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the existing districts for wachinery purposes,
In 1911 we were fortunate in being able to
induce the Commonwealth to permit the local
option vote to be taken with the Federal re-
ferendum, and the only cost the State was
put to was the extra money invelveld. This
came to £954. [t is estimated that to take a
local option vote separately would cost be-
tween £4,000 and £35,000—hence the desire to
postpone the vote till 1921, It is felt that
since all the districts, excepting Gascoyne,
voted against increase of licenses, and since
the other questions of reduetion or prohibi-
tion cannot be submitted until 1921, it is not
worth while spending £4,000 or £3,000 to sub-
mit to the electors a question in which they
doubtless would take very little interest, and
the submission of which would probably re-
sult in confirming the vote of 1911. The pro-
posal, therefore, iy that the Qovernment be
exempted from taking the poll in 1918, and
that the result of the poll taken in 1911
stand until the full measure of local option
comes into force in 1921, I move—
““That the Bill he now read a second

timelll

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee,

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported withont amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

House adjourned at 6.14 p.m.

Regtslative  Flesembly,
Wedunesday, 6fh February, 1918,

The SBPEAKER took the Chair
p-m., &nd read prayers.

at +.30

[For ‘‘Questions on Notice'’ and ‘‘Papers
Presented’’ see ‘‘Votes and Proceedings.'’

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY — PRESENTATION,

Mr. SPEAKER [4.33): Accompanied by
the mover and seconder of the Address-in-
reply, I have waited upon His Excellency the
Governor, and presented the Address agreed
to by the House in reply to His Excellency’s
Speech on opening Parliament, and His Ex-
cellency has been pleased to reply in the fol-
lowing terms:—

Mr, Speaker, and Gentlemen of the Lagis-
lative Assembly, in the name and on behalf
of His Most Gracious Majesty the King,
I thank you for your Address.  (Signed)
William Ellison-Macartney. Governor.

LASSEMBLY.]

URGENCY MOTION — AGRIVULTURAL
ROYAL COMMISSION

Mr. SPEAKER {4.42): T have received the
following cotumunication from the member
for Menzies (Mr. MuHany)—

I desire to move the adjournment of the
House in order to debate a definite matter
of urgent public importance, namely, the
large expenditvre still being incurred by
the State owing to the continued expense
of the Royal Commission on the Agticul-
tural Industries of Western Australia.

The subjeet matter of the letter is in order.
If seven hen. members will stand in their
places this will decide the question of the
urgency of the matter.

Seven members having
places,

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [4.43] said: In
moving the adjournment of the lHouse, T wish
it to bhe distinetly understeod that I have no
desire to hamper the development of the Ag-
riceltural industry in this State. Tt will he
admitted, at all events hy members represent-
ing agricultural constituencies, that during the
past six years or more goldfields members
have heen always anxious to assist in doing
anything they possibly can to develop our
agricultural industry, but I think, and believe
J shall be able to show te this House, that the
expenditure of State money which is now
going on in keeping this Commission in exist-
ence is doing nothing, and cannot possibly do
anything, to help to develop the agricultural
industries of Western Australia. This Com-
mission was appointed by a reeent Govern-
ment. It is a legacy from the previous set of
administrators in this State. I have no de-
sire here to touch upon the appointment or
the conditions of the appointment of the
members of that Commission in any way,
neither have T any desire to reflect upon the
gentlemen who compose this Commission. I
do not wish to give hon. members of this
House an impression that I believe that the
members of this Commission are, if T may say
so, farming the Commission, or that they are
making anything out of it. 1 do not wish to
set up that impression at all, for L believe that
these gentlemen in earrying out their duties
arc neglecting their own business, and that
in all probability they are nothing whatever
in pocket from any fees which they may re-
ceive from the State in the conduct of their
work in copnection with this Royal Commis-
sion. This Commission was appointed in
September, 1916, and it has now been in ex-
istence for a period of 16 monihs. As the re-
ault of their labours up to date, we have be-
fore us a bulky report which was presented
to Parliament last week. I would like to ask
whether anything which is likely to be of value
to the State, as the result of the Commission’s
labours, is to eome from this report. The
Commission have taken evidence in various
country districts of the State, as well ag in
the City, and they have alsp taken evidence
in some of the Eastern States. [ would ven-
ture to say that there can be no evidence of
any value that is likely to be given in Western
Australia which cannot be obtained from the
Agriealtural Department, or from the depart-
mental officers. Such evidence being in exist-

risen in their



|6 FEBRUARY, 1918.]

ence, 1 would like to ask what have our ayri-
cultural experts been doing during the past
eight or nine years? We have had a Wheat
Commissioner in Mr. Sutton, a Commissioner
for the South-West in Ar. Connor, a (‘om-
missioner for the Fruit Industry, Mr, Moody,
and also Dr. Stoward, and Professor Paterson,
of the University. FEach of these gentlemen,
L helieve, is a rapable man, Tf they had not
been capable they should not have occupie.l
the positions allotted to them, They have
been paid very well for seven or cight vears
past to investigate the various phases of agri-
cultural development in Western .Australia,
and if it is possible for the Agricultural (‘om-
mission to get further evidence to assist in
the development of the industry, what have
these alleged experts heen doing during the
whole tiwme they have been cmployed by tihe
State?

Hon., W. (. Angwin: The Commission
found out that there was a shortage af doe.

tore in the country.

Mr. MULLAXNY: . have not xet had
time to go throngh the whole of the
report and on that account I  trust
hon. members will let me Jdown lightly.

[ do, however, want to deal seriously with
the question of the existenee of not only
the Agricultural, but the other Royal Com-
misgion. Tn 1 country such as Australia,
where we have so many Parliaments and so
many members of Parliament, it is undoubt-
edly a most serious reflection upon these
Parliaments and the members to practically
tell them that they ecannot carry on the
affairs of the State, that those affairs must
be investigated hy Royal Commissions. That
is what the whole qguestion really amounts to.
I leave it to hon. members to peruse the
report and to express an  opinion as to
whether the recommendations made by the
Commisgien will, or will not, be of practical
value, In reply to a guestion asked by the
leader of the Opposition last week, the Pre-
mier informed the House that the cost to
date of the Agricultural Commission was no
less a sum than £5094 8s. 2d. Again, T want
to know whether the State is going to get
any recompense for this expenditure, That
recompense is certainly not to be found in
the report of the Commission, and T do not
think there is any possibility of the State
ever being rewarded as a result of the work
which the Commission has dome. Another
aspeet is that whilst the gentlemen who con-
atitnte the Cominission may be fully ecom-
petent to move about this State, or the other
States, to take cvidence in every centre that
they can, what T would ask is how is the
Commission going to convey the value of
their deductions to the men on the land
in Western Australia? A mass of evidence
has heen taken in many centres and it has
been reported word for word, This can go
out to the agriculturalists in the State, and if
they an desire they can put in their time
wading through it. Then they may find some-
thing of value. But is that treating the State
fairly? Tf the Government, or Parliament,
cannot ecarry on the affairs of the State
without practically handing them over to a
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Royal Commission, it is time we all got ont,
This Royal Commission was appointed not by
Parltament but by Ministers in office in Sep-
tember, 1916.

Mr. Troy: Who were they?

Mr. MULLANY: The kon. member knows
well who they were and the hon. member
may have some knowledge as to what the
conditions of the appointment were,

Mr. Troy: They were appointed by the
party which you are supporting,

Mr. MULLANY: I am in this House to
support, not Ministers or parties, but meas-
ures which I think will do something for
the State, and that is wby T am oo my feet
to-day.

Mr. Troy: You are merely posing, that is
all.

Mr. MULLAXNY: There is no one who can
posc better in this House than the hou.
member for Mount Magnet. Notwithstand-
ing his unseemly interruption, T intend fo go
on with the motion which 1 bave moved.
The bulky report which we have before us
contains the result of the Commisgion’s la-
bours to date. On the first page of the report
hon. members will see that the cost of print-
ing it amounted to £671 and to that
mnst be added the cost of the litho-
graphic  work, £11 358, making a total
of #£682 58 T am mnot aware whether
this sum i3 included in the reply
given by the Premier to the member for
Boulder last week, For all I know, seeing
that the report has been issued since then,
that total of £682 may be in addition to the
figures quoted by the Premier. T find on re-
ference to the repert that the last sitting of
the Commission took place on the 4th Sep-
tember, 1916. I, like many other members of
the House, thought, when the Commission
censed their sittings ab that time, that they
had completed their labours, and that all we
had to look forward to was the presentation
of the report. However, | find that I was
mistaken. I find now that this is merely a
progress report and that the Commission have
gince been taking evidence in the south-west-
ern portion of the State. The ' West Aus-
tralian’’' announced one day last week that
the Commission were going to make a third
tour of the South-West. This great part
of State, we have lheard for many
vears past, is ecapable of supplying
all the dairy produce that Western Australia
ran use, and it has been pointed ont year after
year that over £1,000 per day goes out of
Western Australia for the purchase of dairy
produce. Again, 1T want to know, if that is
the cvase, why the South-West does not te-day
produce enongh to meet our own requirements?
Is it necessary for this Commission to make a
third tour of the South-West in order to secure
further evidence on this question, when we
have had employed in the State for some years
past a Commissioner in the person of Mr.
Connor, whose duties should have kept him
occupied in the direction of bringing about
an increase in the production in the South-
West? I am not complaining about money
being spent to help in the development of any
part of the State, hut T do sav that no men-
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ber of this Assembly, and uno Government,
can show that we are going to get value for
money expended as the result of tbe labours
of the Commission. I waot to know from
Ministers for how long this is to go on, As
the Commission has been in existence for such
a lengthy period, is it to remain in existence
as long as ever the members of it please? Has
anyone power to say what they shall do and
for how mueh longer they shall continue their
labours? I want to know who has the power
to say exactly what shall and shall not be
printed in the evidence which this Commis.
sion hag taken. T want to leave it to the
common sense of this House to say whether it
was rnecessary to go in for all this expensive
printing in connection with the preparation
of the report. Of what value can this report
he to the members of the Assembly? Could
not the evidence have been condensed? Again,
I would ask whether the chairman of this
Commission is supreme and whether anything
that gentleman gays must be done will have
to be done, and paid for, by the Government,
\We do not zeem to have any means of finding
out how long the Commission is going to con-
tinue its labours, and whether, in another 18
months from now, we are {0 be presented with
another bulky report at similar, or perhaps in-
ereaged expense. 1 have not submitted the
motion to the House with the idea of embar-
ragsing the present Government, neither am
I pesing, as the member for Mt. Magnet wonld
have the House to believe; at the same time ¥
wish to give members of both sides of the
Houge, and especinlly to those members who
T know are dissatisfied with the long continued
existenee of this Commission, an opportunity
to express an opinion here, and I also wish
to give Miniaters whe are responsible for the
eontinuance of this Commission, the oppor-
tunity to make an announcement, if they can
do so, as to how much longer the Commission
iz going to remain in existence,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W,
T, George—Murray-Wellington) [4.58]: I
second the motion,

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) [4.591: I will be pleased to inform
hon. members of the position with regard

to the Agricultural Commission, but T
fully expected, first, to hear some of
my friends on my Tight express an

opinion with regard to the investigations which
have been carried on by the Commission.
Hon. members representing the farming com-
munity should be willing to express their
opinions Tt inust be remembered that this
(lommission was appointed in September ot
1916 for a definite purpose. That purpose
was to inquire into and report upon the
position generally of the farming industry
in  Western Australia, the improvement of
the conditions under which such industry is
carried on. and the methods neccessary to en-
sure such improvements; the extension of the
industry with the view to inerease in pro-
dnetion to the fullest possible extent, with
recommendations as to further settlement of
the lands ip the South-Western division of
the State, smich inguiry to include marketing
facilities, manufactories, including bacon-
curing, butter-making, jams and prescrves for

home cousumption and export; and special
attention being directed to the urea neces-
sary for sucecessful operations by wheat far-
mers and the possibility of carrying stock,
cattle, sheep and pigs, and to intense eultnre
in the wetter parts of the State, inmcluding
dairying, stock-raising, and other branches
of the industry; inguiry being also made on
general lines into schemes for the assist-
ance of farmers under the provisions of the
Agricultural Bank Aet and the Industries
Assistance Act, There was very wide scope
in the directions given to the Royal Com-
mission and, as hon. members know, once a
Royal Commission is appointed it is very
difticult for the Governmeut to interfere
with that Commission. T remember that
some 20 years ago a Royal Commission was
appointed to inquire intop the mining indus-
try. That Commission sat for quite a yenr
and a half, and the resultant report was just
as bulky as this interim report whieh has
been handed in by the Royal Commission
appointed to inquire into the agricultural
industry. The bhon. member asks whether
the Government have adopted any of the
suggestions here made. We have only just
had this report presented to us, and there
has not yet been time to go into it and sec if
it contains any suggestions that might be
useful in the development of the farming
industry. I agree with the hon. member that
it is unwise to spend money in this direction
unless a corresponding benefit can acorue to
the country, but I would like to inform the
hon, member that the Government have been
very anxious that this Royal Commission
ghould bring their labours to a close. One of
the firgt acts of the present Government was
to impress upon the commissioners the de-
girability of concluding their labours as
early as possible. Hon. members will re-
alise that a Royal Commission having
started on a great work like this, which X
hope will be useful to the country, it would
be unwise to stop their work completely un-
til they had investigated thoroughly all the
matters entrusted to them in the terms of
their commission. As a matter of fact, the
commisgioners did stop work in September
last, the reason Deing that they had to ex-
amine and report on the country in the
South-West, as prescribed in their commis-
sion, and up to that time they had been
unable te do so owing to the condition of
the weather. They could not properly go into
the South-West until the wet season was
aver.

Hon. P. Collier: Was that their reason?

The PREMIER: Yes. )

Hon. P. Collier: I thought it was becanse
they had become somewhat fatigued as the
resuit of their labours.

The PREMIER: No. It was impoasible
for them to carry on their investipations in
the South-West during the wet season, As
goon as the summer eame, they at once
started on their investigations in the South.
West. That work is now almost ¢complete, and
T bhave informed the Commission that it
is the desire of the Government that their
work should he completed as early as pos-
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sible, aud that the final report should be in
the hands of the Government by the end of
this month, Further than that the Govern-
ment have net gone.

Hon, P, Collier: They are still taking evi-
dence, are they not?

The PREMIER: Yes.

Hon. P, Collier: Then it will be impossible
for them to finalise their report by the cnd
of this month.

The PREMIER: They have almost com-
pleted their investigations, and they expeet
to be able to hand in their report by the end
of this manth. I can assure bon. members that
the Government desire that the work of the
Commission should be brought to a close as
early as possible, T think that work should
be of service to Western Australin. 1 cer-
tainly hope it will be. Many of us will not
gain anything fresh from the Commission.
Those who have been engaged in farming
and agricultural and pastoral pursuits all
their lives may not gain any benefit from
the work of the Commission, but there is a
large number of farmers in Western Austra-
lia who have not had a similarly wide ex-
perience, and they, if they care to study the
work of the Commission, should be able to ob-
tain munch vseful information which will assist
them in their avoeation.

Hon, W. C. Angwin:
cure copies of the report?

The PREMIER: Any man requiring a
copy of the report will have to pay 11s. 6d.
for it.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: I suppose the Lndus-
tries Asgistance Board will pay that?

The PREEMIER: It is not a very large
amount for a valuable document sueh as
this. I realise that thc hon. member who
moved the. motion did not do so with any
view to embarragsing the Government. Prob-
ably he feels, as many others do, that the work
of the Commission has extended over a very
long time and that the expenses in connection
therewith have been very considerable, and
congequently it is only right and proper that
the work of the Commission should be com-
pleted zs soon as possible. Royal Commissions
are nothing novel. They have been appointed
at alt times in the history of the State. I have
frequently heard expressed in the House the
opinion that Royal Commissions do no good,
that no benefit has been derived by the State
from such bodies, Tt is diffieult to say ex-
netly where the benefit can bhe derived from
the investigatons and reports of Royal Com-
missions; at the same time T am sure that
any common-sense man will realise that where
a number of practical men devote their whole
attention to an important matter their inves-
tigations should be of benefit to the country,
and to those engaged in the industry in regard
to which the eominissioners are earrying on in-
vestigations. I am convinced that every effort
will be made to place the final report of this
Commission in the hands of His Excellency
by the end of the present month, Tt would
have been a great pity to curtail the work of
the Commission. seeing that so much expense
has bheen already incurred. [ hope the Gov-
ernment may find many usefnl sugpestions and

How can they se-
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recomimendations in the report of the Com-
mission. I am certain that the gentlemen who
have been engaged in this work will be very
glad to see its completion, beeause it has not
been greatly to their advantage to have to
give up their own work in order to carry on
their investigations as commissioners. As I
have already stated, 1 am hopeful that the
work of the Commission will be completed by
the end of the present month,

Me. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [3.12]: The
member for Menzies (Mr. Mullany) is to be
commended for having brought this question
hefore the llouse. 1t appears to me that the
commisgioners have dealt with a considerable
number of subjects quite apart from the agri-
cultural indostry altogether, while leaving
alone other subjects which they ought to bave
tackied. There is the question of the State
Implement Works, T think an endeavour
should be made to get a clear expression of
opinion from the House as to whether these
implement works should coutinue operations
or be closed down. [f it is the desire of the
Ministry to close them down, it ought to be
made known. The shilly-shallying of the pre-
sent Ministry, who are apparently afraid to
take the Fouse into their confidence, is alto-
gether disquieting.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Why is it particularly
worrying you?

Mr. LAMBERT: It is not worrying me at
all, hut in iegard to big trading concerns of
the escription of the State [mplement Works
the House has a right to know from the Gov-
erninent whether it is intended to earry on the
works. 1t these works are to be carried on
they should be placed on a business-like basis,
in order that they might be of cnhanced bene-
fit to the farmers. There is auother matter 1
wish to spesk on, a matter which was investi-
unted by the Royal Commission; and that is
the superphosphate industry of this State. [t
appears the Royal Commission took some evi-
dence in camera in this connection. Wea had
a suggestion the other day from the Treasurer
that this State should come to the rescue of
the superphosphate manufacturers of Western
Australia and practically charter vessels to
catry tricaleic phesphate from Christmas Island
to Western Australia.

