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Hon. J. DUFFELL: Before the House met
this afternoon T appealed to the Minister
for Education to bring on this business at
an carly stage, as I had am important en-
gagement at half-past seven. As he would
not extend this consideration to me I had to
forego that engagement.

Hon. J. COXNINGHAM: T thought Mr.
Diffell would have given some information
as to why this amendment should be passed.
Tt remains to be proved whether it is conse-
quential or not, If we pass it, we shall pro-
bably inflict a hardship not only upon the
soricties, but upon people who have been
doing legitimate business with them.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: They. have
said that they have not done business at all
on leasehold property.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: The hon.' mem-
ber has not taken us into his confidence.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: On a point. of order.
I would like a ruling as te whether this is
or ig not a consequential amendment.

The CHATRMAN: My ruling is that it is
a ¢onsequential amendment and there is no
necd for the hon. member to move it. I
have given instructions to the clerk to make
congequential amendments wherever it is
necessary to do so, -

Clause put and passed.

Clause 20—Power to acquire and deal
with business prewiises:

Hon, G. J. G. W. MILES: In order that
we may have an opportunity to discuss this
Bill before a fuller House, I will support
the leader if he moves to report progress.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member can
mave to recommit the Bill if he desires to
have any clanse further diseunssed.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Is it proposed to
eonsequentiaily amend this ¢lavse as well?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.

Hon. J, NICHOLSON: I would like to
make a few observations on this clauge.
Nearly every building society in the State
holds its premises on lease. The clause
provides that any society, although not em-
powered by its vules to buy freehold or
leasghold estate, may purchase, build, hire
or take upon lease any building for con-
ducting its business.

The CHATRMAN: 1 made an error in
saying that this clause would be consequen-
tially amended. The Committee may be
assured that wherever consequential amend-
ments are necessary they will be made,
otherwise the clanse will stand as printed.

(Nause put and passed.
Clauses 21 and 23—agreed to.
Bill again reported with amendments.

ADJOTURNMENT—SPECIAL.
MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION
H. P. Colebatch—East) [7.50]: I

Phe
(Hon.
move-—
That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday. 26th October.

[41]
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X had intended to proceed further with the
business tins evening, but durieg the last
conple of sittings we have had two divisions
with only ten or eleven members present.
1 know that several members are absent
from the State, that others are prevented
by illness from attending, and I believe in
certain parts of the country agricaltural
shows are being licld which are elaiming the
presence of severul members. The next
Order of the Day on the Notice Paper is the
Public Service Appeal Bourd ‘Bill, a measure
of the first tmportance, indeed, [ think the
most important Biil to be submitted during
the present session. I am prepared to go
or with the second reading but I do not see
any prospect of getting a larger attendance
of members, even to-morrow, Therctore, I
think we might adjourn until next Tuesday,

Question put and passed,

House adjourned at .53 p.m.

Negislative EHssembly,

Wednesday 20th QOclober, 1980.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m,, and read pravers,

QUESTION—WHEAT, BULK
HANDLING.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Premier: 1,
Is he aware that the answer to my ques-
tions regarding the introduction of legislia-
tion necessary for the imstallation of the
bulk bhandling system does not agree with

what is stated to have taken place? 2, Will
he state the exaet position?
The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2, The

position was as stated in my anawer,
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QUESTION-S30LDIER SETTLEMENTS,
FACILITIES.

Mr. PICKERING asked the Premier: 1,
What action have the Government taken
towards affording the necessary facilities to
ex-soldier settlements? 2, Will the neces-
sary culverts apd bridges be provided at
time of clearing?

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2, We are
doing all that is necessary to meet the
situation. Tt pecessarily takes some time
to carry out the work,

QUESTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
TRUST, CHARGES.

Mr, ROCKE asked the Colonial Seere-
tary: 1, Ts there truth in the published
statement that the charges wade by the
Fremantle Harbour Trust for the service of
handling ships’ cargoes at Fremantle are
insufficient to cover working expenses? 2,
If so, what is the amount of the loss sus-
tajned in connection with the handling of
the cargn of the steamer ‘‘Zealandia,”’ on
the oceasion of her last visit to Fremantle?
3, Are the interests of the Government
being comserved by the preponderance of
shipping interests’ represeatation on the
Trust, the proportion heing 3 in 5, consist-
ing of the managers of Messrs. Dalgety &
Co., Ltd.; Elder, Smith, & Co., Ltd,; and an
employee of Messrs. R. .J. Lynn & Co.? 4,
If net, will he take such action as will safe-
puard the interests of the general publie?

The COLOXNIAL SECRETARY replied:
1. Taking as a_whole the work of handling
cargo on the wharves at Fremantle, the
charges iniposed by the Harbeur Trust are
sufficient to c¢over gross cost of handling
and all operating and overhead expenses,
though circumstances will arise at times,
such as long delays caused by heavy raios,
ete., which cause the work in individual
enses to be more cestly than normally
wecurs, During the year ended 30th June
last the profit to the Trust from this hranch
of its work was considerable. 2, There was
oo Yoss in the handling of cargo oun the s.s.
«#Zealandia’® on the oceasion of her last
visit to Fromantle. 3, Yes, 4, The Govern-
ment are satisfied that the interests of the
State are being properly safeguarded by the
Commissioners of the Fremantle HMarhour
Trust. In this conneetion it should be re-
membered that ship ewners have no concern
in the vharges made by the Trust for hand-
ling eargo on the wharves. Those churges
are made against the owners of the gonds
and not against the owmers af the ship.
Ships #re finished with their eargo when
ther discharge it into the hands of the
Trust, whieh then handles it for the mer-
clants and eharges the merehants for this
service. The doty of ihe Commissipners is
tn se¢ that these charges, which directly
woneern the general public. are adequate for
the servire rendered and do mBot press
harshly wpon the community.

