layman, debate ad-
Journed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. J.
L. Nanson): I move—

That the House do now adjourn.

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

Ayes .. .. .. 25
Noes - .. .. 20

Majority for .. . b
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AYESB.
Mr. Brown Mr. Keenan
‘Mr. Butcher Mr. Male
Mr. Carson Mr. Mitehel)
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Davles Mr. 8. F. Moore
‘Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. George Mr. Osborn
Mr., Gordon Mr. Plesee
Mr. Gregory Mr. J. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wllson
Mr. Hayward Mr. Layman
Mr. Jacoby (Teiler)
Noks.
Mr, Angwin Mr., (PLoghlen
Mr. Bath Mr. W. Price
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Colller Mr. Swan
Mr. 1) Mr. Tavlor
Mr, Gourlay - Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heilmann Mr, Walker
Mr. Horen Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudsen Mr. Troy
Mr. Johnson {Teller).
Mr. McDowell

Question thus passed.

House adjourned af 10.33 p.m.

Regislative Council,
Thursday, 9th December, 1909.
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Bitting dnys, ndditional . . 1985
Bills: Electornl Act Amenﬂment. 3n. 1086
Metropohw.n Wnt‘.er Supply, Sewerage, and 1&

port, 3
Tm.nsfer oﬁmnd Act Amendmeut B»eport. 3e. 1986
Agriculturnl Bank Act Awmendment, Report 1986
stage . 1986
Bogyup Komnup Bmlwny, 23 Com. .. . 1986
Figheries Act Amendment, Aesembly 5 insis- " 100

. 2001

tence
Land Act Amendment, Com. ..
Adjounrnment, Monday eitting ...

. The PRESIDENT tonk the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

MOTION—SITTING DAYSFADDIL-
~ TIONAL.
. The COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved—
¢ That in addition to the business days
as preserihed by Standing Order 48, the
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House for the remainder of the present
session do meet on Mondays and Fri-
days at 4..30 and &t Ll 6.15, and if
reguisite, from 7.30 onwards.

It wag hoped that, perhaps by the end of
next week we should be able to close the
session, therefore he was bringing forward
this motion with the object of enahling
members to meet on additional deys.
The Notice Paper was not in a congested
state, but he had thought members
would prefer to meet on additional days
rather than to crowd the business into a
few sittings. Probably the House would
meet. to-morrow, although there might
not be very much to do ; still it would
give an additional day for discussion,
end then it might not be necessary for
members t0 meet on Monday. If there
were no business to be done there could
be an adjournment until next Tuesday.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : Tt would be a
pity to meet an the following day es most
of the country members had erranpged to
g0 home. Personally he would have no
objection whatever, to devoting the
whole of next week from Monday to busi-
ness, but he would certainly regret if a
sitting were held to-morrow.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE was quite ready to
support the motion providing there was
no sitting on the following day. If the
House were to meet then he could not be
present as he had business to transact
which he could noi postpone. All busi-
ness on the Notice Paper ought to le
cleared off to-day.

Hon. C. A PIESSE: Tt was to be
hoped the Minister would not make &
start with the extra sittings until Monday.
He would be guite prepared to meet nn
that day.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply) : It was not necessary to alter the
motion, for there would be no sitting on
the following day unless it was necessary.
His object in including it in the motion was
that there were three Bills on the Notice
Paper which would only go through the
report stage to-day, but by sitting to-
morrow they would be able to be read a
third time and sent on to the Legislative
Assembly. We might, however, be able
to deal with these Bills to-day if the
Stending Ovders were suspended so as to