Mr. Harrison: What would you suggest?

Mr. LAMBERT: If we are to come to the
rescne of the superphosphate manufacturers of

this State by obtaining for them tricaleie
phosphate, [ suggest that the Government
themselves  should  earry  on  the industry

with great advantage to the farmers of this
country.  The Royal Commission, with expert
knowledge at their dispoesal, would have done
well to map out for the farmers of this State
wlhen and where they should use mineral man-
nre and the nature of the mineral manure they
shoulld use. Iad that been done, it would not
have mattered if the Royal Commission had
vaoct £20,000; the money wonld have been well
spe b Moreover, if the Royal Commission ean
show the farmers of this State how to obtain
snperphosphate at Gs. per fon cheaper than
the present price, the expenditure of £20,000
on the Royal Commission would also have been
money well spent. Mineral manure is just as
cesential to the land of Western Australia as
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is the rainfall. Yet we find that becanse cer-
tain people in this State are intereated in the
manufacture of superphosphate, the Royal
Commigsion take evidence in eamera, and the
outside public are not allowed an opportunity
of knowing what profit the manuiacturers are
mnking, nor can they obtain any information on
the subject of the manufacture. If the Pre-
mier has any regard whatever for the farming
industry of this State, he will definitely in-
struct the Royal Commission to institute a
thorough inquiry into the ramifications of the
superphosphate industry of Western Australia.
That is particonlarly desirable at the present
time, when the superphosphate manufacturers
are putting forward demands to the State
Government that the BState should echarter
boats to bring tricaleic phosphate here. If
William Crosbie & Sons, Ltd,, of Sydney, will
not permit the State of Western Australia to
buy tricalcic phosphate, then our Government
should put their expert departmental officers
on to investigate the Abrolhos Islands guano
and see whether we cannot utilise that guana
to a mueh greater extent and to much better
purpose than is the case at present. The Ab-
rothos [slands gunno deposits are not now
being worked in the same scientific manner as
arc other deposits elsewhere in the world. At
the Abrolhos Islands the deposits are leased,
anl the guano is picked out in a promiscucus
fashion and afterwards used in a promisecuous
manner, The Royal Commission might well
investigate this subject, and obtain scientifie
advice for the benefit of our farmers, so that
these would know exactly when and where to
nse the varying grades and different forms of
mineral manures and superphosphates. In
that event, the Royal Commission would be of
some benefit to this State. Another matter
with which the Royal Commission have
not deait is the refuse—Dhlood and bone
~—and other manures ecoming from the
abattoirs of Western Australia, which at
present are controlled by private individ-
nals, Certainly the Premier will be lacking in
his duty to our farmers if he fails to instruet
the Royal Commission definitely that Parlia-
ment degires some information upon this all-
important matter.

Hon. R. H. Underwood: Yon want the Royval
Commission to go on.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not care if they go
on, and I do not care if they cost anmother
£5,000, so long as their labours result in some
lasting benefit to Western Anstralia. To ob-
ject to a small amount of money spent on
investigation as though it were wasted, is to
take a nongensical and parochial view. I de
contend, however, that the Royal Commission
have embarked on some very nonsensical in-
vestigations, from which absolutely no benefit
ean result to our farmers. Some of their re-
port is absolute rubhish,

Mr. Harrison: Which part do you comsider
rubbish?

Mr. LAMBERT: The member for Avon
should have a very fair idea of, and shonld be
rather a good authority on, rubbish. T tell
that hon, member that the Royal Commission
should not have touched subjects sueh as elec-
toral matters, taxation matters, and many
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other things which are in nowise the voncern
of a Royal Commission on Agriculture.

Mr. Harrisan: Have you referred to page
11 of the index as regards fertilisers?

Mr. LAMBERT: I know about the subject,
because 1 have discussed it with those who
have imvestigated it.

Mr, Hardwick: T do uot think you have
rcad the report.

Mr, LAMBERT: I have not the slightest
hesitation in saying that if I read the report
I would find it as dull as is the hon. member
whe has just interjected. My desire is to
bring forward certain matters. T undoubtedly
hold that the House should have an idea
whether the Government intend to close dewn
the Implement Works, or whether, if the Gov-
ernment are going to continue them, they will
be put on a basis which will make them
of some benefit to the farmers. How-
ever, I respectfully suggest to the Pre-
mier that he ask the Royal Commission to
thoroughly investigate the superphosphate in-
dustry of the State, and I particulariy ve-
quest those who represent farming interests in
this Chamber, and are absolutely in the posi-
tion now, as they have been in the past, to ask
the Government for favours—I request them
to see that the subject is thoroughly investi-
gated in the interests of those whom they re-
present, or are suppased to represent, here.

Mr. MALEY {Greenough) 15.23]: I must
confess that | have as yet only partially re-
covered from the hit on the point, as it were,
admiuistered to the Country party by ihe mo-
tion of the member for Menzies. l.ookinz lack
to the date of the appointment af the Royal
Commission on Agriculture, aud taking iuto
account the condition of the imdustry, it must
be admitted that the appointment of the Com-
mission was absolutely warranted, The ian:d
scttlement policy of past Governments was.
to put it as strongly as I may Dbe allowed,
absolutely rotten. People were induced to
come out to this country and select land on
absolutely gross misrepresentations. People
who did not knew the front part of « horse
from the back part, and who knew ahsolutely
nothing of the conditions of living out in the
bush, were led to believe that they could make
a living here by tickling the soil

Mr, Munsic: Who was responsible for those
misrepresentationat

Mr, MALEKY: | o not know. Possibly some
entbusiasts of the Imumigration Office, Speci-
ous promiges were held out to induce immigra-
tion, and above everything else, the people
were told that they could make a living at
wheat growing alone. That statement, in my
opinion, represeuts one of the greatest ¢rimes
ever committed by any Government. The mem-
ber for Menzies has complained that in the
past the attention of the House has been given
prineipally to the questions affecting the agri-
cultural industry. [ endeavoured to take down
the member’s actual words, and they were:—

The attention of the House has heen
almpst wholly taken up with agricoitural
matters.

Mr. Munsic: He is not wrong so far as

the last 414 vears are concerned.
Mr. MALEY: The member for Menzies should
have weleomed the appointirent of the Royal
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Copission, und if he will take the trouble to
read their interim teport he will gain rome
information that will enable him to cast his
vote in an intelligent manner. It bas been as-
serted that wothing good ecan e nanate from the
Commission. L.t me, however, draw the at-
tention of hon. members to paragraph 7 of the
Commission’s interim report, which paragraph
is headed ‘‘Rabbits and Dogs’'—

On 11th November, 1916, a rccommenda-
tion was scnt to the Government emphasising
the nrgency of this question, and the desira-
Lility of the Government assisting to eope
with this nmenace to the State’s security, as
follows:—The Commission has just returned
from a touwr, traversing the Merredin loop
line and Mount Marshall spur line, and re-
grels to advise that rabbits are inereasing
very wuch over these dry areas, so mwuch so
that arcund the lake country, in the vicinity
of (‘oweowing in particular, rerions damage
15 heing done to the crops. Apparently these
rabbits have migrated from further north, as
the universal testimony is that, until the
present season, they were a negligible quan-
tity, and that they have suddenly inereased.
The members of the Commission are unani-
mous in considering that the matter should
ke specially laid before you as a case for im-
mediate and urgent aetion. We think that a
fpecially combined effort should be made to
lay poison in an organised manner wher-
ever rabbits are bad, and particularly around
the lakes, whith are their breeding grounds.
We also suggest that, by arrangement with
the roads bhoards and other public bodies,
all dams should he netted in this summer, as
nearly simnltaneously as possible, in the
affected arcas, if netting is procurable. We
would also suggest that poison shouid he sup-
plied to settlers free of charge. We find
that most of the scttlers are already doing
their hest to cope with the trounble, but
that the great drawback is that the rabbits
are eoming in from unocenpied Crown lands.
We think the best results will probably be
secured if the free snpply of poison i3
cranted af once.

What is the nse of appointing a Royal Com-
mission if their recommendations are not to
be carrieldl out? Had the recommendations
which 1 have quoted been earried out twelve
months ago, this country wonld have been saved
bhunilreds, perliaps thousands of pounds; it
wounld have been saved the effort which will
now have to he made to cope with the pest,
anid alse saverd from the immense destrnction
the pest has wrought in the crops during the
past season. T consider that undoubtedly the
efforts of the Royal (‘ommission would im-
“mediately benefit the agrieultural industry if
it were not for the temporary financial em-
harrassment of the State, and T as a2 member of
the Country party am prepared to pronounce
the auvpointment of the Roval Commission on
Agrieolture as thoronghly justified.

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [5.28]: T was
very much surprised by the question put hy
the memher for Menzies as to why the South-
West did not produce what it was alleged to
he able to produce. Tf there is any justifica-
tion needed for the appointment of the Royal
Commission on Apgricniture, snrely the lan-
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guage of that question justifies the appoint-
ment. The faet that the south-western por-
tion of this State, ahout which so much has
been said, has not proved productive to the
point which was anticipated, in itself affords
complete justification for sending a Royal
Commission into that part of the State. The
member for Greenough {Mr. Maley) said that
the operations of the Royal Commission had
done good so far as his c'ectorate was con-
cerned. Let me point out that apother para-
graph of the interim report draws attention
to the State farms. I feel sure that if the
Government give effect to the recommenda-
tions of the Royal Commission in that resject,
we shall have no more sueh drastic measures
as the uprooting of State orchards, simply
because they are there for the purpose for
which they are intended—that is, to illustraie
at State farms the operation of an industry
anitable for the South-West. The member for
Greenough further said that immigrants had
been detuded into coming to this country from
other parta of the world by the prosprect of
making a ready and easy living. The member
for Hannans (Mr. Munsie) interjected a re
flection on that statement. I contend that
the inducements which were held out to immi
grants emanated from the Agent General™
office and the Lands Department. Books ad:
vocating Farming in the Sounth-West can be
found in the Lands Office to-day. T will give
members an instance of the sort of statemenl
to which I refer. It says, the State of Western
Australia makes a present of a homestead
farm to any selector of 180 acres. Well, 2
homestead farm to an agriculturist in the Old
Country would mean a farm on which a mar
could make a home and a living, but when the
unfortunate settler arrives here and goes
the Lands Department all e gets is four sur
vey pegs in virgin country. Tf the Lands De
partment and the Agent General’s Depart
ment eirculated these misleading reports, it i
time the Commission extended their investi
gations to find ont to what extent these state
ments were made, The Premicr said in bi
policy specch—

While the apyearance of past neglect may
be a matter for some regret, it is the in
tention of the XNational Government to de
vote its emergies in the direction of bringing
about closer settlement and intense culture

The Sonth-West, although represented by !
Premier, & Treasurer, and Minister for Work
on scveral oecasions, is one of the mos
neglected portions of the State io-day, an
when the report of the Uommission on th
wheat portions of the State was found
necessary, in the interests of the South
West the same consideration should he ex
tended to that vortion of Western Australia
There are several things which will reguire in
vestigation in the south-western ortion of th
State, sneh as bntter and bacon factories
These matters have heen brought before th
House and have been dealt with in the publi
Press, and from questions which have emar
ated from members it must he contended tha
an investigation of these faectories shouh
take place at the earliest possible date. S
far as the South-Western partion of th
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State is concerned, it is not necessary that
we should have ihe full evidence such as is
conlained in the interim report before mem-
bers. If we bave a resumé of the evidence
and the egsential features, that is all that
is necessary, and of course, we should get
the recommendations and the findings as well
There arc one or two other difficnlties that
confront the South-West which it has been
said is one of the fairest provinces of Aus-
tralia. One of the difficulties is clearing.
This iz a great difliculty to anyone who takes
up land in any portien of the South-West
south of Pinjarrn. Then, there are the ques-
tions of drainage and irrigation. These are
vital matters to success in the South-West
and no hody of men could give a more un-
biassed report on these features than the
Commission which has the matter in hand
to-day., Then, there is the question of ihe
development of the lime deposits brought be-
fore rhe Honse by the member for Bunbury
(Mr, Money) during the Address-in-reply.
This is a matter of vital importanee and 1
trust the Commission will take this matter
into their consideration. Personally, from
what | have read of the findings of the
Commission | honestly believe they will be
of the greatest assistance to the farming
community of Western Australia. 1 cannot
speak from the standpoint of wheat growing
but it is evident from the mass of evidence
acconipanying this report that it must con-
tain something that is good, and from the
ood that is in it the farming eommunity
ean seleet that which is of value. The execn-
tive of the Farmers and Settlers’ Association
to whiel T belong have obtained a copy of
the report and have found that it is of great
agsistance in such a matter as the comstruc-
tion of freezing works. Judging from the
expressions of apinion of the members repre-
senting the wheat prowing areas, it is of
vital importance to them. Sceing that the
report is of mueh importance to  other
parts of \Vestern Australia, it would bhe a
manifest injustice if the services of the
Commission were brought to a hasty eonelu-
ston until investigation has been held into
the farming proposition from a South-West
point of wview.

Mr. GRTFFITHS (York) [3.33]: I, like
other members, got somewhat a shock when
I heard the motion brought forward by the
member for Menzies (Mr. Mullany) this
afterngon. From the hon, member’s point
of view he no doubt has done what is right;

hut from the point of view of many
of  those who represent important
agricultural constituencies he  has  nat
taken the right course. Members shonld

look back to the time when the Commission
wag appointed, at which date its appointment
was undoubtedly warranted. At that time
there was a great deal of gibing in regard to
what the Commission was doing. but T sav
that no Commission appointed in this coun-
try has done better and more honest work
than this one has done and is doing.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
istor): Tt ecosts so uch.

AHTE
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Mr. GRIFFITHS: Had the recommendation
that was sent forward in November, 1918,
been carried out—to tackle the rabbit pest—
the cost of the Commission would have been
saved over and over again. If members look
through the recommendations contained in
the interim report jssued by the Commission
they will find several important matters
brought before Ministers’ attention with the
idea of trying to make the conditions of set-
tlers somewhat of a more hopeful nature.
I am not going through the whole of the
mutters brought forward by the Commission.
The question of the South-West has already
heen treated by the members who represent
that portion of Western Australia, but I have
gone inte a number of matters which have
been dealt with and which are of importance
to the agricultural industry, and I think
it is omly right that members should read
through the headings to see the vast task
which the Commission has had placed bhefore
them. The Government and the country would
reap a great benefit if the suggestions of the
Commission are only ecarried out. T am not
here to analyse this report, but T wish to
recommend members to read the suggestions
of the Commission and I am sure they will
find that many of fhem are of an interesting
charaeter, T have had many aceounts
brought under my notice showing me the
water rates which the settlers have to pay.
A special recommendation was sent forward
by the Commission on the matter.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: They are paying no
more than what the water cost.

Mr. GRIFFITIIS: Whether they are pay
ing more than what the water cost is heside
the question. Thers are men who are really
not using the water. They bhave had dams
constructed and yet they have been foreced
to pay a big water tax. Men have come to
me and shown me the water payments and
other costs which they have to bear and these
nmen arc being caten ont to-day by the rab-
bits. One man showed me a list of
what he had to pay ard he is net using the
water becaunse he has scooped out a dam for
himself, T lhave been instrumental in prevent-
ing many men from obiaining water from the
water scheme becanse T have urged men to
construet dams or wells of their own.

The Minister for Works: Do you think it is
honest to get the Governmenit to expend
money to carry out a work and then to repu-
diate the expense?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: No, but many people
went on to the scheme thinking that the price
they would be charged would be a payable
proposition. Many people went out not know-
g the conditions,but they have been talked
over. A man wants an extension of the pipe
line and he will talk over those persons who
are really not interested into accepting the
responsibility. Then these people find that
ther are right up to their necks.

The Minister for Works: Are they justified
in getting the Government to spend money on
this. work?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: One of the recommenda-
tions of the Royal Commission is a reduction
in the price of the water. T have had a
rather melancholy duoty within the last few
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days in following a gentleman to his grave
Wwho had heen the victim of misleading re-
ports. tle came out here to put his sons on
the land. T think I have spoken of this mat.
ter betore, at any rate, T brought it before
the wotice of the Commission. This gentleman
came out to this country with his two sons;
he took up some land mear what he was told
was a railway line. When he got to Doodla-
kine he had to go 74 miles to his selection,
and the last 12 miles he had to cut through
the bush. He was told there was a good roadl,
he was alse told that there was a water sup-
ply. Wel), this water supply is 14 miles from
his place; it is on Mr. Hedge’s farm, and
he had to cart the water 22 miles,

Mr. SPEAIXER: Did the Commission in-
quire into this case?

Mr, GRIFFITHS: Yes; they have inguired
into this ease. Such a case as I have just
cited is one of those which the Commission
should be out to stop.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T do not believe he
was told anything of the kind.

Mr. GRTFFITHS: This man weat out from
Doodlakine, gouth-east of Mr. Hedgze’s pro-
perty. I have been on the plaec myself. His
son died on Christmas Day and the father had
to take the body to Bruce Rovk. There is no
doubt that the privations and hardships of
the situation hastened the old gentleman'’s
end.

Hon. W, C, Angwin: He did not know any-
thing alout the land when he came here.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: He was induced to come
here. We are in much the same position as
they are in Canada. People were induced to
go out there, and the authorities then found
that they had to establish a system of apri-
cultural education in order to get the people
to go on the land. In my opinion it would
be a pity to cnt short the Royal Commission
before it has carried out the work which it
set out to accomplish. It is a bigger thing
than most people imagine. We should have in
Western Australia, as other countries have, a
permancnt board of agricolfure, in order to
bring into operation a continnity of policy.
This board should be free of political influ-
ence 2nd have in mind a continuity of poliey,
and its establishment wonld nndoubtedly be
for the betterment of the country,

Mr. PIESSE (Toodyay) [5.48]: Before
hon. members east their vote upon this ques-
tion it is well that they should consider the
value of the services rendered by this Royal
Commission. .Judging by the report of evi-
dence before us it has undoubtedly furnished
the country with some valuable information.
This volume contains the testimony of prac.
tieal men connected with the agrinltural in-
dustry, and to my mind the value of the Com.
mission lies not so much in its report but in
the mass of evidence which has been collected.
From this point of view alene the expenditure
which has been incurred is fully justified. If
it is possible for the State o afford it I hold
that the Commission should ibe allowed to
continue its good work.