[ASSEMBLY.]

QUESTION—PASTORAL LEASES,
AREA.
. Hon, P, COLLIER asked the Premier: Ts
it the intention of the Government to give
cifect to the promisc made by the Fremier
to Parliament last session to introduce a
Hill to amend the Land Aet, 1916, relating
to the maximum arca that any one person

-may hold under pastoral lease?

The PREMAER replied: Yes.

LEAVE OF ABSEXNCE,
On motion by Mr. Hardwick, leave of ab-
sence .for two weeks granted to Mr. Money
{(Bunbury) on the ground of ill-health.

BRILL—GRAIN ELEVATORS.

Introduced by the ‘Premier and read a
tirst time.

BILL—MINING ACT AMEXNDMENT,
First Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. T. P.
Draper—West Perth) [438]: [ wish to
maove the motion standing in the name of
the Minister for Mines.

Mr, SPEAKER: No member is permitted
te move a motion stauding in the name of
another member, but I believe that a Min-
ister has been allowed to move a motion in
the ahsenee of another Minister in whose
nmme  the motion  stood.  The Standing
Orders, however, do not provide for it. 1
shall permit the Attorney General to move
on this pceasion, but this is a practice whieh
shiould not be followed.

The ATTORNEY GENXERAL: In the ab-
seuce of the Minister far Mines, I move for
lcave to introduce a Bill for an Aet to
amend the Mining Act, 1904

Question passed; Bill introdueed and read
a first time,

BILL—RATLWAY CLASSIFICATION
BOARD.
First Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Without
attempting to make n practice of it, Mr.
Speaker, T move, in the absence of the Min-
ister for Railways, for leave to introduce 2
Bill for an Aet to provide for a boanl for
the eclassificarion of the salaried staff of
the Government Railways.

Mr. SPEAKER: T shall permit the dde-
parture on this occasion.

Ciestion passed: Bill introdueed and read
a first thoe.

BILL—ROADS CLOSURE.

Returned  from  the  Ceuneil withont

amendment.
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BILLS (2)—THIRD READING..
1, Treasury Bomls Deficiency.
2, Health Aet Continuation.
Transmitted to the Council,

PAPERS—APPEAL, JOHN HURLEY.

Hon. T. WALEKER (Kanowna) [4.48]: I
move— .
That all the papers relative to the peti-
. tion of John Hurley and the refereiice of
the said petition by the Attorney General
to the Criminal Appeal Court be laid upon
the Table of the House.

1 had desired to have these papers laid on
the Table in order that I might deal further
with the case. However, the matter is now
called on, and I think it just as well to deal
with the snbject at once. Some time ago a
young man, John Hurley—he is still more or
less a boy, he is not of mature age—=fell into
the hands of the police, in the circumstances
deservedly and rightly. A boy of great
vitality, he bad been what is termed a ne-
glected child, more or less. He had several
times been in trouble for vagrancy and boy-
ish freaks. Finally he got into trouble for
stealing. After serving a sentence for steal-
ing he came out of prison with some other
persons who had been incarcerated with him,
and on that day he also met former prison-
ers who were then at large. He desired to
se¢c a man named Dunn, and on the day or
hig release he went te Dunn’s house to in-
quire for him, but found Dunn was not there.
A little later in the day he met Dunn and
some others at the Imperial ITotel. Whilst
in their company he was arrested, arrested
on the charge of robbing a man named
Butler in the lavatory of the New-
market Hotel. Some of those whom
Hurley had met at the TImperial Hotel
had committed this robbery in the
meantime. Hurley, being found in their
company at the Newmarket Hotel an hour or
two later, was arrested with them. All those
arrested, namely Hurley, O’Brien, and Dunn
—and I want to draw the especial attention
of the House to the name Dunn—were taken
te the lock-up. At the lock-up, Butler, the
man who hkad been robbed, was brought in
te identify_ his rohbers, He immediately
walked up to the man called Dunn, put his
kand upon Dunn’s shoulder, and said, "¢ You
are the man whoe robbed me.”” No more
deliberate act eould have been done than this
recognition of the robber. Putting his hand
on Dunn’s shoulder, Butler said, ‘‘You are
the man,”’. He could not recognise, and dil
not recognise, Hurley. At that recognition
there were also present another man, the
driver of the motor in which Buotler and yet
amother man called Stockden had driven
around town. Butler had had drinks with
these men at the Newmarket Hotel at the
time of the robhery. This motorman, named
Ryan, at the identifieation in the lock-up
did not recognise Hurley but said he was
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‘“like the man,'’ It was not a distinet
recognition then. Subsequently the other
man whe had also been drinking at the New-
market Hetel, Stockden, was brought in.
Stockden said that he had seen Hurley at
the XNewmarket Hotel. Now, there was
Rran’s statement that Hurley was ‘‘like
the man,’”” but it was not a positive identi-
fication in the first twstance. When the case
was brought on for trial, of eourse positive-
ness came in, and Steckden said, *‘Dunn is
not the man, but Hurley was there drink.
ing.”’  Ou that evidence Iurley was sen-
tenced for robbing this man of a few pounda
to seven years’ imprisonment—seven years!