Mr. HARRISON (Avon) [h5.49]: I was of
opinion that some hon. member on the Oppo-
gition side of the House would have spoken
before this.
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Hon. P. Collier: Why! We are prepared
to g'i\'e every man a chance to ventilate a
grievance,

Mr. HARRISOX: Ever sinece Responsible
Government there has been a movement in
this State to foster and encourage our native
industries. After the mining industry hegan
to expand there was a forward movement in
respect to agriculture. Since the drought the
agricultural industry has been a matter of
vital importance to ns. From the time of
8ir John Forrest through each successive Cali
net it has played a prominent part in the
expansion of the State.

Hon. P. Collier: Do you mean away back?

Mr. HARRISOXN: I mean ever since the
output of gold from the Golden Mile hegan to
decrease.  When Mr. W. D. Johnson was
Minigter for Lands be made inquiries of the
Agricultural Bank and the Lands Department
with a view to getting the best evidence he
could with regard to agriculture. During the
drought ycar there was a good deal of com-
ment on both sides of the House on
the seore that we bhad placed farmers
too far east for them fo  suecessfully
carry on the growing of wheat. One
of the most important points dealt with
by the Royal Commission was that connected
with their endeavowur to ascertain how far out
into the drier areas of the State wheat grow-
ing can be successfully carried on. We have
in this repert the evidenve of successful far-
mers, of those who have not beeun successful.
of those who have been under the Tndustries
Assistance Board, of those who have been
clients of the Agricuitural Bank, and we have
the evidence of officers of the Water Supply
Department and other civil servants, and if
all this evidence is taken note of and made
use of we shall not have spent £5,000 in =
better cause.

Mr, Davies: Has the Commission cost that?

Mr. HARRISOXN: The member for Menzies
(Mr. Mullany)} said it had cost £5,049.

Me. Munsic:  That wust be for printing
alone.

Mr, HARRISON: We have had Royal Com
missious on various matters, many of which
have not bheen nearly as important as this
matter of agricnlture.  We have had Royal
Commisgions on the State lwmplement Works,
Tmmigration. non-British labour, the Denlder
Deep Levels, and also on Collie fuel.

Hon. P. Cellicr; These were on
maidle by imlividuals,

Mr. HARRISON: [ only mention these to
ghow that we have had Royal Commissions
upon matters of mot mnearly the importance
of this particular matter., The four gentle-
men who have been sitting for a number of
months taking evidence have had hut one
object in view, that of establishing greater
efficiency in this State. That is the real ques
tion at’'issue. If we are going to te efficient
we must use the very best of our abilities.
brains and energies to attain that end.
If we study this evidence, which should be
the text book for every Minister of Agricul-
ture, we must get closer to that state of
efficiency. As for the cxpenditure entailed.
it is n mere bagatelle compared with the

charges
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expenditure in other directions. I am rather
glad that the member for Menzics has
bronght the matter up, because it will focus
the attention of the country upon the ques-
tion more, perhaps, than anything else counld
do. If we are going to get the benefit we
should get from this evidence, there is no
better advertisement that could be given to
the agricultural development of Western
Australia than this. The member for Cool-
gardie (Mr. Lambert) mentioned the ques-
tion of fertilisers. On page 11 of the report
we have an index to quite a volume of evi-
dence given upon this particnlar subject.

Hon, P, Collier: What do the Commission
recommend?

Mr. HARRISON: On page 11 is an index to
the evidence which has been given. The in-
dex will also show the evidence given in eon-
nection with water supply, land settlement,
and other matters. If thiz volume of evi-
flence - was scattered hroadcast throughout
tho agricultural areas of the State, it would
be advantageous. In thiz cvidence we could
find instanees showing it has cost farm-
ers anything over £1,000, whilst there
are other farniers fo whom it has cost
less. These men have gone out into
virgin country withoul knowing anything
of the climatic econditions of the State
and their cxperience has, in many cases, cost

them thousands of pounds It has cost
them years of bitter experience and
much energy, and all this i3 concentrated

in the few paragraphs of what they have
told the members of the Commission. What
is better for a man who has control of a
vessel than to know where the hidden rocks
lie, 80 that he can steer a clear course and
escape them? The evidence of these roeks
from the agricultural point of view is here
before ue, and we should use it. I feel sure
that the House will not eurtail the work of
this Royal Commission when it has not yet
completed its labours. The dairying indus-
try yet remains to be dealt with. I touched
upon this when dealing with the Estimates
of 1915, I was langhed at on that occasion,
for members did not realise that dairying
could be suceessfully carricd on in my elee-
torate, towards the Eastern Goldfields, and
in the Avon Valley. I stil! maintain that in
the Avon Valley, where there is a water
supply, we can get the butter required for
the State more quickly than in any other
part. I say that my opinion is supported by
the evidence which was given before the
Royal Commission. The eapital cost of land
in the South-West is, of course, enormous,
but as a result of his expeanditure, a man
can provide himself with a better home than
he can in the wheat belt; but at the same
time it takes years to develop his holding, a
much longer period than it does in our parti-
cular distrief. We have all these obligations
upon our shoulders and we desire to get our
revenue in as quickly as possible, so that
we have to study all these questions. Hon.
members have this evidence before them for
their nse, so that they may cast their vote
in the matter of agrienliure faithfully and in-
telligently.

[ASSEMBLY.] -~

Mr., MONEY (Bunbory) [5.58]: L feel sure
that the tnajority of members of the House
thoroughly appreciate the necessity for the
greatest economy, but I am not satisfied that
it would be economical, when we have a partly
completed report such as this before us, to stul-
tify oursclves at his stage and prevent the
vompletion of the report. To carry the wotion
would convey an expression of opinion from
this House that we (1o not valne that veport.
espeeially il we do not show the electors, and
the State generally, that we recognize the ne-
cessity for having this report fully completed.
Probably no mewmbers of the House will be more
anxions to have this report completed than the
gentlemen oceupying the Government benches.
It is their policy to develop the South-West,
bnt apparently that portion of the State, from
the point of view of dairying at all events,
has been entirely wneglected by the Agricul-
tural Commission. It is said te be necessary
that we should create more wealth, and I
think it would be well for ns to direct the at-
tention of the Royaul Cominission to the neces-
sity for making recommendations us to the
best methods of inerensing the butter produc-
tion of Western Australia, so that it weuld not
be any’longer necessary for us to import that
necessary article. Tf their energies conld be
directed to that subject, as well as to chicese
and bacon, T am sure that the money involved
wonld be well spent, If the Commission has
failed up to the present, the fault does not
rest with the Commission. It is the fault of
the Governments who have been in office and
who have failed to carry out the Commis-
sion’s recommendations. So far as the rabbit
question is concerned, if the recommendations
of the Commission had received prompt at-
tention there would bave bheen a considerable
saving to the State and to the farming com-
munity. For the reasons I have stated T in-
tend at this stage to support the continued
existence of the Commission, and hope that
they will be allowed to complete the labours
upon which they have entered.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN (North-East Freman-
tle) [6.2]: Im my opinion the member for
Menzies was quite justified in submitting the
motion to the House. I do not see how any hon.
member can come to any other conclusion than
that arrived at by the hon. member. There
is a good deal in the report of the Commiss-
sion which is of very little use. In other
words, there is very little contained in it
which was not known before the Commission
were appointed.  For instance, we know of
the existence of the rabbit pest; we knew that
the State was importing many necessaries of
life whiclh ¢ould be produced within the State.
A previous Government recognised the neces-
sity for bringing about an improvement in
that state of things, and appointed expert
officers.  Therefore, whom should we blame
for the existing condition of things. Auyone
who goes through the south-western part of
the State must arrive at the conclusion that
what has largely contributed against the pro-
gress of that part of the State is the fact that
most of the land is held in very large arcas
and is not worked. The State should confia-
cate this land if the people are disinelined to
make use of it. There is beautiful land in the
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South-West which is quite equal to that in
Victoria now being sold at £40 and £50 an
acre, and all that land is idle,

The Minister for Works: Where is it?

Hon. W, €. ANGWIXN: Right through the
South-West. I paid a visit to that part of the
State with Mr. Connor, and saw many holdings
of thourands of acres which he informed me
were owned by a single individual, and which
should have carried hundreds of families. In
many eases arcas of 150 aerex would have heen
ample for a family to get a liviag from.

The Minister for Works: There are no in-
stances of that sort.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: The Commissioner
for the South-West pointed out many holdings
which c¢ounld support bundreds of families.

Mr. Harrison: How long had that expert
been in the State?

Hon. W. (!, ANGWIN: All the time he was
in the service of the State he was agitating
for something to be Jdone in the dircction of
opening up the South-West, and on many oc-
casions he tried, and suecessfully induced, peo-
ple to take up land in that part of the Srate.
The member for Avon asks me how long the
expert had heen in the State, Can T take that
as an insinuation that the expert had been
here for o consideralile time and had not done
anything? The Agricnltural Commission re-
commend that the Government should par-
ehase hulis so that they might be leased to the
farmers. T just quote that because of the hon.
member’s interjection. Mr. Connor, the Com-
misgioner for the South-West, bought a number
of bulls for Denmark, and he was condemned
by one of the honorary Ministers the other day
for having done so. Yet the Royal Commission
recommends that stwl stoek should be pur-
chaged and leased to farmers. This brings me
back to 25 years ago, when it was then quite
amusing to take up a newspaper and read
ahout ihe Guildferd town bull day after day.
This bull was in a paddock at Guildferd for
the use of the loeal farmers. And this is the
kimd of thing that the Royal Commission is
advoeating now.

Mr. SPEAKER: T would draw the hon. mem,
her's attemtion to the faet that we are neot
discussing the Royal Commisgion’s report. I
have allowed the debate to drift somewhat, but
[ wonld ask hon. membhers now to confine them-
selves to the argument in favour of the Com-
misgion carrying on its operations or other-
wise,

Hon, W. C. ANGWIXN: T did not intend to
quote from the report, but T merely referred to
one or two items to show that the State was
i full possession of the information to which
the Commission now refers, With regard to the
water supply for farmers, the position in 1911
and again in 1914 will be remembered. Far-
mers were without water, and they petitioned
the Government to assist them to gel supplies,
fn some eases thev even blackguarded the Gov-
ernment because they could not get their snp-
plies rapidly enongh. Then when they did get
water supplies, just as they did in eonnection
with many other things, they did not want to
pay.

Hon. F. E. 8. Wilimott (Honorary Minis-
ter): Are farmers peculiar in that respect?

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: They are. The
Royal Commission deelares that farmers
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should get water alwost free, But the gold-
fields people have to pay for that scheme, and
the farmers so far have merely been charged
only that which will pay interest on the cost
of laying the pipes. We also find that the
Royal Comimission declared that the price of
first class land should be reduced to 13s. an
acre, Did not the Premier, as Minister for
Lands, introduece a Bill into this House teo
provide for that? The measore was approved
by Parliament, The Commission also point
out that the land swhich is not already alien-
ated is of no value, and that it should he
given away.

Hon. F. E. 8 Willmott {(Honorary Minis-
ter): Where do they say that?

Hon. W, (", ANGWTIN: On page 13 of the
report. The Commission report that immedi-
ately after the termination of the war we
should take steps to inerease the population.
But if all the land is of no value, what 1s the
use of bringing in people to work it?

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott (onorary Minis-
ter): They do not say all

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Nearly all. And they
also recommend that the State would be well
advised to give away the land. At first they
say the land is of no value and that it should
be given away, and then they recommend that
a charge of 10s. an acre should be made for
it. The Commisgion alse teport that there is
a searcity of purses and medical men. Have
we not known that for vears past? We have
always cxperienced a difficulty in getting doe-
tors to go into the country, and the Govern-
ment have had to give subsidies to encourage
tham to go eout inte the backblocks, The
Commission recommend what is practically the
nationalisation of the medieal and nursing
systems. Would not every doctor in the State
go on strike if we attempted to do that? The
recommendations on the subject whieh have
been made at other times have never had pro-
per cousideration, because it has heen a matter
of impossibility to carry them into effect. T
remember that it is not so long ago since the
Children’s Iospital wanted to appoint a man
to take charge of that institution.

Mr. SPEAKER: T would remind the hon.
member that the Children’s Hospital is not
heing imquired into.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: 1 was merely using
an illustration to show how difficult it has
been to secure the services of medical men,
The hildren's Tlospital Committee proposed
a certain course, but the doctors of Perth
would not allow it to bz adopted, and regula-
tions which had been framed by the Govern-
ment had to be cancelled. Yet we find the
Roval Commission suggesting what amounts to
a scheme of nationalisation in this direction.
Is not the hon. member for Menzies therefore
Jjustified in bringing forward his motion? We
are also toldl by the Royal Commission as
something new that an alteration should be
made with regard to the Agricultural Bank,
that it should be removed from political con-
trol. The desire of the Commission right
through, so far as I can see, is to remove
everything from political control, from {he
control of Parliament. The Commission think
that all that Parliament should do is to raise
the money.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member is still
discussing the report. The hon. member must
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argue either in favour of the continuance of
the Royal Commission or otherwise. The re-
port of the Royal Commission is not under re;
view. 1 desire to give the hon. member every
opportunity to illustrate his remarks, hut
when he does nothing but quote from the re-
port he is ont of order.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 te 7.30 p.m.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Before tea T was
giving extracts from the report showing low
unneeessary it was to continue further ex-
penditure in regard to this Commission. 1T
want to show that a good deal of the infor-
mation given in the report was known te
the country years befoere the Commission
was appointed. [ was dealing with the Agri-
cultural Bank whieh the Commission also
dealt with and T was endeavouring to show
that it was not nccesary to retain the Com-
mission, which is costing the country so mueh
money at the present time, to tell us what
others have told us. The Commission do not
agree in advancing money on holdings. Tt
was the policy of the Moore and Wilson
Administrations that before land was thrown
open for settlement for the Agrieultural
Bank trustees to send their officers ount to
sny what money would he advanced on the
land, so that settlers would know before
taking up the land what money they coukl
expect to receive from the Agricnltural Bank.
But the Commission bhas told the country
that that was a bad principle, because the
bank had no say in who the settler was to
be.  Everyone knows that the manager of
the Agricultural Bank is a member of the
Land Board. T think he is chairman and
therefore must be aware who the settler is.
Again T notice right through the report—
and T think wmembers should peruse it care-
fully—T have read the report and the vecom-
mendations, but not ihe evidence—the onc
object was to try to hbelittle Parliament to
show that members of Parlinment cannot be
trusted and should have no control over
anvthing that affects the agrienltural indus-
try. They say that the whole control should
be removed from Parliament. When the
Commission lavs itself out to do that we
should ask ourselves and the «ountry, is the
Commission not likely to cause dissension
throughout the State and to arouse ill-feeling
towards members of Parliament. .Just fancy
the Commission recommending that the Gov-
ernment should increase the capital of the
Agricnltnral Bank. Tt runs into some mil-
lions already. Parliament should have no
control but the Government of the day should

appoint trostees to manage the bank., Mem-
bers of the Ministry are not infallible. They
make mistakes like other people. Onee a

person is appointed a trustee he is to remain
n trustee of the bank for life. We all make
mistakes. During the Daglish administration
we made mistakes. The Moore and Wilson
administration appointed  officers,  They
made mistakes. They appointed experts; this
Government came along and sacked them.
We appointed the manager of the Tmplement
Works upon good recommendation hut he did
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not turn out a successful officer. Are we to
appoint & Commission to bring down a report
rccommending that trustees should he ap-
pointed for life? This Commission went
along to the Yandanooka estate and they told
us exactly what we knew before and what
every schoolboy in Western Australia knows.
I bave heard it during the whole time I have
been in Western Australia, that the Yanda-
neokn estate contains a very fine lot of agri-
cultural country.

Mcember: You have it on oath now.

Mr. Piekering: Did you want the Commis-
gion to deny it?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: We knew it. They
say what is a matter of common knowledge
that the land is remaining on the Govern-
ment’s hands. Yet the Commission tell us
what they say is a matter of common know-
ledge. This Commission which has ecost
something like £6,000, probably more by now,
tell us something that is common knowledge.
T ask members is it necessary to continue
such expenditure realising what we have got
before us in the shape of this report. The
Commission went into the closer settlement
scheme. That has been discussed for many
years in this Chamber. ‘The TLabour admin-
istration are not going to take any credit
for closer scttlement, but the matier bhas
heen discussed here for yecars. The Wilson
administration resumed a lot of country for
cloger settlement and the Commission again
tell us what we knew bhefore that closer
scttlement had been defeated by the impos-
sibility of securing sofficient settlers. At-
tempts have been made in the direction of
securing more settlers to take up the land,
but it is thrown out to-night by the member
for Greenough and the member for York
that misleading statements have been made
in England, They told us again what the
Premier has told us repeatedly. They said
that sparse settlement was responsible for
almost all the non success. There is no
necessity to have a Commission to tell us
of this. We do not want to pay a Commis-
sion to deal with matters of that deserip-
tion. There are several matters which they
have dealt with and which were known to
all of us here.