The Attorney General: Was that ITurley’s
first conviction,

Hon. T. WALKER: T have told the Iouse
that it was not his first convietion, Had the
Minister heen listening, he would have heard
e say so. The boy had some previous con-

vietious, _some of them for very trivial
offences indeed. He had been = boy with-
out a chance, pursued, absolutely driven

amouyst these companions owing to the way
in which he had been treated. He was a
boy all the way through. But the point is
that O’Brien, who was arrested at the same
time as Horley, made a statement from the

dock to the judge, a statement which reads
as follows:—

T have been found guilty by 12 honest
men, and must bow to their decision; but
T wonld like your Honour to pause before
passing sentence on e, and look at the
tireumstances of my ecase.

Hon. P, Collier: Ts this Hurley’s state-
ment?

Hon. T, WALKER: No. Tt is the state-
ment of O'Brien, who was drinking at the
Newmarket Hetel and who did participate in
the robbery of Butler. He was found guilty
as well as Murley. What T am reading is
O’Brien’s statement, made there and then at
the trial—

T only left prison on the 9th March, after
complefing a sentence of three years, and
while doing that term T thought a lot of
what my foture life was going to He; and,
your Honour, T ¢ame to the conclusion that
the life I had been leading was no good
and I left prison with the intention ot!
reforming and trying to lead a better life
in future. 1 wrote to my people in Vie-
toria, and told my mother of my intention
to try and lead a new life; andt she wrote
back to nie telling me to come back to them
and that she had work for me in Gipps-
land. Bhe also sent money to my sister-in.
law to pay my passage over, and it was my
bad luck that there was no boat going the
week T was discharged and that T had to
wait until the 16th March for the ¢‘Dim.
boola.”’” 1 had been to see my sister-in.
law on the morning of the 12th March—
That is the date of the robbery—

in reference to booking my passage and
sending a telegram to my mother to say



1

I was leaving on the Saturday; and on my
way back from East Perth this misfortune
overtook me, and at one stroke all my good
intentions and everything they wére doing
for me were awept away. . Your Honour, 1
can assure vou that away from my old
associates T can and will reform, and if
your Honour will extend merey to me and
pass a suspended sentence on me and give
me one chanee to make good, your Honour
will not have occasgion to regret it. As your
Honour can see, I was only out of prison
three days, and if it is wy fate to go back,
your Honour, I ean only say that it leaves
me without hope in this world; and, on the
other hand, the mercy you show me at this
stage of my career will, I honestly believe,
be the means of saving me and putting me
on the road to an honest life,

Toe that Dunn added the following, and this

is the important part of his statement—

I furthermore wish to state, your Hon-

our, that although we two men—

There were two of them in the dock and eon-

vieted, Hurley and O’Brien—
have been found guilty of this robbery,
Hurley is innocent, as I did not see him
at the Newmarket fHotel on the morning in
question; and, your Hononr, T do not wish
to see an innocent man suffer for a crime
for which I am alone responsible.

T wish to draw the special attention of the

House to these last words, ‘‘for which T am
alone responstble.’' Two men were put in
the dock, and both were found guilty; bat
O'Brien says, ‘‘1 do not want an innocent
man to suffer for an offence for which T am
alone respensible.”’ That is fo say, he alone
of those two was the guilty ome. T em-
. phasise thaf, beeause a good deal has been
made of those words in the sobscquent con-
sideration of the matter. It has been made
to appear subsequently that what he says
here is that he was the only robher. It has
been read into that statement that nobody
took part in that robbery except O’Brien.
But O 'Brien is clearly speaking of two men,
named Hurleyx and himself, alone, and not
at all of any others concerned. What he
says, in effect, is, **Of the two in the dock
I alone am responsible.’’ That is clear.
No other meaning can he read into the
statement. Tt is an honest meaning. How-
ever, amnother meaning was put upon it
later. The statement 1 have read is the
statement madce there and then, npon the
spot, by O Brien. O'Brien says that Harley
was not at the Newmarket Hotel. But, of
course, O Brien had heen in prison; and,
once having heen there, it is argoed that he
can never be helieved again. Hurley was
sent to the gaol and subsequentiy the man
Stockden who was represcnted as an honest,
truthful, reliable witness at the trial, and
who had =aid that Dupn was not the man
with Hurley at the hotel, was sent down to
the Fremantle prison for the offence of
being a bludger living an the proceeds of
prostitution. Even he, hawever. had some
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degree of conscience left in him und at the
Fremantle prisog, he made this statement:
I, George Thomas Stockden, do hereby
make the following statement—
Members should note that it was upoen this
mal;’s evidence that Hurley was sent to -
gaol,
The evidenee that I gave on the 4th of
April with regard to the Hurley and
O’Brien cjise was untrue as far as Haurley
was concerned, The man who was in
company with O’Brien was not Hurley
but James Dunn, and the reason that I
kept it back was that James Dunn was a
friend of mine, The man Hurley was not
at the hotel at the time of the rohbery.
Nothing could be more distinet than that.
The man Hurley was not at the hotel at the
time of the robbery. Dunn himself makes
a statement later in the day. In prison, as
elsewhere, there are means of communica-
tion. A man, however depraved, has some
conscienve, and it beeomes a  species of
ostracism direeted against those people who
lie and put innocent people in gaol, Hurley’s
part was taken by the prisouers as apainsg
those guilty of the robbery, and when one
Bloomer ¢ame out, he huanted up Duun to
see what he had to sav about it, and Dunn
made this statement hefore My, E, P,
Dowley, R.M.—