Mr. Pickering: There is nothing new under
the sun,

Hon. W, G, ANGWIN: Yes, some things.
The Commission recommend that we should
have perpetual leases. A Bill was introduced
in this Chamber years ago to provide for per-
petual leases. There is nothing new in that.
Parliament discussed the propesal and the
people of the country, through their repre-
sentatives, objected to the measure. Then
again, the Commission recommend that all
rents should be deferred for five years. Legis-
lation has already been passed in that direc-
tion, yet we are paving a Commission to give
us recommendations of this kind. T can only
say that the person who reads this report care-
fully ean only come to the same conclugion
that the member for Menzies has.come to,
that this wasteful expenditure shonld eccase at
onee.  The Government have already recog-
niseld that, for the Premier told the Commis-
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sion some fime ago that they must bring their
labours to an end. Why do not the Commis-
sion have the pood sense to take the hint and
immediately close down their work? The Com-
mission deals with cultivating methods. L
stated at the commencement that [ was not a
farmer, but I have heard farmers’ representa-
tives years ago recommend that fallowing
should take place betfore vrops are put in. See-
ing that we have had members of Parliament
here who understood the business and know
exactly what is required, there is no neeessity
to pay a Commission to repeat the information,
I want to say in reference to the statement
of the member for Greenough, whe pointed
out that false statements were made in Eng-
land for the purpose of encouraging immi-
grants to come here, that statements were
wmade that people had merely to scratch the
ground and that crops will grow. But we have
had instances of that already. Some of the
best c¢rops in the Yorkrakine area have been
grown on land which was merely seratched
over in the first instanece. Now this is borne
out hy the Commission, who state that other
methods have given good results in the early
stages. Do, if this was stated in England, it
was not a false statement. Seeing that the
Agent General’s officers are not here to de-
fend themselves, it is only right that T should
say that in 1913 statements were made similar
to those made here to-night by the member
for York (Mr, Griffiths), nawely, that false
statements had been made in England to en-
courage people to eome out here and settle
on the land. Inguiries were made in regard
to the matter and a letter wns received from
Mr. Gilbert, the then immigration officer, in
which he stated—

The Government advertise the State as a
field for immigration in its agricultural
eapacity only, and whatever represeniations
are made through this office are made to
men who have had some experience of farm-
ing, or are country workers, such as ean
reasonably be assured of work in the coun-
try and not in the town.

Thus, it is clear that men who have come out
here were advised on leaving England to get
work on a farm here before starting for thein-
selves. Mr. Gilbert went on to say—

I make it clear to your readers that the
emigration of unskilled or even skilled town
labourers to Western Australia is not en-
couraged, and that the only class the State
will assist is for country or farm.

That communication by Mr. Gilbert serves to
disprove the statement that false assertions
have been made to induce people to come to
Western Australia. I know that from time to
time some immigration agents, not responsible
Government officers, have been carele®y in their
statements; indeed we prosecuted one man aml|
secured a eonvietton, with six months’ imprison-
ment, for making statements contrary to the
devires of the Government.
Mr. Griffiths: Did not Mr,
some wild statements?
Hon. W, C. ANGWIN:
Mr. Ranford could say that he would wil-
fully make a false statement. No man in
the Katapning district was more respeeted
than Mr. Ranford. So strong was his faith

Ranford make

Na one who knew
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in the quality of the soil of Western Aus-
tralia that possibly he might have been led
astray occasionally thiough his optimism,
but he would not do it wilfully to deveive,
Despite the advice given them in England,
some of the immigrants who came here went
on the land immediately. without first un-
derstanding either the climatic conditions or
the approved methods of working the land.
That is the whole position.

Mr. Smith: A West Australinn  senator
once said in the Senute that there was ne
good land in Western Australia.

Hon., W, C. ANGWIN: The commis-
sioners say that the bulk of the first class
land in the vieinity of main lines in good
climatic conditions has becn ulready alien-
ated, that much of the inferior land has
little or no intrinsic valne, and that the
State would be well advised to give it away
under strict improvement conditions. This
proves that, in the opinion of the eommis-
sioners, the land still available is almost
ugeless, And then the commissioncrs come
nlang and say that they did not intend thad
it should be given away,

Mr, Pickering: That is the good land?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No, according to
them the good land has all gone. I am not
saying that I believe what the commis-
sioners say; they have merely brought out
the evidence adduced before them. Person-
ally, I believe there is plenty of good land
still in the State, good and along railways,
and good land not yect gserved by a railway.
We have too many scttlers wanting rail-
ways for remote areas. Then the commis-
sioners go outside the scope of their com-
mission and recommend that we should
again renew the pound for pound subsidies
to the road boards, adding ‘‘when financially
posaible.”’ We do not want recommenda-
tions of that kied, beeanse the Government
would never have reduced the subsidies had
the state of the finances not rendered it es-
sential. The member for York pointed out
one good thing the commissioners had donc and
which he said the Country party had firat
brought forward. He referred to the recom-
mendation in regard to freczing worka.

Mr. Harrison: Is not that recommenda-
tion alene worth £5,000%

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No, it i3 not worth
sixpence, becanse for years this question has
been discussed in the House, It was dis-
cussed here before the Farmers’ and Set-
tlers’ Association was formed. There is one
good point in the report, the recommenda-
tion for freezing works at Fremantle. The
commissioners tell us that the lack of tele-
phonic communication is a bar to progress.
But hon. members know that a man living
remote from centres of population cannot
expect to get telephonic commmunication.

Mr. Pickering: Yet it is provided in Can-
ada.

Mr. Munsie:  Telephonic communication
in Capada is no better than it is in Western
Australia.

Hom. W. C. ANGWIN: Then the report
of the commissioners gives us other advice
which T do not think worth the cost of print-
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ing. We are told that the Parlinment of
Wesgtern Australia is not fit to deal with ag-
riculture, and it is recommended that o
Board of agricnlture should he appointed
with full control. We might put the biggest
posgible dufers on that bourd and they
wounld remain members of the hoard for life

Mr. Harrison: Could not you make a re-
commendationd

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: One whom 1 might
consider a good man might be regarded by
other hou. members as a partienlarly weak
man. Perhaps the exccutive of the Farmers’
and Settlers’ Association could make a good
recommendation. Clearly, the commissioners
wish to remove agriculture from the contro
of the people’s representatives.  Another
matter, which the chairman of the Commission
admits does not ecome within the scope of their
conunission, is the qualifications of electors.
T have come to the conclusion that all the
members of the Commission wust be young
men. They recommend that parents shounld
have a vote for every ehild, Clearly this
gonld give the younger men a chanee of in-
creasing  their voting powers, while we ol
men would be left in the cold. It is for this
sort. of recommendation that we are paying
£6,000. After perusing the report, T ean only
say that the rvesults which were anticipated
when this Commission was appoinfed have not
been regzlised. The member for Sussex (Mr.
Pickering) asked what was the good of the
report if the Government would not carry it
into effect. I venture tg say that, if the Gov-
ernment have been attending to the business
of tie country, not any Minister has had time
to rend this report since the 17th November,
the Jdate when it was presented.  Yet hon,
members say that the fault lies, not with the
report but with the Government, because the
Governinent will not carry the recommenda-
tions into effect. Many of the reeommenda-
tions were considered and turned down by
Parliament years ago. There can he no doubt
that when the late Government made a con-
tract for the support of the representatives
of the Farmers and Settlers’ Association, and
ineluded in the conditions the appointment of
this Roval Commission, at a eost of some
£6,000, they were wasting public money.

The Minister for Works: There was no bar-
gain of any sort,

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: We all remember
the Press reports of the proceedings, and we
still have our ewn impressions of those pro-
reedings. T will vote for the motion, realising
that, se far, the value of the recommendations
of the Royal Commisgion is not by any means
commensurate with the cost of that Commis-
gion. 1 was pleased to hear the Premier de-
clare that he had told the Commision to bring
their labours to a conclusion.

Hon. P. Collier: He suggested it to them.

Hen. W, . ANGWIN: Of course he could
not say straight out, *‘Get out of this,”’ be-
eause he had not the pewer to do so, He gave
the broad hint, but he did not go far enough.
He said that the country was practising ecaon-
omy, We have a report on the metropolitan
water supply and sewerage, a very interesting
doenment, and this would not cost a quarter
of what it cost to print the report of this

[ASSEMBLY.]

Commission. And 1t also contains more intor-
mation of value to the country than this does.
Mr, Harrison: That is a matter of opinion.
Hon, W. , ANGWIN: The water supply
aml sewerage report will tell us what it cost
the country in regard to water supplies,

My, Thomson: This is an iwdustry which is
worth millions to Western Australia,

Hon. P. Collier: The industry is, but not
the report.

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWIN: The hon. member
said that this is an industry worth milliens to
the country, and 1 agree with him. I told
hon, members the other day that, in the
dronght vear of 1914, the £200,000 or £500,000
which we advanced immediately to the farmn-
ers of this State to keep them on the land was
worth every penny, whether we lost it all or
not.

Mr. Harrison: It has returned a million and
a guarter.

[Ton, W. C. ANGWIN: The position is that
we were uot then paying thousands of pounds
tor reports and recommendations vpon matters
on whieh this country has already cxpressed
an opinion, Furthermore, we were paying
money which could be saved and put to very
much better advantage in the way of appoint.
ing experts thronghout this country to teach
our farmers how to till the soil properly, what
kind of erops to put in, what is the most suit-
able wheat for the soil. We would not bhe
wasting money like this in drawing wp a ve.
port which not one man in a hundred will
read. .

Hon. P. Collier: Not one man in a thoo-
sand. A farmer would unot get his erop in
that year if he sat down to read it.

Hon, W. C, ANGWIN: T would point out
that the YFarmers and Settlers’ Association
have only one copy of this report. If it is of
the valne that hon. members try to make out
it will pay the Farmers and Settlers’ Associa-
tion to get a report for every member of the
assaciation. Apparently, hewever, they de not
think it is of that value, for they have only
one copy, which in all probability was pre.
sented to them by an hon. member of this
House free of cost. The member for Menzies
(Mr. Mullany) is justified in bringing for-
ward this motion. There is one matter which
I wish to deal with, before sitting down. The
Commisgion recommend State aid to co-opera-
tion to o limited nember of eo-operative socie-
ties, How ~areful the members of the Com-
mission are in this matter! They know full
well how they stand with the Farmers ani
Settlers’ Association, and that the association
wanted this, I was poing te say to bluff the
actual farmer from knowing that nothing has
been done so far as the report is concerned.

Mr, Pigkering: That is rather unjust.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: TIn conclusion, I
would repeat that this report is not worth the
£6,000 it has cost, and I hope the metion will
be carried.

Mr., TROY (Mt. Magnet) [8.7]: T under-
stand the motion is for the adjournment of
the House in order to direct attention to the
waste of money which is oceurring by reason
of the continued existence of the Royal Com-
mission which is inquiring into the Western
Australian agricultural industry. 1f that is so,
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the protest is rather belated. The Commission
have been in evidence since September, 1918,
a matter of some 18 months, and now the first
protest comes along that the Commission has
had no practical resnlt, that the expense of
the Commission has been a waste of nioney,
and that the time has arrived when the Com-
mission should be abolished. I think hon. mem-
bers will recolleet how the Commission came
to he appointed. The appointment of this
Commission was just a specimen of that dis-
creditable political bargaining whieh was
tespongible for the Wilson Government secur-
ing the support of the Country party—therc
is ne question ahout that—and which in =a
similar manner was responsible for the forma-
tion of the present Government and their
existence on that side of the House. If. lon,
members will read the ‘‘Primary Producer’’
they will find that one of the reasons for the
Country party transferring its support to the
then Liberal Government was that they would
have a Royal Commission to inquire into the
whole of the system of agriculture in Western
Australia, In my opinion there was no neces.
sity for the Commission at all.  Practieal
. farmers on that side of the House now could
have told us and the country the difficulties
in the way of successful farming development.
Everyone knows the position of the farmers in
this country, that the difficulties under which
they labour are due to bad seasons and to the
fact that they confine their industry to pro-
ducing wheat, whereas wheat alone will not
pay any farmer to grow. Everyone knew that,
What the Government should have done was
to enable the farmer who produced wheat
alone to grow stock also, and then he would
have been able to overcome his diffieulties.
“That, after all, is all the Commission can tell
us now. Every Commission which has ever
been appointed by this House has been the
result of political bargaining and intrigue on
the patt of some party or individuval members
of the House.

Mr. Harrison: And the Collie Coal Commis-
sion, too?

Mr. TROY: Yes. The only thing I can see
which will be of any profit to the farmers of
this country as a result of the appointment
of this Commission is that, if the Government
will distribute amongst the farmers copies of
this report, the farmers might securc some
education and knowledge from the experience
of other farmers who have given their evidence
bhefore the Commission. That is the only good
T can see in if. As has been pointed out, all
the conclugions arrived at by the Commission
have already been arrived at by members of
this House and various Governments from time
to time. This Commiscion was only appointed
as a pretence on the part of the Government
of their interest in the farming industry, and
it was held out as a sop to the Country party
that from the results of the labours of this
Commission results would follow, The Gov-
ernment, so far, have not had the courage to
aholish the Commission, although the Premier
has said that he gave a hint that it was to
cease its labours. What good results can ke
secured by it? The member for Menzies asks
for the adjournment pf the House to discuss
a certain matter, but does he propese to move
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any further in it? Had he desired that this
House should express a definite gpinion he
would have given notice of a definite motion,
and have asked the Premier, whom he sup-
ports, to give the House an opportunity of
discussing his motion; and in that motion he
could have called upon the House to express
an opinion that this Commission should he
abolished and should cease its labours. I very
much deubt whether the Government have
power to bring the labours of this Commis.
sion to a close.

Mr. Thomson: Exeept fo save money.

My, TROY: If the hon. member desires fo
do so let him move that no further payments
be made te this body, and then the opinion
expressed by this House may have some weight
with the gentlemen who comprise this Com-
mission. The maiter contained in the motion
of the member for Menzies was not one of
urgency. The Commission has already been
going on for 18 months, [t has not been
recently appointed, and is not te e appointed
to-morrow. The expense hag been incurred,
and those responsille for the expenditure,
members sitting on the other side of the House,
must take the blame.

Mr. Griffiths: You think we are going to
do something for the industry.

Mr. TROY: The Commission is only a sop
and a pretence to the people, whom the hon.
member represents, to indicate that the Gov-
ernment are interested in the industry, and
that some result will acerue to it; whereas all
the conclusions arrived at are comclusions al-
rendy arrived at by various Governments and
the experts in the country,

AMr. Griffiths: You are imputing bad motives
to me. )

Mr. TROY: If the member for Menzies
will pnsh this motion to a Adivision, T will vote
with kim.

Mr. Davies: He is waiting for you to finish,
in order to withdraw the motion.

Mr. TROY; I am glad to hear that, becanse
it shows the depth of sincerity in the whole
business, I am glad the hon member inter-
jeeting is able to speak on behalf of the mem-
ber for Menzies.

Mr. Mullany: I am quite able to speak on
my own behalf,

Mr. TROY: I hope so; but I have not ex-
pressed the opinion that the hon. member is
unable to do so. It was his colleague who
expressed that opinion. That colleague ahso-
lutely knows the depth of sincerity in the
hon. member’s motion, Tf the hon. member
desires me to discuss his sincerity in this
matter, I am prepared to do so.

Mr. SPEAKER: Tt would he hardly in
order.

Mr. TROY: I am as well aware of that,
Sir, as you are. So far T have kept very well
to the point in this debate; but I know jnst
how far I can go, and how far I will go. In
con¢lusion, I say that if the member for Men-
zies desires to get an expression of the opinion
of the House, he should mnot withdraw the
motion but push it to a division, when T will
vote with him.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Bonlder) [8.17]: I
have no desire to cover the ground which has
already been traversed by hon. members, or
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to prolong the debate to any great extent, be-
cause I realise that there can be very little
practical result from it, except that the House
will have had an opportunity of directly dis-
cussing the work and activities of the Royal
Comn_lission on Agrieulture, and also of ex-
pressing an opinion as to whether the Com-
missioners  should continne their arduous
labours or should be required to bring them
to a conclusion at an early date. The Commis-
sion, as the member for North-East Fremantle
(Hon. W. C. Angwin} has indicated, have a
very pronounced hostility to political influ-
ence. That vein of thought can he found
running right throughout the whole of their
recommendations. I wonder are the members
of the Commission aware of the fact that,
had it not been for political influence, they
wonld never have been brought into existence
as Royal Commissioners? TFor it is a matter
of simple truth to say that the Commission
were conceived in iniquity and Dborn in an
atmosphere of barter and intrigue, and that
place hunters performed the necessary duties
at the birth, There is no manner of donbt
whatsoever albout that. The member for Sus-
sex (Mr, Pickering) disputed the suggestion
of the member for Magnet (Mr. Troy) that
the appeintment of the Commission was part
of the bargain or the arrangement, or what-
ever it may be called, between the members
of the Country party and the then Liberal
Government when the latter took office in 1916.
But that fact was openiy proclaimed in the
columns of the newspapers—not only in the
official organ of the Country party, but also
in the general Press. The appointment of the
Commission wag stated there as one of a num-
her of conditions on which the members of
the Country party agreed to place Mr. Frank
Wilson in power as head of a Liberal Govern-
ment. The Commission have now gone on for
a period of 18 months, involving the State in
an expenditure of more than £5,000, which
amount, I believe, does not include £600 odd
for the printing of ihis interim report. And
what is the position now? To judge from the
utterances of the Premier this afterncon, the
labours of the Commission have evidently not
inspired any ecnthusiasm in that hon. gentle-
man’s breast. Neither their works nor their
recommendations, if we may judge from his
comments on the motion, have roused any en-
thusiasm in him. He said he had no time to
go into the report—on which point T agree
with him-—and see if there was any sugges-
tion in it that might be of value to the coun-
try. He said further that it was to be hoped
the report would he of service to Western
Australia. He also said he hoped the Govern-
ment might find many useful suggestions in
the report. ‘There is no enthusiasm aboit
utterances of that deseription. The Premier
himself did not attempt to justify the work
of the Commission up to date; and, further,
our friends on the cross benches, the repre-
sentatives of the farmers, or at all events those
of them who spoke to the motion, put up a
very feeble defence. Indeed, I have never
Listenedl to a defence of any position so lack-
ing in enthusiasm, The member for York
(Mr. Griffiths) waved the interim report in
the air and recounted the work and the ser-
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vices of the Commission, just as if he wanted
hon. members to judge of the value of the
Commission’s recommendations by the mere
bulk of the interim report. Has any member
who has spoken on the motion—and I take it
that if there was a defence of the Commis-
sion’s work that defencgé would be fortheom-
ing from the cross benches—quoted one recomn-
mendation of the Commission which is of
value and which has not been known for years
and even for generations past in this State—
one suggestion that is original, that is new,
and is of any value whatever to the farming
indugtry of Western Australia?

Mr. Harrison: One suggestion is that the
dairying industry could be carried turther
east.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Commission talk
about that when there is scarcely a dairy
herd planted in the sonth-western portion of
the State, which is supposed to be purtienlarly
suitable for dairying. The member for Avon
(Mr. Harrison) had an opportmity of speak-
ing, and he did not quote one rccommendation
of any value which kas mot heen well known
for years to the officials of the Agricultural
Department and to members of this House as
well. Tf T might have recourse to the classics -
of the Honorary Minister (Mr. Underwood).
I should deseribe the report in the simple
word ‘‘tripe.’” I believe that word just about
sums up the whole report.

Hon. R, H. Underwood (Honorary Minister):
Why charge it up to me? .

TTon. P, COLLIER: T merely ask permis-
sion to nuote the ciassies of the Honorary
Miunister, hecanse he onee designated a notable
utterance of mine by the term *‘fripe.”” The
member for Greenough (Mr. Maley) appar-
ently considers that he hag justified the labours
of the Commission by quoting their recom-
mendation of September or October, 1916, with
regard to rabbits and wild dogs. What docs
that recommendation prove? The Commis-
sion simply advired the Government at the
time that the rabbits were making headway
into our farming aveas.

Mr. Maley: And were a menace.

Hon, P, COLLTER: Just so. What profound
wistom! Did it require a costly Royal Com-
mission pevegrinating about the country with
motor cars and an army of shorthand writers
to discover that the rahbits were in great num-
hers in the Bastern whent areas? Will the hon.
member maintain that it required that Com-
wmission to make that discovery?

Mr, Harrigon: The rccommendation had no
cffect. That is what we are complaining ahout,

Hon. P. (OLLIER: That is the justification
of the work of the Commission offered by one
hon, member; and, as further showing that
the whole thing is a farce absolutely and a
waste of money, we have the proof that that
important reeommendation—and it was an im-
portant recommendation, but eould have heen
niade by the Chief Inspector of Rabbits, or
by any farmer, independently of a Royal Com-
mission—that that important recommendation
on a matter which menaced the whole of our
wheat areag wasg entircly igmored and passed
over by the Government of the day. What has
heen done? TFor a perind of 18 months that
warning given by the Royal Commission was
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laid on one side and utterly ignored, until to-
day the Government can no longer continue io
ignore a matter of such urgency, and find them-
selves compelled to take action. Now, if the
Government ignore one simple report brought
under their notice in the direct manmer in
which this one was, what are they going to do
with all that is contained in the interim re-

pert?
The Premier: 1t was pot brought to the
Government. The Government knew all about

the rabbits.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is just what I am
saying about the Commission. What applies to
the Commission’s recommendation regarding
rabbits applies right along the line to every
subjeet on which they have reported—that is,
the Government know all about it, and have had
the information at their disposal for years
past. The information is on the files of the
Agricultural Departiment and of other depart-
ments.

Mr. Griffiths: Buried in the pigeon holes.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, as this report will
Lie buried when the Public Works Department
enlarge the offices of the Agricultural Depart-
ment, which will mean still forther expendi-
ture. This wholly ridienlous Commission, what
do they say? They say that they have examined
684 witnesses, including 537 farmers, Now we
understand why the work of the Commission
wag suspended about October last. That would
he just about the period when the farmers
would be commencing to prepare for their har-
vest. Having repard to the faet that all the
witnesses are paid fees, I can see in this Com-
mission another form of assistance to our

friecnds upon the land. The Commission ex-
amined 337 farmers in the slack period of the
vear.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-

ter): Where did you get the information about
the fecs?

Hon. P. COLLIER: All witnesses receive
fees,

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minister):
They do not.

1fon. P. COLLITER: All the witnesses ex-

amined by these Royal Commissions receive
fees.

Alinisterial members: No.

Hon. T'. COLLIER: If they do not, I am
ulad to know that the farmers are so patri-
otic. T will say this, that if they have not re-
veived fees it is just aboot the first time in
the history of Royal Commissions that witnes-
ses have heen known to attend iwithout re-
ceiving fees, But I should like to he assured
on more definite and reliable authority, on
something more conmciusive, than an interjee-
fion across the floor that onr farmer friends
have not received any witness fees.

Mr. Broun: There are members sitting here
whe gave evidence and who say that they re-
ceived no fees.

Hon., P. COLLIER: T will undertake to say
fhat the old hard-headed farmers have drawn
fees all right.

Mr. Broun: You are wrong.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The position is quite
rlear. When the harvest started about Octo-
hor, the farmers could no longer attend as
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witnesses, 1t this Reyal Commistion on Agri-
cilture is guing to be a Tennyson’s brock kind
of Commission, continning from year to year,
then, during the time between when the
ploughing is done and when the harvest com-
mences, the furmers from all over Western
Australia will be able to pick up a few pounds
of pocket ntoney by giving evidenece hefore
the Commission, There were 23 farmers’ wives
examined. ‘That is another injustice to the
ladies, when we bear in mind that 537 of their
good husbands gave evidence. But the as-
tonishing part of the report is that the Com-
mission examined 300 officials of the Govern-
ment departmenta.
The Minister for Works: No.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is so. Lf the hon.
gentleman will look up the interim report of
the Commission, he will find the statement
there. Iividently the Minister for Works bas
not read the report, either. The charge of not
haviug read the report applies to others be-
sitles the member for Coolgardie (Mr. Lam-
hert),

Member: How many civil servants would
count as one witness?

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is just the point
whiech puzzles me. I am not vesponsible, but
appurently the Cemntission was able to find
amonyst the 684 witneyses, 587 farmers,

Ar, Broun: You will find that the 500 civil
servants is a misprint; it should be 50,

Hon. P. COLLIER: The report says 300
ofiicials of Government departments. It must
surely be a misprint. Then they examined
15 bank officials, 47 merchants, and business
men, seven members of Parliament, including
the member for York who, by the way,
coulll have prepared all this information him-
self without the ussistance of the Commis-
ston. Then there wuas one lone shepherd of
the backblocks, a elergyman, and one profes-
sor of the University. Tf the Commission
are permitted te go on in this way they will
continue in the vears that are to come., The
Commission say, in a spirit of resignation as
it were, that they visited the Eastern States,
but they only investigated matters in South
Australia and Victoria. Then, as referred to
by the member for North-East Fremaatle,
this extraordinary excursions Commission
made some wonderful inquiries into matters
which have not anything at all o do with
the duties with which they were entrusted.
They placed an extraordinary interpretation
upon the seope of their duties. They dealt
with taxation, not only in Western Australia
but taxation for the whole of Anustralia.
There is this interesting paragraph: they
recommend ‘‘that the tazable exemption to
be allowed for each child should he increased
to £30, and that no other exemption should
be allowed in Awstralian taxation.”' I would
advise the Government fo pass that on to
our friends in the Federal Parliament. Then
they get out into the realms of franechise
and suggest that a farmer should have a
plural vote. That is the kind of work the
Commission has been spending its time on.
It has been said that the Government have
not the power to terminate the labours of
the Commission. I submit that they have



got the power. The power which created
this Commission has also the power to cut
off their existence, even to take more drastic
steps than a mere hint if the Commission
be net amenable to uny hint that may be
given to them by the Premier. 'The labours
of the Esperance Royal Commission were
bronght to an abrupt termination when a
member of the then Government was seek-
ing election for a constitueney on the gold-
fieds. That Commission was told to submit
its report and recommendations prior to elec-
tion day, and it did so.

The Premicr: Oh no.

Hon., P. COLLITER: I do not believe the
Premier knew anything about that, but the
fact remains that the Commission’s labours
were terminated abruptly.

Mr. Thomson: That is & sneaking innuendo.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 1t is a fact, and it can
be proved.

The Premier: No directions of that sort
were given them, and they could only come
from me,

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 will not permit any fur.
ther remarks on that matter,

Hon. P. COLLIER: The majority of the
members of this House will agree that the
labours of the Agricultural Commission
should be brought to an end at an early
date, and it is for the Government to take
this step. I do not desire to reflect on the
members of the Commission. T uanderstand
the gentlemen who compose it are conscien-
tions and hardworking, and are thoroughly
imbued with the importance of the duties
with which they are entrusted. Any body
of men would have had to work hard to
preduce in the space of 12 months a velume
sueh as that we have before us,

Myr. MULLANY rose to reply.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has not
the right to reply. He ean withdraw the
motion if he desives.

Mr. MULLANY: T will allow the motion
to be determined by the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: A motion of this char-
acter is submitted with the objeet of per-
mitting a disenssion to take place om a mat-
ter of importance. I have uever known the
question to he put., The hon. member who
moved it generally withdraws the motion
after the subject-matter has heen debated.

Question put and negatived.

Resolved that motions be continued.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. HARDWICK, leave of
abgence granted to the member for Leonora
(Mr. Foley) on the ground of urgent pri-
vate business.

BILL—EMPLOYMENT BROKERS' AQT
AMENDMENT.

Tntroduced by Mr, Mullany and read a first
time.

LALLM LAIE . )

PAPERS—ILW.W. PROSECUTIONS,

Hon. P. COLLIER (Bounlder) [8.56]: [
move—

““Phat all papers relating to the recent
prosecutions of a uumber of persons, al-
leged to be members of the T.W. W, he
laid upon the Table of the House.’’

It will be within the knowledge of lhon.
members that quite recently a2 number of
citizens were prosecuted on various charges.
persons who were alleged to be members of
what is known as the LW.W. The whole of
the men were found not guilty by the jury
in the high court with the cxception of one
man who was found guilty of the charge and
sentenced te six months imprisonment. Jer-
sonally, T believe that person would be more
fittedd to be sent to an institution where
they nre treated for mental ailments rather
than to a prison. My object in moving for
the papers is to a ascertain, as far as pos-
sible, who was responsible for the prosecu-
tion. I uwnderstand that various prosecutions
took plice in 1916 on somewhat similar
charges and those prosecutions were taken
at the instigation of the Federal authoritics.
I am not aware, and 1 believe the public
do not know, whether the Crown Law De-
partment of this State ,were solely respon-
sible for these prosccutions, or whether they
have only been acting at the request of the
Federal Government., It was given in evi-
dence at the trial that the indietment was
signed hy the Attorney General, but, not be-
ing familiar with the processes of the court
in matters of this kind, I do not know i}
that jmplies that he or his department is
solely responsible for the prosecutions. 1
desire the papers in order to get this infor-
mation, if possibie, beeause T consider a very
grave injustice has been done fto a number
of men who have been found innecent of the
charge by a jury of their fellow country-
men, We had in this case some nine or ten
persons, the majority of whom were married
men with families, who were dragged from
their homes—a number were brought down
from the goldfields to Perth for trial—whe,
for two or three weeks before the trial eame
on in the lower court were refused bail, re-
putable honourahle citizens, dragged from
their families and foreed to herd with crim-
inals, convicted and otherwise, in verminous
eells and surroundings that no persen eares
to be in if it can possibly be avoided. After
the hearing in the lower court one of the
aecused from the goldfields was discharged.
the magistrate finding that there was no
evidence at all to warrant sending him on to
the higher eourt; and at the conclusion of
the trial in the Criminal Court, ufter these
men had been through both trials, covering
a period of about three months, at least one
of the aceused was also discharged; the ac-
cused was not allowed to go to the jury, the
judge directing that there was no evidence
against this person which would justify his
cuse going to the jury for decision. T think
I am not going too far in saying that this
prosecution, like a former one in 1916, arose
from purely political and party motives, Tt
is an cxtraordinary coincidence that when
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in 1916 it was announced that a referendum
was tn be taken on the question of service
in the Australian forces, a bateh of men al-
leged to be members of the LW.W. was ar-
rested in this State, simultaneously with
similar arrests in the other States. The irial
went on doring the time the econseription
campaign was in progress, and I venture to
say that, apart altegether from the merits of
the case, apart from the question of whether
those men were guilty or innoeent, during
the time which they had to submit to trial
the surromndings, the general atmosphere,
and the feeling of the public rendered it
impossible for those men to have that fair
and impartial trial which we have always

prided ourselves on  believing  can  De
obtained in any part of the Brit-
ish  Empire.  Following on  that, ne

action was taken in Western Australin in re-
gard to those men, or in regard to men hold-
ing similar views, until it was again an.
nounced in 1917 that it was the intention of
the Federal Government to take another re-
ferendum on the question of  conseription.
And just as that announcement was made, so
we had the experienee of the previous year
repeated, in that the members of the police
foree became busy and arrested some ten or
twelve alleged members of the T.W.W.  So,
having regard to the circumstances and the
whole of the surrounlings of the two trials,
one can come to uno other conclusion than that
those prosecutions were instipated for purely
political or party purposes, I think the pub-
lic are entitled to know who was responsible
for this last proseention, who originated it.
Was it on the advice of the Crown Law offi-
cers of the State, after a perusal of the evi-
dence, I presume, as collecied by the police
officers to be submitted at the trial? I want
to know whether the prosecution was launched
an the advice of the responsible law officers
of the State, or whether any of the Crown
Law officers or legal advisers of the Common-
wealth Government were in any way respon-
gible for the 'proseecution? That is a point
we are entitled to have cleared up. I regard
this latest prosecution as one of the worst
forms of persecution I have known since be-
coming a resident of Western Angtralin, A
mwmher of the men who were charged had
never heen members of the LW, W, The mem-
here of the police force who gave evidence
against them were perfectly well aware of
that. A= a matter of fact the whole of the
evidence, ag it appeared in the newspapers,
was of the most farcical description. I little
nonder that the presiding judge passed some
of the comments he did at the conclusion of
the case. It seemed to me that we had ar:
rived at a stage in this State, as well as in
other parts of the Commonwealth, when an a$-
tempt was being made to deprive citizens of
the liberty of free speech. Men were dragged
from their homes for no reason at all and
without 2z seintilla of evidence except that
they had been working-class agitators, men
who had formed the front line of attack in
tke lLahour movement for years past. Imme-
diately the split cccurred in the ranmks of the
Lahour party tkere seemed to spread to those
in anthority a desire to suppress that section

3n

of the party which did not go with them, re-
gardlesz altogether of any principles of Bri-
tish fair play and justice as we understand it.
[ think T shall be justified in taking up a
little of the time of the House in quoting
some of the evidence given. It has heen
faicly scleeted, as any member will find if
he cares to turn up the files,

The Attorncy General: Will that support
vowr motion hefore the House?

Hen, P. COLLIER: I think it will If I
can show that the evidence was of the most
flin:sy character which did net warrant the
prosecution of these men, then it will be a
justifieation for having the papers placed on
the Table, so that we might know why and
how a prosecution was launched upon such
evidence as I propose to refer to. I think
that in that respect it will support my mo-
tion. T douht if hon. members have read the
evidence, because the trial took place right
in the midst of the Christmas holidays, and
no doubt the major portion of the community
was otherwise engaged than in following anch
evidence, If any legal authority in the State
anthorigsed the arrest and prosecution of
these men while having a knowledge of the
class of evidence with whieh it was proposed
to substantiate the charge, if any legal au-
thority honestly and conscientiously decided in
favour of a prosecntion on that evidence, I
say he is no longer fit to6 occupy any position
in the public service of the State. A foreman
engineer on the Perseverance mine at Boulder
was brought to Perth to give evidence of this
character: that one of the acecused had been
slowing down at his work on the Perseverance
mine. In proof of that the witness instanced
the faet that the men on the presses had been
doing nine presses a day, five in the morning
and four in the afternoon; that there had
been a breakdown in the machinery, and that
in consenqence the mea failed to get out the
ngual five presses in the morning and got out
only four. Thiz engineer requested the men
to make up the one press they had lest in the
morning by doing an extra one in the after-
noon, All the men objected to this, and their
spokesman was one of the accused. Because
he with others refused to make good in the
afternoon the work lost in the morning owing
to a stoppage of machinery for which he and
his fellow workmen were not responsible, it
was seriously put forward in evidence that he
was in favour of slowing down on the job.
And slowing down on the job to-day is ap-
parently regarded in some quarters as being
evidence that a man embraces the I.W.W.
doctrines and is in favour of direet acbion.
Could anything be more farcical than to say
that because any workman is proved to be in-
efficient or has in any way slackened off in
his employment, that in itself is evidence
that the wan has embraced the TW.W. doc-
trines? I have no doubt whatever that ever
since men started to toil in this old world of
ours there have been some inclined to slow
down on their work whenever they got an
opportunity.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Ministers sometimes do it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 1 was goin gto say that
this slowing down diseasa or germ is not con-
fined, as some of our friends in high places
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seem to imagine, to the poor beggar engaged
with pick and shovel or carrying wheat, or
any other laboricus work in this country.

Mr. Troy: A man might be physically weaic-
ened.

Hon, P. COLLIER: [ would like to know
the man who, with the temperature at 108
degrees in the shade, and at the end of
seven or eight hours of hard work, would not
become physically weakened. Why is this
doctrine of arresting and prosecuting or per-
secuting mien becanse they will not turn out
as much work as the boss thinks they onght to,
confined to men who are working-class agi-
tators, men who are merely striving to im-
prove the lot of their fellowmen? If the
prosecutors were to turn their attention to
offenders of other classes, they would find
many of them in highly placed positions,
men drawing more than 10s. or 12s. a day
throughout the industrial, commereial, and
political life of the country. This is the
class of evidence on which it was sought
to conviet these men. Another witness said
that the accused, Callanan, speaking at a
union meeting had stated that the Arbitra-
tion Court had been a failure. It will be
within the knowledge of members who have
read that evidence that this is the strong
point——

Mr. O’'Loghlen: He was pretty right too.