I, James Dunn, do voluntarily make the
following statement in the interests of
justice :—John  FHurley and Thomas
O’ 'Brien and myself were charged with
stealing money from the person of Joseph
Butler at the Newmarket Hotel in Perth
last March, The charge against me was
withdrawn and Hurley and O’'Brien were
convicted at the Criminal sitfings last
April andl were each sentenced to seven
years” imprisonment, At the time of their
frial . . . .

1t is this that is objected tv and it is be-

cause of this statement that he is nor he-

lieved.
L was away in the bush at Quairading aud
1 kunew nothing of their conviction until
I saw it mentioned in the newspaper. I
remained in the bush until last Saturday
when [ returned to Perth to 310 Welling-
ton-street where I now stay and T intend
to return to Quairading to-morrow. 1 am
known at (Juairading under the name »f
James Roberts. I wark there for {". R.
Green. It was I that tock the monev
from the person of the man at the New-
market hotel, and Thomas O'Brien was
with me when T did it. Jobn Hurley was
not there with us and he is entirely inne-
cent of the offence of which he has hwen
convicted, O'Brien and [ first saw Huorley
on the dax of the roabbery at the Tmperial
hotel about three hours after the robhery
was committed, The three of us then
weant together to the Great Western Potel
where all three of us were arrested. T
make this statement hecavse § know that
I am guoilty and that John Hurlevy is
innewent,
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There we have the statement of mearly
everyvone who could know anything about
the robbery. Dunn, recognised by the man
he has robbed, states later that he was the
man who committed the robbery.  Stock-
den, who was present at the time the rob-
hery was committed at the Newmarket
Hotel and who had sereened his  friend
Dunn, afterwards admits that he had done
g0, and declares that Hurley was innocent.
O’Brien paid, ‘*] alome am responsible,
Hurley is innocent.'' On these facts—and
it does pot rest on the mere evidence in
these papers—I[ vigited the gaol and tried
by all the means open to me, to ascertain
the veracity of O’Brien and Hurley in the
first place. I questioned those who were in
constant contact with them as to their be-
haviour and manner in respect to this
erime, 8o as to ascertain if they were falsi-
fying the facts or speaking truthfully. 1
was not the only one convineed of the truth
of the statements of O'Brien and Hurley.
Subsequently, through the aid of the police,
T got hold of Dunn and was convinced that
his statement was truthfully made. His
original  statement  incloded  assertions
which were not true—a fact which kept
Hurley where he was. He said he was at
Quairading and so he:was, but not at the
time of the robbery. He stated that he did
not like to show his cowardice by mnot
coming forward and making his confession
at the time, '

Mr. O'Loghlen: Where is he now?

Hon. T. WALKER: He is about Perth.
Ile is put inside continually through drink
and is rapidly going to the dogs. He is one
of those weak-minded persons, who consti-
tute the best evidence of the weak-minded-
nesg of criminals. At this stage T wrote a
letter to the Attorney General, but before
dealing with that matter T should perhaps
draw the attention of the House to the faet
that, on the strength of these confessions
made by Stockden and O Brien, Hurley was
asking for a new frigl. A new trial was re-
fused. He was not allowed to appeal. That
happened twied, and consequently so far
as the law was concerned, and so far aa the
courts were voncerned, Hurley had exhausted
the vhannels of justice. He could net get
any further. Tt was then, with these facts
in my possession, that T wrote the letter to
the Attorney General.

The Attorney General: Has he not heen
hefore the Criminal Court of Appeal twice!?

Hon. T. WALKER: T said so. He ncver
ot his appeal.

The Attornery General:
twice refused?

Hon. T. WALKER: He had one appeal to
the ('riminal Court of Appeal

The Attorney General: One hefore you
wrote to me, and one afterwards.

Hon. T. WALKER: He was refused a
trial on his appeal.

Mr. Pilkington: These facts were hefore
the court.

The appeal was

1nt1

Hen, T. WALKER: Yes, that is so. Let
me state what the court objected to. 1
have peinted out that one objection was
that O’'Brien had made a statcment in the
doek in the course of which he stated, “‘1
alone am responsible.’’ He meant, ‘I
alene of the two men charged.”” T caonot
see how it could he read otherwise, but it
was taken to imply that he was the only
man who had been responsible for the erime,
in which case Dunu’s statement was re-
garded as a lie. What he meant was that of
the two men charged, he was guilty and
Hurley innocent. He did not wish to see
an innocent man suffer for a c¢rime for
which he alone of the men who were so
¢hargedl was responsible. There is no state-
ment therc that Dunn or any other person
had not taken part in the c¢rime. Dunn's
statement -was’ dismissed beeavge, he heing
present at the trial and not having the
pluek to stand .up and make a confession,
subsequently made a statement which was
not literally untrue, although, in faet, he
had been as he stated at Quairading. Be-
cause of this mis-statement, the marn’s word
was not aceepted, As to  Stockden, ]
tried to get hold of him subsequently.
I wns informed that he was in certain
places and I asked the Crown Law
Department and the police to help me to
get hold of him but it was unavailing and
conscquently he could net appear at the
second appeal.

Mr. O'Loghlen. And he has been con-
vieted sinee.
Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, he was treated

a3 a rvespectable man at the first trial and
his evidence was taken as such. Te was sent
down to Fremantle later for living on the
proceeds of prostitution. Then T wrote to the
Attorney General on November 9th as T have
already indicated. T wrote to him because
the courts of appeal through the ordinary
vhannels had been elosed against this man,
and there was nothing left hut the prero-
gative of merey and inquiry into the faets
to ascertain if there had been anyv miscarri-
age of justice as often happens. Had this
been the case, it could have heen investi-
gated by the Aftorney General’s  depart-
ment and for this reason [ wrote the follow-
ing letter:
[ degire to interest myself in the eare
of the above-named John Hurley., He was
charged with stealing from the person and

was arreated  in company with  one
mamed O 'Brien and  James Dunn  and
the three men were charged with the
=ante  offenee. At the loek-up Hur-
lev, T am informed, protested his
innocenee, and  he asked  Detective

Miller tn bring him face to face with his
accuser.  The aceuser was brooght to the
lock-up, but he was tao dronk on the first

occeasion to identify anybody. The next
morning the aceuser called, and Dunn.
(}'Brien, Hurley and others were

brought up, and the accuser, plaecing his
hand on Dunn’s shonlder, said, ‘*You are
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the man that robbed me.”” He did not
identify Hurley. The two others were

hrought in to identify the perpetrators of

the robbery. These two others identified

O 'Brien, but did not identify Hurley. Sub-

sequently, however, a mian named Stock-

den, in his testimony, said that Punn was
not the man, but Hurley was. Tt was on
the testimony of this man that Hurley was
convieted. Subsequently the witness Stock-
den was sent to gaol for living on the pro-
ceeds of prostitution. Whilst there, T am
informed, he made a statement to the
superintendent of the gaol clearing Hur-
ley of the charge, and sanid he gave his
evidence as he had hecause he desired to
save Dunn, who was a friend of hia, T am
also informed that he, at another stage,
made a statement to Magistrate Dowley
which statement was forwarded to the

Comptroller General of Prisons, aml thence

to the Attorney General. That statement,

I understand, was an admission that Dunn

had perpetrated the robbery and that Hur-

ley was innocent of it. If this infermation
he correct 1t is elear that Hurley i1s wrong-
fully in gaol. True it is that he appealed
and the verdict was upheld. At the trial

(}'Brien said that Hurley was innocent.

Hurley desired to have Dunn ealled to give

cvidence, but that suggestion was not en-

tertained. Hurley throughout was unre-
presented by counsel. T have interviewed
the acting superintendent and he informs
me that he believes Hurley capable of tak-
ing an honest part in the world, if liber
ated. T would take it as a favour if you
would peruse the files and if, afterwards,
you would do me the honour of granting
me an interview.
Then it was clearly a aspecies of petition, or
rather a reqguest for "an inquiry. The super-
intendent of the gaol was convineed at the
time, and T helieve is to this moment, that
his statement was correct. T saw the superin-
tendent only last weck, and inquired concern-
ing Tlurley. and he is still convineed that if
Hurley were taken out of bad surroundings
and his old asseoeiations and couid he pgiven
a start somewhere in the world, he has great
possibilities for good before him. He is a
goad, ruly man, a man who was not afraid
of work and not afraid of his dutices whilst
he was disciplined in the gaol. How did the
Attorney General treat that? He did not
particnlarly desire to see me on the point,
neither did le stir himself one iota to make
any special inquirics.

The Attorney General: You are absolutely
incorrect.

Hor. T. WALKER: T am not absolutely
incorrect. T do mot know what inguiries
were made.

The Attorney General: It is also incorrect
to say that I «id not see you.

Hon, 'T. WALKER: Subsequentiy,

The Attnorney General: XNo, very
afterwards.

Hon. T. WALEER: Not very soon after-
wards.

laledy]
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The Attornex General: Very good. Your
Jetter is dated 19th XNovember, and [ had
an interview with vou on the 6th December.

Hon. T, WALKER: That is %0, It is not
quite sa long as 1 thought it was. How-
ever, do not lose vour temper. 1 want the
facts and nothing more, This is the letter
I wrote to the Mttorney General on the Gth
December—

Referring to our conversation lierein [
shall be pleased to know when you desire
me to further confer with vyou in the
above matter. On refleetion T am fairly
certain that the proper course to pursue
is, not to appeal, hecause an appeal must
of necessity be upon the evidence taken,
I am relying on the eclear definite
evidenee that Hurley was not guilty of
the crime for which he is now in Fre-
mantle gaol. JMay I be pardened for
saving that I am of opinion that vou
attach teo little weight to the evidence of
Dunn and Stockden, and see no reason
why ¥you should credit their evidence
when it tells against Hurley, and refuse
to aecept it when it is in his favour. Tn
faet, the weight of probahility is that
when exonerating Hurley they are telling
the truth—as they have no interest to
serve in tlos case—but when they gave
evidenee against Hurley, Dunn was sav-
ing his own skin and Stockden was put-
ting the blame on another to protect his
friend. Trusting to hear from you at
your earliest.