Hon. P. COLLIER: For the prosecution
against onme member of the accused. Just
imagine the whole of the powers and in-
fluence of the police foree of this country,
backed up by the Crown Law Department
at great trouble and expense, bringing wit-
nesses bundreds of miles to give evidence of
this nature, to the effect that a man had ex-
pressed the innoecent and harmless opinion
that the Arbitration Court had been a failure.

Mr. Green: So it 1s.

[The Deputy Speaker iook the Chair]

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is se. If that is
an offence and 2 ground for prosecution, whoe
is going to be exempt? Ever since we have
had an Arbitration Court in this country the
strongest opponents of the principle of arhi-
tration have been the members of the Em-
ployers’ Association. Employers from one
end of the country to the other, the news-
papers, daily, weekly, or otherwise, have con-
tended right along the line that arbitra-
tion has been a failure. And yet the powers
that be have only recently awakened to the
faet that it is an offence under our Criminal
Code, namely when the referendum was he-
fore the public and a few prominent mem-
bers of organisations on the geldfields were
concerned. This witness also said that Cal-
lanan had advocated shorter working hours.
Just imagine a highly paid King’s Counsel
in the court, with all the surroundings and
expense of court procedure, gravely and ser-
jously eliciting the information from a wit-
ness that one of the aceused had advoecated
shorter working hounrs! Since when has it
beecome a erime in any part of the British
Empire for any ecitizen to advocate shorter
working hourst

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Jones: Since the adjournmeut on Wed-
nesday last.

Hon. 1. COLLIER: The Government
would have been indieted on Wednesday last
beeause they slowed down on their job en
Thursday, and refused to work then.

The Attorney General: You did not.

Hon, P, COLLIER: 1 do not believe in
slowing down either en the part of memhers
of the I.W.\W, or on the purt of Ministers,
All organised labour throughout Australia,
and long before there were any divisions in
their ranks, have advocated shorter working
hours, and that advocacy has been recognised
and approved of by the highest industrial tri-
Bunals in the land. The Commonwealth
Court of Arbitration reduced the working
hours quite recently in our goldmining indus-
try from 485 to 44. Notwithstanding this, it
is considered ovidence of sufficient import-
ance to deprive a man of lis liberty that he
should have advoeated shorter working hours,
Then, tuvo, there were two other witnesses,
two politieal impostors.

Mr. Troy: Hear, hear!

Hon. I’. COLLIER: They werc adventurers,
who, by the way, increased the Treasurer’s
revenne at the recent elections by the sum of
£30 Dbetween them. These two individuals -
were roped in at considerable expense to
come from the goldfields to Perth to give evi-
dence against one of the accused.

Mr. Troy: Two rodents, two rats!

Hon. P. COLLIER: This is what one of
these individuals said, that he had heard
Callanan say that arbitration was out of
date. T presume that the Police Department
or the Crown Law Department had a know-
ledge of the evidence that this man was
going to give before bringing him down us
a witness, and yet they put this country to
the expense of bringing him to Perth to tell
the jury that he had heard Callanan say that
arbiration was out of date. This opinion is
held by a large section of the people, and held
very strongly at the present time, The other
witness, Jordon, gave similar evidenee. Ia ad-
dition to that a senior detective was brought
from New South Wales. One would imagine
that, when the police force or the powers that
be go to the expense of bringing an officer
of police from New South Wales, he would
have rome important evidenece which would
have a direct bearing upon the eharge. At
any rate, Detective Vincent was called from
New South Wales to prove that Miller, who
was amongst thesc prosecuted in 1916, was a
member of the TW.W, that he had heard
Miller only a few months before stating in an
arlldress given in the Domain in Sydney that
he was a member of that organisation. Tt may
be necessary for the proseeution to link up, if
they can, any of the aceused with any man who
was a member of the TW. W, and that this
would he evidence against him, There was
no need, however, to hring the detective from
New South Wales to prove this, becanse it was
well within the knowledge of the police force
of this State, and the man himself had never
denjed, in faet had openly admitted it, that he
was a member of the L W.W. He admitted this
when he was charged in 1916 with being a
member of that society. T invite the Attorney
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General to look up the evidence of Detective
Vincent, aad to find for himself that this is the
only evidence that he gave at the recent trial.
The detective also coupled Miller’s daughter
with a woman named Mrs. Westbrook, and the
same thing applies in her ease, the facts were
already in the possession of the loeal police.
The detective said in answer to the accused
that be was here at the request of the Western
Australian police foree, Lf members of our
police force, or whoever was responsible for
bringing that officer from New South Wales to
give that evidence, thought it was neeessary to
do this, then there is scope for the Government
to economise amd cut down expenditure by
getting rid of the officers concerned.

Mr, Q’Loghlen: Anyone would think they
hail money to burn.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Ther there was a plain
clothes constable named Lenahan, who was
brought from Broken Hill for a somewhat simi-
lar purpose, namely to prove that Sawtell, one
of those who was prosecuted in 19146, was also
a member of the 1L.W, W, The cvidence of this
constable consisted of this, that he had heard
Sawtell speaking at Broken Hill at an T.W.W.
meeting. Of course he had. Sawtell had never
denied that he was a wmember of this organisu-
tion, and any policeman in Perth or Freman-
tle could have given sworn evidence to the
effect that he had heard Sawtell express him-
self as being a supporter of 1.W.W. doctrines.
Then we come to our own police force, the mem-
bers of which did not seem to have much to do.
Detective Porter said he had seén some of the
accuzed on the wharf at the time of the ile-
parture of Miller and his daughter. 1t is ap-
parently a erime now when a boat is depart-
ing for the Eastern States to go to the wharf
and see one’s friends off.

Mr. Troy: No matter who they may be.

Hon. I'. COLLTER: There were other men
who were members of labour organisations
tuking their departure by that boat, but ile
keen scent of the detective enabled him to de-
fing the thoughts of these men, that they were
on the wharf to see Miller off and no other
person. He also satd he had seen some of the
accused apparently taking a great interest in
the lumpers’ strike. This was seriously put
forth as evidence that u man is a supporter
of the ILW.W. and a criminal, and in justifi-
cation for the charge. The Premier himgelf
took a great interest in the lumpers’ strike,
fs there anyone in the State, no matter who he
may be, who did not take considerable interest
in that strike?

Hon, W. C. Angwin: They ought to prose-
eute the nationalists too.

Hon, P, COTLTER: This is the kind of evi-
dence put forward, and it has not been speei-
ally selected. There is nothing more impertant
running through the whole thing than this class
of evidence, with the exception of the evidence
on which one man waa convicted, and for whom
T offer np exeuse or paliation. Then there was
a detective bronght down from the goldficlils,
who said he had shadowed onc of the accused.
He said it was part of hiz duty to shadow
men who were suspeeted of belonging to the
IWW. This was one of the men who was
inelued amongst the prisoners fried in 1916,
and who was bound over to keep the peace.

As he found that the police were following
him and watehing him, and that it was diffieult,
it not impossible for him to find employment,
he went to the goldfields, and obtained work
on the mines, and was working there like any
other respectable citizen. The detective said
he was shadowing fhis man from the time of
his arrival on the goldficlds, and apparently he
made some marvellons discoveries in the process.
Cne day the detective was following this man
as he came home from work, after doing his
eight hours in the mine on day shift. He was
coming home in the afternoom, and stopped
at the local State school of Boulder to speak
to some children. The detective was shadow-
ing him; and, after he had passed on, the de-
tective went uwp to the ehildren and asked
them what the aceused had said to them, The
children, in reply, told him that the accused
had said that they ought to ask the school-
master to put grass down in the school yarl
for them to play on.

Mr. Troy: That was criminal.
very dangerous man,

Hon, P, COLLTER: This i what came out
in ecross-examination. The detective =aid to
the aceused, in reply to a question, ‘‘You told
them that tliey should see the school teacher
and get a lawn to play upon.’’

Mr, Troy: Oh, dear!

Hon, P, COLLIER: The aceusged said, ‘‘Do
vou see anything wrong in that?’’ The de-
tective makes answer ag follows: *‘Tt was n
keeping with the I.W.W, ideas of causing dis-
content; it was according to sabotage.’’
That is how the public funds are being ex-
pended, and how citizens are being perse-
cuted—a great big hefty individual of a de-
tective slinks along hehind the man who is
just coming home from work, and the detec-
tive questions a few school children as to what
the man has said to them, and, when informed
that he said to them they ought to ask the
teacher to put down a lawn, the detective says,
“fT71 have him.’’ Billy Hughes at once came
up in the detective’s mind, and he said, **T°1l
have him.’? And no doubt he made a careful
note of what the man had said so as to be
prepared to give it in evidence. The accused
asked the dctective in Court, ‘"Do you call
that sabotage?’’ The reply was, ‘‘Yes; it is
eausing dissension, it iz ecausing discontent,
in my mind,’’ The aceused replies, ‘* Your
mind ig very small,’’ I think the accused was
very moderate, in the cirenmstances. He said
to the detective, ‘“You thought my remarks
were in keeping with T.W. W, ideas?’’ The
deteetive  answers ‘‘Yes.’”' The aceused
then says, ‘‘That is the only thing you can
bring up against me?’? The answer is,
*‘Yes.’> That is the position. That is what
we have to-day in Western Australia—a detec-
tive coming to Perih from the goldfields to
give evidence of that character in such a
case. I wonder what sort of a troglodyte is
this individval; T wonder what state of pro-
gress would the worlld he in if throughout the
centuries everybody had regarded the ques-
tion of lawng for children to Play npon in the
same light as did this genius of a detective.
Tn point of fact, the accused man was to be
commended for such a suggestion. He onght
to bave heen praised for making it. If he

Evidently a
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bad only put a button on his coat and taken a
flag in his hand and made that suggestion
from a lorry on the street corner, some of our
patriotic win-the-war friends would have
taken it up and thauked him for making it.
What is wrong with the idea of putting
down grass in the school yard? The detec-
tive says that it iz in keeping with ILW. W,
ideas. It was that class of evidence, nothing
more, against the accused, with the one ex.
ception which [ have mentioned, upon which
I do not know who—this Government or some-
body else—endeavoured to deprive them of
their liberty. It is the grossest abuse of the
process of law that I have ever known. These
prosecutions were a prostitution of all that we
know and understand by the term °*British
justice.”” 'We have arrived at that stage to-
day in this country, apparently, and in other
parts of Australia as well, when it is a erime
for a man to do otherwise than echo the senti-
ments that those in authority wish him to ex-
press; when it is a crime for him to exercise
the right of every freeborn Britisher, the
right of free speech There is talk about
going to the other end of the world to fight
for freedom. I say deliberately that mo Hun
of whom I have read has plumbed greater
depths of degradation than the degenerate
little impostor who has degraded the bhigh
office of the Prime Ministership of the Com-
monwealth during the past 12 months.

Mr, Davies: Do you suggest that the police
are in collusion with Jr, Hughes$

Mr., Jones: How innocent the hon, member
interjecting must be!

Hon, P, COLLIER: Do I suggest that these
prrosecutions were undertaken at the instance
of Mr. Hughes and his Ministersd T do sug-
gest that that was so. Do I suggest that I
myself would be wrong in stating I have re-
ceived comparatively recently summonses in
respect of gtatements made by me go far hack
as the 15th July last year, and that those
summonscs were not issued until a few days
after the arrival in this country of Senator
Pearce, the Minister for Defence? Should I
be wrong in assuming that Senator Pearce
was responsible for the issue of those sum-
monses? 1 contend that I am justified in
making sunch an assertion, and in declaring
that British justice has been prostituted in
these matters. My own case is sub judice
still, and I am not going to discuss its merits.
But I am justified in discussing some of the
incidents conneeted with it. I was supposed
to have made statements in contravention
of one or other of the million and a half
regulations of Mr. Hughes—supposed to have
made such statements away back in July of
last year. Detectives were put upon my traek,
and T was shadowed in the same way as was
the harmless individual who suggested a lawn
for school children. All the evidence that
could be gathered against me was collected,
and it was at that time submitted to the au-
thorities; and the authorities decided to take
no aetion, The matter remained thus for five
months; hut Senator Pearce, on arriving in
the State, was met by some of his friends,
amwld this case of mine was suggested to him.
The Minister for Defence, a layman, withont
reference to any law officers in this State, or

in  the Commonwealth, himself decided
that my words were actionable, and
himself gave ingtructions  that sum-
monses should hbe  issued against  me,

That is what oceurred. T venture to say that
something of a similar claracter happened in
connection with these T,W.W. prosecutions.
That is to say, the prosecutions were nnder-
taken at the instance of Senator Pearce, or of
Mr. Hughes, or of some of the other Federal
Ministers. They decided to initiate .these
prosecutions just at the opportune moment,
when a referendum was before the people of
this country.

Mr. Munsie: The object was to inflame the
public mind,

Hon. P. (COLLIER: That is where I say
our courts have been abused in this eonnce-
tion, though ‘‘abused’’ is not the word for
what was done. Now let hon. members mark
this contrast. Jf an individual without the
necessary means of defence is placed on trial
on a charge involving his life, a charge con-
vietton for which might be followed by the
death penalty, he is provided with the newest
eub of a solicitor to be found in the State for
an advoente. The maximmm fee for such an
advoeate is £15. ‘I'hat is the amount paid for
defending a man whose life is at stake. Bnt
the only kind of lawyer who will take on
cases of that kind for such a fee is, as a rule,
the briefless Larvister, the lawyer who has no
practice. IHowever, when it comes to 5 case
of trying to gaol honest working men for the
expression of honest opinions, then the most
expeusive of King's Counsel are engaged in
order to accomplish the purpose.

Mr. Troy: Grand Inquisitors are employed.

Ilon. P. COLLTER: That is what eccurred
in connection with these L.W.W, prosecutions.
An enthusiast is employed, a man who, in his
desire for a convietion, would bring to bear
all the malice and bitterness that he has dis-
played outside the precincis of the court to-
wards the clags from whieh these defendants
eome.

Mr, Troy: An unserupulous party man.

Hon, P. COLLTIER: The public are entitled
to know why, when men of this kind are ar-
raigned, the most expensive barristers are en-
gaged. For matters of far greater importance
men of less standing in the profession are en-
trusted with the conduct of the Crown case.
But not so here. Taking the whole of the
circumstances into consideration, T have no
hesitation in saying that any impartial con-
sideration of the facts can lead to no other
conclusion than that thia prosceution of the
men who were recently found to he innoecent
is one of the worst of its kind that Western
Australia has ever experienced. The jury did
not take long to decide the case. The judge
said with regard to one man, Camphell, who
had had to run the gauntlet of a hearing by
the lower court, and who had lain for weeks
in gaol, without bail, while the charpe was
hanging over him, that there was no evidence
against him. The Judge directed the jury
to acquit that man on the ground that

there was wuo evidence whatever against
him. Coutd not the legal advisers of
the Crown, in pgoing over the evidence

which they had at their disposal, have arrived
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at the conclusion that that evidence did uot
warrant the arrest and prosecution of the
man? The same thing applies to Callahan,
as to whom the .Judge said that the Crown
had failed to show that he had ever heen a
mether of the LW.W. or had ever been asso-
ciated with it. Further evidence given by the
police was that some of these men had been
members of the LW.W. so far back as 1915
and 1916, The men admitted the fact, but no
evidence whatever was produced to show that
they had had any connection of any kind with
the organisation since the date when it was
declared an illegal association—none what-
ever. At the time they were members of it,
it was a perfectly legal organisation, carrying
on iis propaganda openly and in the light of
day in all the capital cities in Australia. And
yet the fart of their former association with
it was brought forward in order to conviet
these men of conspiracy at the present time.
T say it is a remarkable coincidence and a re-
markable fact that we had heard nothing of
the I.W. W, or their actions or views for =
period of a whole 12 meonths, from tha 1916
referendom until the 1917 referendum, and
that the L.W.W, cropped up again at this op-
portune time. 1 say it was all merely an at-
tempt, as the evidence shows, to deprive men
of the right of free speech, to prevent men
from saying that they were dissatisfied with
the Arbitration Court, to prevent them from
standing up in public meeting and saying that
they were in favour of reduction of working
hours, and so forth. Men, it seems, are not
to be permitted to express sentiments that are
displeasing to the powers that be in Australia.
I did not think that we had turned back the
cloek of time m this respect. There were
times in the history of Great Britain—for-
tunately long passed by—when men were not
permitted the right of free speech, 1In those
days men were persecuted and prosecuted and
pgaoled for their defence of the liberty of
thought and expression.

Mr, Troy: And for their defiance of the
powers that were.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes; and many of them
subsequently rose to high places. We know
that 30 vears ago Jobn Burns himgelf, for
speaking in Trafalgar Square, was sentenced
to three months’ imprisonment. He served
that term; and the country responsible for
sending him to gaol hecause he had in-
sisted upon the right of free speeck on
that occasion, later on called him to its
couneils in the government of the country.
And what has been the history of John
Burns has been the history of many other
men as well, even vight down into our own
Australian States. But lere is an attempt.
when the public mind is inflamed. to =t
hack the hands of time to the conditions 1
have indicated. Xr. Hughes, and those re-
sponsible, ought to have learned a lesson
from their efforts and their tactics duving
the past 12 months. 1If they have failed to
learn the lesson that thex should have learut
from the events of the past year, it will be
all the sworse for them and the peace and
and harmony and good povernmoeni of the
Commonwealth. There has been a deliberate
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attempt to goad men into insurrection, te
goad men into riot, for the mean, degpicable
and wretched party purposes of the Gov-
crnment. The Government wanted to take
such action as would induce men to commiv
a breach of the peace in order that thut
action might suit their purpose for the tine
heing, but the people of Australia have
shown that they are not of the temper that
will endorse that kind of thing. I am pleased
to say that there is in the hearts of the
Australian people, regardless of their poli-
ties or religion, a decp rooted love of free-
dom, and a resentment of anything approach-
ing tyranny and injustice. This manifested
itself during recent months and will con-
tinue to manifest itsclf if the powers that
be are so short sighted and so imbued with
a apirit of persecution that they will at-
tempt to deprive honest and hard workiang
men of liberty in the manner in whieh it was
sought to do in connection with the recent
prosecutions. T want to know also what the
Government propose to do in the way of
paying these men compensation.

The Attorney General: That is not part
of the motion.

Hon, P. COLLIER: But it has a bearing
on the motion. These men have applied for
compensation and T take it that the matter
is being dealt with in the department, and
therc should be some papers on the file
dealing with the application.

The Attorney General: Tf there is an ap-
plication of that sort it would be on quite a
different file; it would go to a different de-
partment.

Hon, P, COLLIER: If an application was
made for compensation it would probably
go to another department, but that depart-
ment would not act without sending the
application to the Attornev (temeral for a
recommendation,

The Attorney General: Trene,

Hon, P. COL.LTER: At any rate we need
not split straws about that matter. T am not
anxions to pursuc the guestion, becanse it can
be dealt with another time.

The Attorney General: T will give you anx
information T ean on the subject.

Hon. P. COLLTER: The point will hr
raised by the Attorney General that it is
quite without precedent to place papers nf
this kind on the Table of the House.

The Attorney General: T thank wou for
the suggestion.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T ecan quite under
stand what the Attorney General’s reply
will be. He will tell the House that the
flle consists of confidential papers and doen-
ments, and that it is not advisable to make
them available to the public. But, in view
of the exceptional circumstances, T think the
Attorney General should depart from any
practice that may have obtained hitherto in
this respect. The matter is of sufficient im-
portance to justify my request being granted.
In a matter involving the liberty of an in-
dividual, be he the most humble man in the
land, that matter is not teo important to re-
veive consideration in this bhigh institution
df Parliament. Tt might even be of greater
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Amportance than many matters invelving!
large sums of money. It is wecll for ‘us, in
considering u question of this kind, to place
ourselves in the position of the men to
whom 1 have referred, and Partiament is the
highest court of appeal. and the only tri-
bunal before which I have the opporiunity
of ventilating what I believe to be a gross
injustice. Therefore, I hope the Attorney
General will make the papers available, [
want to know who is responsible for the col-
lection of the evidence, to whom it was pre-
sented, who advised upon it, und who ulti-
mately decided that the prosecution shounld
be launched. I want to know whether that
responsibility rests with the Attormey Gen-
eral or the officers of the Crown Law De-
partment in this State, or with the Federal
authorities. Withont taking up any further
time I submit the motion which I have read.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R. T.
Robinson—Canning) [9.53]: Of course the
long Ministerial experience of the leader of
the Oppesition has taught him that it is im-
possible, in a ecase of this description, to lay
papers of a confidential nature on the Table
of the House. The hon. member anticipated
my answer. Neither in this Parliament, nor
in any other Parliament in the DBritish
Dominions, has ever a file of papers in con-
nection with a criminal prosecution, giving all
the privileged reports of officer to officer in
the department, and so on, been exhibited to
the gaze of the general public. If that were
done it would be what is called contrary fo
public policy, contrary to the interests of the
State, and there is no doubt whatever that
the long experience of the hon, gentleman led
him in the right direction when bhe anticipated
the very legitimate answer 1 would give. The
whole thing resolves itself into this: the leader
of the Opposition is most anxious to know
from the papers, or from other sources,
whether the Commonwealth authorities were
respongible for this prosecution.

Mr. O’Loghlen: And the cost.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon.
member will get that. I am quite prepared to
answer any legitimate or reasonable question
I may be agked in connection with this or any
other e¢ase, and no one knows better than the
leader of the Opposition how to frame a ques-
tion to get the answer he desires. Tor in-
stance, he has asked me a question regarding
the cost of the prosecution. An answer to
that will be furnished to-morrow, if T ean get
the figures in time. But fo constitute this
House a conrt of appeal from a c¢riminal or
any other trial in a court of juatice. wonld
be an unheard of proceeding. The leader of
the Opposition has gone out of his wav in
sunport of this metion to quote seraps from
the evidence taken at the trial

Mp, O'Loghlen: Tt was nothing else hut
SCTAPS.

The ATFORNEY GENERAL: Tf the Housge
wishes to get any information from the mem-
ber for Forrest on the doings of the Supreme
Court T shall be glad to sit down.

Mr. Ooghlen: Unless you are going to
mive us more information perhapa it wonld
he as well.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: [ do not pro-
pose to argue with the leader of the Oppo-
siflon or any other member of the House.
When the evidence taken before the criminal
or any other court is concluded, it is ludicrous
for any layman, even with the known ability
—and I say it quite seriously—ef the leader
of the Opposition to come here and pick
seraps ot it and ask the House to Dbelieve his
tale in eonnection with it.

Hon. P, Collier: May [ say in reply to
that—-—
the ATTORNEY GENERAL: | listenaed

to the hon. member for a whole hour and I
did not say a single word. He might now
allow me to proceed without interruption, I
repeat, it would be foolish on the part of the
House to attempt, even at the instance of the
leader of the Opposition, to consider the ques-
tion of the evidence. I refuse to go into it
because, first of all, T do not know anything
about it and I would not dream of judging
on the serappy conversation of some hon. mem-
hers regarding what they had heen told by
interested parties. The only way to judge
evidence is to know it as a whole, to know it
as the judge knew it and as the jury knew
it. To show that there was plenty of evidence
on which to send the case to a jury, let e
say that, first of all, the proceedings were
heard before the Perth police magistrate, a
very capable gentleman who knows what he
is doing. After having listened to the evi-
dence for many days the magistrate decided
to commit a certain number of these mien to
take their trial in the Supreme Court, and T
think he released one or twoe. Will hon. mem.-
hers tell me that the police magistrate of
Perth sends people to take their trial on flimsy
evidence?

Hon. 7. Collier: He evidently sent one maun.

The ATTORNEY GENTRAL: We have a
saying amongst lawyers, and it is well known
amongst sensible people, that when a man has
a bad case and no evidence to call he occu-
pies himself by abusing the other side.
My friends opposite are availing themselves
of that rale. In order - that my remarks
should be complete, let me say it has been
alleged by the leader of the Opposition that
the evidence was flimsy. Tt went before the
Police Magistrate of Perth, and T would
never regard, and T may say the member for
Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker) woudd never re-
gard, any evidence as flimsy on which the
Police Magistrate ordercd a committal. That
is the first stage. Next that evidence had
to go before the Crown FPresceutor, Dr. Stow,
who ig also a very capable man. If Dr. Stow
is of opinion in a case that there is not suffie-
ient evidence to wararnt an indictment being
filed against the prisener, he passes a memor-
andum of advice to the Attorney General that
a nolie prosequi should be entered. The At-
torney General then looks at the evidence,
and if he agrees with the Crown I’rosecutor
he files a nolle prosequi. and there is an end
of the ease. Dr. Stow did not tender any
such adviee, and the indictment was pre-
sented to the Attornev General who, by the
way, signs every indietment, good or bad, as
a matter of form, every indietment, whether
of Western Australia or of the Commen-
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wealth; because the Attorney Gencra! holds
letters patent from the Commonwealth to sign
for the Federal Attorney Uenperal in respect
of such eases if it be a Commonwealth prose-
cution, as well as letters patent from the
Governor of the State. The first set of I.W.W,
prosecutions emanated from the Common-
wealth. Because I, as Attorney General of
Western Australia, sign indictments, it must
not be taken that it is for the Commonwealth
or for the State. First then, the case had to
pass the Police Magistrate, and secondly it
had to pass the Crown Solicitor. The Attor-
ney General never dreams of -geing into a
case that is in the Crown Law Department
unless he is requested to do so. The papers
in this ¢ase never came before me, and I had
no cvonnection with them. But, owing to Dr.
Stow, the Crown Prosecutor. being engaged in
drafting some Bills now before the House,
and also in view of the fact that he was due
for his long leave, it was suggested that Sir
Walter James, one of our leading barristers,
should take the case, The case therefore had
to go to Sir Walter James, and I am perfecily
sure that a barrister of his standing, if he
thought the evidence was flimsy. would not
hesitate to advise the Attorney Gemeral that
it was not a proper case to proceed with, Sir
Walter James conducted the case in the lower
court, as well os in the higher conrt. A King's
Counsel can attend in the lower conrt without
logs of dignity, provided he is accompanied
by a junior. In this case in the lower conrt
I think the Crown Prosecutor accompanied
Sir Walter .James, and it was only when Dr.
Stow went on holidays that other counsel was
associated with Sir Walter James,

Hon. P. Collier: Who was that other coun-
self

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mr. Jackson.
Let me repeat: we had the case in the lower
court, next before the Crown Solicitor, then
before Sir Walter James, and, later, before
& judge of the Supreme Court. Tf the judge
thinks the evidence flimsy or insufficient for a
jury to consider he has a right to, as he did
in one instance in this case, say, °‘Gentle-
men, there is no evidence for you to consider;
you must aequit so-and-se.'’ So it is quite
obvious that the judge agreed that there was
a prima facic case against all the prisoncrs
but one. Then we come to the jury them-
gelves, who, after listening to the case for
seven, eight, or nine days, aequitted the ac-
cused except one, whe was found guilty. That
is the history of it. Now to answer the ques-
tion asked by the leader of the Opposition—
because ! have no desire to hide anything
from him—the Commonwealth authorities had
nothing whatever to do with this prosecution.
If they had I can assnre the MHouse that T
should be very glad to send them the bhill
for the costs of the prosecution.

Mr, O'Loghlen: In view of the state of the
finances it is a crying shame that there should
he such a bill to meet,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Bill for
the previous proseeution was paid hy the Com-
monwealth authorities. It was a kind of inter-
state prosecution, and was conducted entirely
unider the Commonwealth authoritics. We in
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the State department had nothing to do with
it, for they instructed their own coungel. The
second case arose in the ordinary way in the
Police Department, and had nothing whatever
to do with the Commonwealth authorities,
nor bad it anything to do with the }-eferendum.
Long before the referendum campaign was an-
nounved the Police Department’s investiga-
tions were proceeding, The faet that arrests
took place before the campaign started

Hon. P. Collier: But not before the an-
nonneement was made.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I had no
uore to do with the referendlum than had a
dozen and one other arrests that must have
taken place in the ordinary course about that
time. 1t had nothing to do with the Com-
monwealth authorities; it hal nothing to do
with the referendum, 1t was purely a ques-
tiou of, had those people conspired together
to break the law? They were tried fairly,
in the ordinary way, cvery Facility for defence
was offered to them, anJ the result is conelu-
sive, [ think [ have covered the ground, and
also have unswered questions which have heen
aildressed to me by the leuder of the Opposi-
tion.

Hon, P. COLLLER: The evidence is collected
by the police; who advises the prosecution?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T do uot
think these criminal cases ever come hefore
the Solicitor General.

Mr, O'Loghlen: Do the police decide?

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: Most crimi-
nal prosecutions, in fact all that T know of,
start in the orlinary way in the Police Depart-
ment,  Very rvarely de they consult the Crown
Law Depirtment until they are ready for trial
in the superior court, for there is a number of
skilled officers in the Police Department quite
capable of conducting cases in the lower court.
But in this case, as professional assistanee was
required in the lower court, the Crown Taw
authorities were consnlted, and I asked the
Crown Prosecutor, Dr, Stow, to attend to and
advise on the case. Whilst that was pro-
eceding it was decided to take other counsel,
as I have explained, and so the Crown Solici-
tor and Sir Walter James were connected with
the case.

Hon. P. Collier: Was that before the arrests
were made?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T am speak-
ing from memory; it was certainly before the
trial came on in the lower court. I should have
to look up the papers to see whether those
gentlemen were cngaged before the arrests or
after. Probably the arrests were made hefore
ever ihe C'rown Solicitor or Sir Walter James
wasg consulted. T have given the House all the
information at my command. T shall he glad
to answer any other nuestions which the leader
of the Opposition may care to put to me. [
must resist the motion to place on the Table
what T regard as eonfidential and State papers.
I hope that after hearing what T have had to
say, the leader of the Opposition will give me
credit for having, to the best of my ability,
answered his questions and adopted the atti-
tnde which T think any Attorney General would
adopt. T ask the leader of the Opposition, whe
knows the constitutional practice, to he good’
enpugh to withdraw the motion put forward,
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seeing that he has now all the information |
ean give him,

Mr. OLOGHBLEN (LForrest) [l012]: 1
have no desire to Jo anything to retard the
suggestion put forward by the MMinister that
the leader of the Opposition should withdraw
the motion.. [ realise that there may be very
grave objections to placing the whole of the
papers on the Table. The leader of the Oppo-
sition has secured some of the information he
was uafter,

The Attorney General:
all his questions.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: There is the one in re-
gard to the costs, but that is to come I think
the public will be astounded when they realise
the costs of this particular case. It is ulmost
impossible for us to get anything accurate, but
it ome can form an estimaie from the costly
nature of the witnesses brought from all over
Australia to give evidence, the cost of the
necessary working up of the case—the At-
torney General has hinted that counsel were
engaged cven hefore the case came into the
Jower conrt—and counsel’s fees, for we know
thut K.Cs. are not engaged for small figures,
it will be difficult for the Minister to advance
legitimate reasons why this  immense fost
should have been incurred. The leader of the
Oppasition was quite right in saying that the
evidence was flimsy. The Attorney General
rays that the leader of the Opposition took
scraps of the evidence. If the Attorney Gen-
eral knows anything more tangible in that evi-
dence, which would warrant the department
in sgpending public money in an attempt to
ohtuin a eenviction, why ddid he not advance
it?

The Minister for Works: We do not require
to try the ease all over again.

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN : This House is a tribunal
where even the humblest person may have his
casc heard. T have a vivid recollection of the
whole of a night being taken up in the House
some years ago disenssing whether a condemned
woman could be saved from her doom next day,

Mr. Troy: This House is a eourt of appeal.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: This House, in glaring
cases of injustice, has constituted itself =a
court of review, and if there is nothing to
justify the proceedings taken has the right
to express an opinion regarding the Govern-
ment which launched such a prosecution. I
hold the opinion that this case was a frame up
from its inception. The Attorney General
knows that so far as this side of the House is
concerned we have absolutely no sympathy
with the doctrines of the T.W.W, We realise
that this organisation is a destructive force.
and that a destructive foree can never make
for progress. If we read up the history of
the origin of this movement we have to go
back to the year 1903, when we find that this
organisation had its birth in Colorado at that
time, owing to the coufliet and industrial
stress then existing on Rockfeller’s mines and
to the fact that women and children were
burned in their tents. Members of the
organisation then came to  Auatralia,
and it has now been declared to be
an unlawful association in the Common-
wealth. No one who has any sympathy
with its doetrines finds any place in the

T have answered
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labour movement, and any wne who is in
sympathy with its ideals is absolutely opposed
to the fuudamental policy of this side of the
House, namely political action,

The Minister for Works: Have you no mem.
bers of it in your ranks?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: None that I know of.
Whilst these men were in cells, endeavouring
to get out on bail in order to prepare their
ease, and whilst the case for the other side
wits being prepared by a King’s Counsel, cer-
tain members on this side of the House went
bail for some of these men, and would do it
again to-meorrow. | am not in sympathy with
the doctrines of the LTW.W, but hold the
opinion that human sympathy alone would
prompt any man to help his fellow in this way.
Every man s innocent until he is found to be
guilty. These men were awaiting trial wnder
unfortunate eircumstances and under distress-
ing conditions, and yet we have the Attorney
General practically justifying the prosecution.

The Attorney General: Most certainly.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: It remains te be scen
whether this House, or the comntry, thinks that
the prosecution was justifiable in view of the
evidence. The magistrate certainly sent these
men along for trial, but one man was dis-
migsed before the case went to the jury, which
i3 evidence that the magistrate is not infal-
litle. The men were helpless and were too
poor to engage counsel, though they shonld
have done so, and all the evidence was on the
one side, TFor the prosecution there was one
of the ablest King’s Counsel in the State con-
Adueting the cease against these men, backed
up by the support of the whole of the police
foree and the Crown Law Department. The
jury, which had only been empanelled after
considerable challenging, came to the conclu-
sion that there was no case against the aceused,
with one exception. T hold the opinion that
the Criminal Tnvestigation Department have
not too much work wpon their hands, and that
cconomy eould well be practised in that de-
partment, more especinlly if the result of their
afforts is found in such a case as this, which
lasted a considerable time and cost the State
a lot of money which it eould ill afford, as
well as impoverishing and penalising many of
those men who never in their lives belonged
t6 the T.W.W. and had no intention of join-
ing that organisation. There is no evidence
to connect the aceused with it, and the ob-
servations that were made by them from time
to time could well have been made by any
one. Sueh ohservations must have been made
by men on the other side of the House, if
they played their proper part in working
for the progress of this country. No country
can afford to stand  still, and  these
particular men were practicglly nothing more
than social reformers, whose objeet was to
benefit the people of this country ns a whale.
This was their only erime. If this poverty-
stricken State can afford to waste thousands
of pounds in keeping members of the Criminal
Investigation Department employed in cases
of this sort, and in bringing witvesses from
every part of Australia, it is the most pro-
nounced indictment against Ministers that 1
have known up to the present. The Attorney
General wil] admit, and if he does not the pub-
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lic wilt athrm, that it is against publie policv
to launch prosecutions upon such tlimsy evi
denee as has been adduced in this case, and
to speud good money in an endeavour to se-
cure convictions against honest citizens, who
for the most part have nothing of a detri-
mental nature that can be bronght against
them., T realise that there is nothing to be
#ained by supporting this motion te a divi-
sion, and the diffculty there is in getting con-
fidentinl information, though this would be an
eye op:ener to us if we could get it. [ under-
stand that in criminal eases the prosecution
is often only lannched on the most confidential
of information, and that in the interests of
justice it will sometimes be necessary to rely
upon that information. At the same time, the
Attorney General will in this case be wise to
zive us at the carliest possible date the de-
tailed costs of the whole of these proceedings,
that is the cost of the Criminal Tnvestigation
Department in working up the case against
these particular persous, There is nothing
new in the metheds employed by the prosecn-
tion in these cases, and they have been prae-
tisedd by detectives for deecades past, but the
methods employed here are indicative of the
keen desire which the C.1.1D, have to get work.
Around this House last year men were parad-
ing night after might in pairs. Were they
shadowing members of Parliament, alleged to
be members of the IW.W_ or were they en-
deavouring to step some of the supporters of
this movement from blowing up Parliament
House? The whole of the ramifications of the
public departments were subjected to this ex-
pense, lights were kept burning in public
buildings, special watchers were put on, and a
gort of hysterin seemed to take hold of our
publie men. Un top of all thia we find the
police in a new role, at a terrible cost to the
State inflicting hardship npon these men and
their families, and on the flimsiest possible
evidence endeavouring to get a conviclion at a
cost to the country which the country ecould
il afford.