I wrote to him again on the 11th December,
when I said—

I am writing you this letter which I
will ask you to kindly consider as urgent,
I have just received a letter from Mr.
Hampton, the Under Secretary for Law,
stating that you have seen fit to refer
the ease of John Hurley to the Criminal
Appeal Court. 1 am by no means sure
that this is the proper proceeding, and
that the facts npon which Hurley relics
could be placed bhefore that court. 1In
order that T may not in any way misin-
form the court or be misinformed myself,
will you kindly assit me in obtaining all
the material in your possession on this
case for perusal, I regquire (1) evidence
talen at the trial, (2) statement of Dunn.
(3) statement of Stockden, (4) all docu-
ments throwing light upon the case. T
further note that the date fixed for the
trial is a very awkward one for me. [
desire to be with my family on Christmas
day, and they will all be on the farm at
Trayvning, and I suppose there is a likeli-
hood of my missing my Christmas dinner
with them in consequence of the course
propesed being taken. I have made in-
guiries sinec receiving Mr. Hampton's
letter as to the wherecabouts of Dunn and
Stockden. T am informed that these men
are not now in the Fremantle prison, and
where they are 1 canvot say at the
present moment. I will make further
efforts to ascertain. But is not this a
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case where | could be assisted? 1f we

-cannot get these men 1 shall require

Magistrate Dowley und Superintendent

Hano to be subpenacd to put in- the

statements made by these men. Perhaps

I shall require them in any case. I pre-

sume the Crown will assist me in obtain-

ing all the witnesses neeessary. Trusting
you will communicate with me without
delay, as there is no time to be lost, Yours
ete.
Practically that ended the matter. Of
course I was permitted to peruse the file,
which was in the Crown Law Department,
and I obtained sach particulars as are
hoarded there. On the 9th December L re-
ceived this letter from the Under Secretary
of Law—

With reference to your letters dated
19th wltime and Gth iostant, herein, T am
instructed to inform you in reply that the
Hon. the Attorney General is referring the
points raised by your petition to the
Court of Criminal Appeal under Section
21, paragraph (¢) of the Code, when you
will then be able to call Dupn and Stock-
den and the prisener, The Hon. the Min-
ister adds that on the evidence given at
the trial the jury came to a decision with
which the presiding judge then agreed,
and it is the subsequent evidence about
which any doubt as to the conviction is
raised. The Hon. the Attorney General
further states that if so desired yon will
bhe able to call this evidence which can
be tested by cross-examination, and any
other evidence which the prisoner or the
Crown thinks desirable. The Court of
Appeal will sit this month,

It appears to me that the Attorney General
shirked what is his daty as the representa-
tive of the King in the exercise of his
prerogative of mercy. Tn the cireum-
stances it was not a fair thing to scnd
Hurley to the Court of ¢('riminal Appeal. [t
wag his dnty to consider it. There is nothing
but a question of fact invelved, mome of
law. It is a mere question of faet. Was
Hurley present in the NewmarKket hotel at
the time of the vobbery? There is the state-
ment of Hurley, the statement of O'Brien,
the statement now of Stockden, the state-
ment of Dunn, that he was not. There
might have been further inquiries made
without going to Court of Appeal, but there
was not a step taken—and it is bere only
that T speak of the steps. No steps were
taken. Will the Attorney General tell me
that he 4id anvthing to secure the pregence
of Stockden at the subsequent appeal?

The Attornev General: Yes.

Honr. T. WALKER: I should like to know
what they were, what steps were taken.

The Attornev General: You kmow per-
fectly well.

Hon. T. WALKER: I do not. The hon.
member has no right to say that. That is
to acense me of lying. I do not know what
steps the Attorney General took to secure
the presence of Stockden at the trial. T
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should like to hear it, That would be news
to me ¢ven now, In the meantime what was
the position? Hurley had to go hefore,
whom? The judge who had sentenced him
to seven years, the judge who had dismissed
the appeal. The only independent judge
there was Mr, Justice Northmore. 1 should
like any bon. member to be put in that
pogition, however inungeent he might be,
an{ asked what he would do in having to face
a tgibunal such as that. I could not get
Stockden, but Dunn in the dock made the
same statement upon oath, that he was the
one who committed the robbery, and that
Hurley was not present at the time. 1t was
then congidered as an appeal. 1t should
never hnve heen an appeal. It had gone
beyond the point of appeal

The Attorney General:
had arisen,

Hon. T. WALKER: XNo,
had been brought before the nattention
of the judge. In fact, at the appeal it was
requested that Dunn should be sent for.
But Dunn was not sent for at the trial
These facts had been brought under the
notice, not onty of the late Attorney Gen-

Fresh evidence

These incidents

eral (the member for Canning) but had
been  brought to the knowledge of the
judges. They simply discomnted Dunn's

evidence, because there was that screening
of himself owing to that moral cowardice
that dare uot make a confession there and
then when a man is sentenced, and hecause
there was a twisting of O’Brien’s state-
ment, ‘I alone am responsible™ of the two,
for the statoement was made to appear ‘‘of
anybedy.’’ On that aceount tfe appeal was
dismissed, and Hurley is now 1n gaol going
through a seven years’ imprisonment.