Mr. TROY (Mount Magnet) {10.25]: T do
not agree with the attitude taken up by the
member for Forrest (Mr. O'Lioghlen), and de-
gire to press for the production of these
papers. The facts are that a number of men
have been torn away from their homes and
from their employment. They have heen
throwa into prison and have soffered loss of
employment, and their families redoced to
penurious circumstances because of the prose-
cution of the Government, a prosecution
which, however, failed. The Government now
refuse to produce the papers onthe ground
that they contain confidential information, and
this House is asked to accept that as a reason
why the papers should not he produced. If
ever papers should be produced in conneetion
with any matter, they should be prodoced in
connection with this matter. It is admitted
that these men were arraigned on the flimsiest
of evidence.

The Attorney General: Tt is not admitted.

Mr. TROY: The Judge admitted it.

The Attorney General: He did not.

Mr. TROY: It is gencrally admitted that
these men were arraigned on the flimsiest of
evidence,
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The Attorney General: That is only sajd by
people like yourself.

Mr. TROY: My owun opinion is equally as
good as that of the Attorney General, and
more sincere. It is just as intelligent, too,
but may not he so plausible. I heard the Min-
ister discussing the Sirdar case, and lost all
regpect for his fairpess after he had given
his plausible views upon the matter,

The Attorney General: After you found
you could not twist the Minister for Mines
roung your little finger.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: 1
members will discuss the motion.

Mr. TROY: I heard him dissuss that mo-
tion in the House, and saw his references in
the paper, and T must say [ do like honest,
straightforward dealing,

The Attorney General: 1 rize to a point of
order. The hon. member is referring to an-
other case which has already been discussed in
this Howuse and decvided against him, and he
makes references to an hon, member of this
House, and imputes motives unfairly. This
is wrong and he should withdraw.

Me. TROY: I want to know what the point
of order is, and would like the Attorney Gen-
erazl to explain what I should withdraw. I
shail ohey the Standing Orders, and am not
poing to allow the Attorney General to de-
mand that I should withdraw something which
ig not in confliect with them. I have made the
statement that T lhave heard the hon, mem-
her——-

The Attorney Ceneral:
proper motives.

Mr. TROY: T said T liked honest, straight-
forward dealing, and T consider that the hon.
member’s explanation was an evasion of the
position. T am perfectly justified in making
that statement,

The DEPUTY SPEAEKER: Interjections
are the cause of much time being wasted in
the House, and T wish that hon. members
would refrain from ieterjecting, because this
only has the tendency to raise a discussion
which is not in the best interests of the
Hause.

Mr. TROY: [ have no sympathy whatever
with the I.W.W. or its purposes. There are,
however, members of that organisation with
whom I am personally acquainted, and during
their difficulties T have assisted them. I could
easily have been drawn into a prosecution in
this matter, and have had evidence trumped up
against me such as has been mentioned by the
leader of the Opposition. Take the case of
Sawtell, The member for Carnarvon (Mr.
Angcela) knows him well, knows that he was a
man of excellent character, for he worked for
the hon. member for years. T found Sawtell
to be an honest man, but a erank. I have
even lent him money, and he has always re-
paid me as soon as he coutd. Freguently I
found him in circumstances to which I was
ohliged to objeet. 1 found him onece stirring
up the publie, and had to state my views on
the question. He was not a bad man at all.

Mr. Green: We would not kill a rooster,

Mr. TROY: There are men who are sup-
posed to be respectable walking St. George's
terrace to-night, whom T would not place in
the same category as Sawtell because T hold

hope hon,

You imputed im-
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him in greater respect. 1 hold the opinion
that this prosecution was initiated in the first
instance owing to the malice of the Prime
Minister of the Commonwealth.

Member: That bas been denied.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. TROY: The Attorney General does not
deny tlhat, and has said that the Common-
wealth in the first instance started this prose-
cuion. The whole question was raised purely
for political purposes, because the influence
of the ILW.W. in this country was absolutely
nil. Of course there has been a period of
momentary madness in Western Australia.
Very often men of reasonable fairness and
judgment have in the stress of these times
given themselves over to the persecution of
their fellow men. No doubi they have acted,
as they belieye, in the right way, and I do
not eondemn them. There are hon. members
of this House and people outside who have
acted as they thought in the best interests
of the country. In a spirit of temporary mad-
ness they have indulged in a species of abso-
Iute persecution towards their fellow men.

Mr. Green: That happened in other ages,
too.

Mr, TROY: But it has never happened ex-
cept in those particular ecircumstances. When
that condition of temporary madness passes,
the other side will cease to exist as a Gov-
ernment in this country. Let hon. members
opposite take that prophecy to heart. It will
come to pass. I e¢an be a prophet so far as
that is concerned. Nothing js surer. As re-
gards the police magistrates, I wounld be the
last to say that a police magistrate would be
guiley of any unfairness, But magistrates are
not infallible. Magistrates have erred hefore,
and will err again.

The Minister for Works: So do politicians
err.

Mr. TROY: Quite so; and the hon. gentle-
man interjecting ought to be the best judge
of that. The magistrate may be unconsciously
influenced by the prevailing spirit of the
times. Ailthough in ordinary times he would
say, ‘'There is nothing in this,’” yet in times
of excitement, influenced by the prevailing
gsentiment, he might say, ¢‘I will allow this
case to go to a higher court.’’ That woull
be quite natural. He would not take it upon
himself to be the final judge, whereas in or-
dinary times, when therc was no excitement,
when there was not this temporary madness,
he would say, *‘T will take it upon myself to
dismisz this case.’’ Has there not been a
demand in influential eircles that magistrates
ahould be removed from the hench? And is
it not posible thai in those conditions even a
magistrate will be diffident about doing his
duty in a strong, virile manrer? Ts it not
possible? I submit it is possible, You, Mr.
Speaker, could give instances in which magis-
trates have not proved altogether infallible,
I do not want to bring you, Sir, into the dis-
cussion, but I think you yourself could give
instances where magistrates have not proved
altogether infallible or fair. And yet I have
no doubt that those magistrates were just as
conscientious in the discharge of their duties

[ASSEMBLY.]

as you are to-night, or as any man in this
Assembly is, Therefore [ say to the Attor-
ney General that there is no desire on this side
of the House to persecute the police, who
acted as thev did because they acted under
instructions. The detective who went to the
golificlds to trump up a case against the man
referred to by the leader of the Opposition.
ucted nuder instructions. He probably does
uot possess much knowledge or much intelli-
gence, but we have to take him as he is,
and we have to allow that as a further ex-
cuse for him, This side want fairness and
justice, and while disagreeing with the TLW. W,
this party stand for any individual in the
couotry who does not get a fair deal—it mat-
ters not who the individual may be; it mat-
ters not what class of politics he professes,
or to what religion he belongs. ‘This party
stands to see that every man in this country
gets o fair deal and justice. Unfortunately
of late a spirit of pergecution has heen
abroad in Australia, and it is the place of
this party to fight that spirit and to secure
justice for the people who have been perse-
cuted. T agree with the motion of the leader
of the Opposition, and I hope it will he
pressed to a division. If the Government do
not give satisfaction in this matter, well, a
time s coming when justice will be done o
those people.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder—in reply)
[10.35]: T wish to offer a few words in reply.
One point made by the Attorncy General was
that the quotations or excerpts which T gave
from the evidence were of a serappy char-
acter.

The Attorney Geuneral: I did not mean any-
thing offensive. All T meant was that the case
lasted seven or eight days, and that you could
not possibly give a resumé of the evidence in
a speech of two hours.

Hon., P, COLLTER: 1 did net take the
Attorney General’s remark as offensive, I
took it to mean that the Attorney General
considered my quotations were of a scrappy
nature because they could not he otherwise.
In reply to that, I want to point out that in
every instance where I quoted picces of evi-
dence I quoted the whole of the evidence given
by the witness. The evidence about the grass
for the school children was the only evidence
given by the detective; absolutely no other
evidence whatever was given by him against
that man. So that, brief and scrappy as the
evidence appeared when I related it, never
theless it was the only evidence which that
officer had to give. The same thing applies to
the evidence given by the two men who, as I
said, were candidates for Parliament at the
general election, The only evidence they had
to offer was that they had heard some of the
accused say that arbitration had bheen a fail-
ure. No other evidence of any description
connecting the defendants with a eriminal act
of any naiure whatsoever was given by those
witnesses, The same thing applies to all the
other witnesses whom I have quoted. It may
seem somewhat out of place to review in this
House the evidence in a case of this kind; but
it is the only course open to me in order to
make out a case that the prosecution was not
justified. It would be uaeless for me to come
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here and make general assertions that the evi-
dence upon which the charges were based did
net warrant the prosecution In substantia-
tion of that assertion, I produced the evidence.
I produced the only evidence which was given
so far as those witnesses were concerned, I
want to say again that I do not aeccuse the
Attorney General in this matter, because I
(fuite appreciate the faet that with the hundred
and one prosecutions going on from day to
day the Attorney (eneral does no more than
merely give the authority; that he does not
go into each case and deeide what prosecutions
ought to go on and whieh onght not. But I
do contend that the whole of the evidence, the
whole of the faets of that trial, prove con-
clusively that the prosecution was not war-
ranted on the evidence at the disposal of the
police and of the authorities. Whilst T acquit
the Attorney Generzl, I absolutely refuse to
believe that this prosecution was not of a
political character. I refuse to believe that it
was a mere coincidence that the police had
bheen collecting cvidence against these men for
months and that the time was just ripe for
action scon after the annovwncement that an-
other referendnm was te be taken. T am not
going to accept that. T may be unduly scep-
tical, but I refuse to believe it was a mere
coincidence that those arrests happened to be
made at that time. I am firmly convinced that
the prosecutions were for no other than politi-
cal purposes. A point made by the Attorney
General, in suppori of his coatention that the
prosecutions were justified, was that they had
to run the gauntlet of obtaining the approval
of the Crown BSolicitor or of some legal officer,
and that, in addition, the police magistrate,
who he said was a fair and impartial man, had
to find that a prima facie case had been made
out. Let me just refer to that aspect of the
matter. What were the charges? These men
were charged with conapiring to raise discon-
tent or disaffection amongst His Majesty’s
subjects, and to arouse feelings of ill will and
enmity between different classes of His Ma-
jesty’s subjects. I want to ask the Attorney
General if there is any member of this House,
or any member of the communtiy, who teok
an active part in the referendum ecampaign,
and against whom a prima facie case would
not lie for cauging disaffection amongst His
Majesty’s subjeets. We were all on the plat-
form during the referendum period. What
were the speeches of the Attorney General and
myself during that eampaign? What did they
eonsist of except matter that would be likely
te cause discontent or disaffection amongst
those who did not agree with what we were
saying? As a matter of fact T was present
at a meeting which the hon. member (Mr.
Thomsen) attended, and my statements
ereated the utmost discontent amongst the
audience. And so it was all over the country.
Whenever opinions were expressed upon vital
questions, with which the other side did not
agree, we were creating discontent and dis-
affection. The Honorary Minister for the
North-West, speaking in my constituency at
Boulder in an unsuecesaful effort to displace
me in September last, made use of these words,
‘It is time that there was a revolution here;
it is time that some shooting was done here
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in Kalgoorlie, and [ will make one to take
hold of a gun and do some shooting.''

Mr. Muoasie: If any one of us had said
that we would have got six years.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Were not those words
calculated to camse discontent and disaffection
amongst His Majesty's subjects? If any
member belonging to the party on this side
of the House had speken such words on the
public platform he would have been prose-
cuted on a charge of ereating dJiscontent and
disaffection.

Mr, Teeadale: Repeat these words;
ITonorary Minister is in the Chamber now.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Does the hon. member
think I quoted the words because the Hon-
orary Minister was outside?

Mr. Teesdale: You might have made a
mistake.

Hor. P. COLLIER: When the hon. member
knows me better, he will know that I am not
afraid to say to a man’s face what T would
say when he is not present.

Mr, Teesdale: 1 though you might have made
a mistake.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Does the hon. member
insinuate that I made a statement in the ab-
sence of an hon, member that I would not say
in his presence?

Mr. Teesdale: 1
thing.

Hon. ¥, COLLIER: I only repeated words
that the Ilonorary Minister was reported to
have msed at Boulder. He was reported to
have said at Boulder that there ought to Le
something like a revolution, that there showld
be some shooting done, and that he would make
one of the first to take hold of a gun to do it.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis.
ter): You are wrong.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 1 do not know whal
the hon, member said; T am only quoting what
he is reported to have said. He was at liberty
to make that statement; I take no exceptior
to it, and I do not think he ought to be prose
coted for expressing his opinions even in thal
determined manner. Buot 1 would ask wha
would have happened to myself, or to an)
member on this side of the House, who migh
have made such a statement.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis
ter): Doun Cameron signed himself ¢ Your
for the revolotion.’’

Hon. P. COLLIER: Does the hon. membe
believe that revolution means bloodshed; doe
he not know there are such things as peace
ful revolutions?

Hon. R. H, Underwood (Honorary Minis
ter): Not in these times.

Hon. P. COLLTER: Some of the greates
reforms in history have been brought ahou
by peaceful revolutions. Revolution does ng
mean fighting or bloodshed; as a matter o
fact gociety from day te day is engaged in
revolution.

Mr, Smith:" Evolution.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Evolutionary revoh
tion. This is where the distinction comes in
here is the comparison. A man says that th
arbitration court has been a failure, and ai
other man says that he believes the workin

the
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bours should be reduced. Those statements, in
the opinion of the police authorities, or who-
ever was responsible for the prosccution,
amounted to ereating discontent and disaifec-
tion amengst fis Majesty 's subjects, whereas
-2 statement regarding guns and shooting did
not. How blind are they in the direction which
they do not wish to see, and what keen per-
ception they have where they do want to take
action. The point I am making is that there
is not one member of this Houge against whom
a police magistrate would not hold that a
prima facie case had not been made out for
statements uttered during the Referendum
campaign. There is, therefore, no weight in
the argument of the Attorney General that
the prosecution in question was justified by
reason of the faet that the police magistraie
considered a prima facie ease had been made
out. It was impossible to make statements
which wounld not create disaffection. [s there
any man in Australia who has made statements
that have created so much discontent and dis-
affection amongst His Majesty’s subjects as
the present Prime Minister has done? Why, he
has had Australia on the verge of civil war.
He eould not arrive at that stage without first
ereating discontent and disaffection; and so,
in a lesser degree, right down through all his
followers and satellites. 1 admit that T my-
self made innumerable statements likely to
create discontent and disaffection; so did
everrbody who took an active part in the
campaign. But why were these humble indivi-
duals singled out for prosecution, while cvery-
hody else was permitted to go free? Then,
too, Sir Walter James is called in to advise
the Government as to whether a case lies; and
if he decides that the ease ought to be taken,
he is to be given charge of the prosecution.

The Attorney General: That was not so; he
was not ealled in to advisc as to whether a case
laid. It was after the case was launched that
he was ealled in. T am sure of that faet. All
that T said was that T felt snre that a man in
his position, if not satisfied that there was
a prima faeie case, would so advise the Crown.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The. whole thing is so
much padding in the case, T bave the substan-
tial fact that the one tribunal which finally
dezlt with the matter deecided by their verdiet
that there was no case,

The Attorney Gencral: Decided that the ae-
cused were not guilty.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Well, decided that
there was not suflicient casc to justify a con-
vigtion, Perhaps thai is the correct version.

Mr. Smith: They might have given the pri-
=oners the benefit of the doubt.

Hon, P. COLLTER: I do net think there was
much doubt about it. However, it is of no
uge my lahouring the guestion. T am convineed
that it was a political prorecution, undertaken
for no other purpose. The evidence would not
justify it on any other grounds whatever. Ani
the great bulk of the people of Australia are
convineed that not only this, but innumerable
other prosecutions of a similar character, were
undertaken for that purpose. TIn my opinjon,
when they get an opporturity, they will express
that view in unmistakable fashion,

[COUNCLL, |

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

Ayes .. .. .. 13
Noes .. . .. 25
Majority against ., 12
NoEs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chesson Mr. Munsia
Mr. Colljer Mr. Rocke
Me, Green Mr. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. Willcock
Mr Jones Mr. G’Loghlen
Mr. Lambert (Teller.)
NoEs.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Nairn
Mr. Broun Mr. Pickering
Mr. Browa Mr. Pilkington
Mr. Draper Mr. H. Robloson
Mr. Durack Mr. R, T, Robiason
Mr. George Mr. Saith
Mr. Griffitha Mr. Stubbs

Mr, Teesdals
Mr. Thomson

Mr. Harrison
Mr. Hlckmott

Mr, Lefroy Mr. Underwood
Mr. Maley Mr. Willmott
Mr. Money Mr. Hardwick

Mr. Multany | (Teller.)

(Question thus negatived.

House adjourned at 10.38 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Thursday, 7th February, 1918.

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4,30
p-m.,, and read prayers.

[For ‘‘Questions on Notice’’ see ‘‘Micutes
of Proeeedings.’’]

‘““HANSARD''—REPORT QF JOINT
PRINTING COMMITTER.

Hen. Sir B, H. WITTENOOM brought up
the report of the Joint Printing Committer
in ¢omnection with the suggested abolition
of ‘‘Hansard,’’ which report was read by
the Clerk.

BILL—TOCAL OPTION CONTINU.
ANCE.

Read a third time and passed.