am mnot blaming the judges. They found
themselves in a very awkward position
through the action of the Attorney Ceneral.
It was a case purely for the Attorney Gen-
eral to deal with, to make inquiries inte,
and to ascertain if the facts were true. T
am not aware if he has taken the necessary
steps, for I am not familiar with any such
steps,  If they have been taken, they have
been taken in serret, to ascertain whether
these were the facts or not. TE thev were
the facts, and no law is involved as n conse-
quence, the man is wrongly in gaol,  But
the Attorney General sends this reference
to the Conrt of Criminal Appeal, T suppose
--T hope T am not doing him an injury in
saying  this—do avert .any responsibility
from himself. e did not like to deal with
it, and therefore sent it there. Tt was never
proposed that this should be an appeal. My
first object in approaching the Attorney
General was to interest him in the matter,
and to let him know that T was interested
in it, in order that T might ascertain if he
rould not get to the bottom of things and
lo something in the nature of justice, one
way or the other, to Hurley. There never
was a petition presented in the real sense
of the word, hut T do not objeet to the At-
torney General treating it az a petition, My
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first desire was to interest him for the sake
of having inguiries made. On this letter no
inquiries were instigated by him. Instead
of trying to ascertain the real facts, he
sends up a reference to the criminal court
under the Criminal Code Amendment Act.
Naturally ! do not say there was any bias,
but one eannot avoid that psychological
state. Judges have already given more
than one decision. One judge having given
a sentence of seven years, and on being ap-
pealed to afterwards stood to his opidion,
and another judge having dismissed the ap-
peal, in these cireumstances one can scarcely
expect i in human nature that Hurley
should have a good show. 1 am not saying
one ward derogatory to the integrify, honour
and brightness of our judgea. T should he
sorry te sully their inestimable repuatation
in this respeet in the slightest degree. Tt
iz not my motive to impugn them, My
desire ja to find the utmost fault with the
course taken by the Attorney General, in
his reference to this eourt in view of all the
cirecumstances. I do not think the judges
liked it. I also desire to find the utmost
fault with his failure to institute the in-
quiries which he counld have instituted, and
his failure to say whether he could or not
lLave asked His Excellency the Governor to
exercise the prerogative of mercey. That
was all that was intended at the commence-
ment. He could have refused to do this
and there would have been an end of the
matter. Instead of doing this, he puts the
man to the trouble, weariness, pain, and
torture of undergoing this appeal, only again
to be met with failure and despair. In order
that we might be made acquainted with the
faets of this case from start to finish, T ask
the Hounse to pass my motion,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon, T.
P. Draper—Wesat Perth) [5.35]: Until al-
most the concluding remarks of the member
for Kanowna {Hon. T. Walker) I was under
the impression that, under the guise of this
motion for the production of papers, he was
attempting a personal attack npon me.

Hon, T. Walker: Oh, no!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am glad
to have this admission. TIf that was not the
objeet, and I belicve it was not, it seems
that to ask for the production of. these
papers is somewhat extraordinary. What is
his object?

Hon. T. Walker: To do justice to a man
who has been wrongfully placed in gaol.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Then the
proper course would have been to Thave
brought this matter before the House in a
different manner,

Hon. T. Walker: Oh, no!l

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The House,
however, will be fully seized of the faects.
If hon. members are made fully aware of
the facts, and they then disagree with the
verdiet and judgment of the Supreme Court,
and with the deecisions of two judges and of
two courts of eriminal appeal, they will hé
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doing a very wrong thing in attempting to
upset these judgmeunts. We often hear it
said that Parliament is the last court of
appeal. Constitutionally that is so, but will
any of us say that we are Dbetter judges of
the facts, founded upon evidence, than &
Jjudge who has tried the case, seen the wit-
nesses in the box, whirh witnesses have been
cross-examined by counsel, and whe has seen

their  demeanour in  the hox under
cross-examination ! is  Parliament going
to arrogate to itself the right to say

that in these circumstances, when we have
not seen or heard the witnesses in the hox,
and have not listened to their evidence, it is
a better judge of the facts upon which a
cage is decided than are the judges of the
two courts of eriminal appeal which sat in
this case? If this House is to be regarded
as a court of eriminal appeal in a case of
this nature, in the circumstances that I have
mentioned, it would, if it took upon itself to
upset these judgnients, be making a travesty
of the right of Parliament to consider it-
self a court of appeal. I will go further

into the facts later., When hon. mem-
bers talk of Parliament being  the
final court of appeal, they must re-

eclleet that on questions of fact there is no
case that T am aware of during the last 200
years in which Parliament has aeted as a
court of appeal on the faets. There may have
been cages in c¢onnection with a eriminal
charge against a peer, but T am not aware
of Parliament having acted as a court of ap-
peal on the facts even in a case of that sort.
The court of apneal, as it exists under the
British Constitution to-day, is the House of
Lords, but does the whole of the House of
Lords sit? We all know that when the House
of T.ords sits in the exercise of ita appellant
jurisdiction, the judges in that court are
those who have achieved eminence on the
heneh and have ultimately gone to the House

of Tords. Tt is that Committee of the House
of the Tords which sits as a court
of appeal, and as a court of appeal
on matters of law, T have no doubt

the member for Kanowna, in propesing this
motion, is thoroughly imbued with the con-
viction that his elient ia innovent. T will
at once exonerate the hon. member from hav-
ing brought this metion forward merely be-
cause this unfortunate prisoner happened to
be his elient in the courts below.

Hor. T. Walker: He waa not my client.
[ appealed to your sympathy in the first in-
stanee,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T think
the hen. member represented him in the
court,

fon. T. Walker: He had to become my
client when he was sent {o the court. T had to
take up the ease.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Did not
the hon. memher take the ease up hefore the
hearing in the eourt?

Hon. T. Walker: T had to do so, because
vou would not deal with it.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1
prier to that occasion.

Hon. T. Watker: XNo. The first time T had
to do with the case was when I went to you.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am sat-
isfied that the hon. member is not bringing
this forward on behalf of his elient, but be-
cause he is convineed that the man is inno-
cent.  An advocate in a case ean hardly set
himself up as 2 judge of the facts, as against

nwan

the impartial jndgment and  verdiet of
the judges sitting on a Sopreme Court
case. Tt must be self-evident to all of us, if

we calmly consider the point, that a judicial
decision i3 far more likely to be corrcet than
our own -view, which may be biassed by the
‘fact that we have represented a prisoner be-
fore a court of justice. Tt is also true, I
think, that Hurley might be deseribed as
belonging tn the class of habitual eriminals.
The hon. member says he is a young man, T
do not know his age, and am willing to ac-
cept that statement. T find that Hurley's
record is undoubtedly not a good one. Prior
tn this case there were, at any rate, 23 con-
vietions agninst him. Tn justice to the man, T
will say at once that thex were not all of a
serions nature. There were, at any rate, two
charges of stealing against him, and there
was n seeond eharge of robbery with violenee
ot which he was convieted,

Hon, P, Collier: A long list of convic-
tions against a1 man would only weigh so far
as the sentence is coneerned. 1t does not
affect thie question of his guilt,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Ouly in this
way, that the hon. member bringa forward
in this House the statement that Hurley is
to be regarded rather in the light of an inno-
cent hoy.

Hon, T. Walker:
this eccasion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: He ean
hardly he regarded as a boy ih this ease.

Hon. P, Collier: A long list of previous
convictions is not evidence of guilt.

The ATTORXEY ((ENERAL: XNo. T do
not want hon. members to imagine that Hur-
ley is a younu person who is not likely to
have committed a erime of this nature and is
an innocent man, which he eertainly is net,
.when we consider the evidemee at the trial
anid the natuere of the defence which was set
up.  The defence set vp hy Hurley was that
he was not there at all, but was elsewhere.
Tt must he perfectly clear, whether Stockden
spoke the truth or not at the trial, that Hur-
lex was there.

Hon. T. Walker: He was not there,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tt must
he clear from other evidence that Hurley was
in Perth at the time, He was not where he
said he was.

Hon. T. Walker:

As an inuocent man on

He was where he said he

was. He said he was in Perth.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Hurley
was charged with robbing a man named

Butler, who was a farmer residing at Brace
Reck, andl wha came to Perth on the 10th
Mareh, 1918, with £39 in his possession. He
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ergaged a nam named Ryan, a motor driver,
who was a witness in this c¢ase, to take him
to the weir. On Tuesday, the 12th March,
Kyan drove Butler to the Newmarkel Hotel
on two occasions, and he also wenit to the
Bank of Australasia, where he cashed &
cheque for £10. As they passed the New-
market Hotel Butler saw Stockden.  Ryan,
Butler, and Stockiden went to the Newmarket
Hotel together and had drinks, for which
Butler paid. At that time, Butler pulled a
roll of notes out of his pocket, took some
from them and put the remainder back in
his pocket. 1le paid for the drinks, Hurley
and O’RBrien, aceording to the evidence, were
in the bar when this took place, and they
were in a position to see Butler put the roll
of notes back into his pocket. Butler then
went into the lavatory and Stockden says he
saw Hwurley and O'Bricn follew Butler there.
Stockden said at the trial that he saw Hurley
go with O’Brien into the lavatory. He is
quite positive on that point, and the evidence
also shows that Hurley and ('Brien were in
a position to see Butler roturn the roll of
notes to his pocket. Stockden then was in
tre car and he told Ryan something which of
course could not be repeated in court. They
went to the front of the lavatory, and when
they got there a man ran out who Ryan says
was similar to 1llurley. Stockden positively
ewore that Hurley went inte the lavatory,
and Ryan swore that a man like Ilnrley ran
ont. Ryan then went to the lavatory door
and #aw O 'Brien, who had hold of Butler
and appeared to be pushing him haeck into
the lavatory. Ryan said, ‘‘Hold on, what is
this?’?  O'Brien let go and Butler said,
“*They have got my money.”” Ryan was cer:
tain he saw Hurley's face in the bar at
the Newmarket Hotel, so that when Ryan
says he saw a man comc out of the lavatery
who resembled Hurley, and he also swore that
he saw Hurley’s face at the bar at the New-
market Hotel, the evidenee contradicts the
alibi which was set up. The defence set up
was a complete alibi, and yet Ryan’s evidence
that Flurley was in the Newmarket Hotel re-
mained nncontradieted. -

Hon, T. Walker: It was contradicted.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The jury
I'elieverl it, anyhow. That was shortly the
evidence upon which the jury convieted Hur-
ley, and T must say that T am not surprised
that they did conviet him in those cirenin-
stances. When a man sets up an alihi he
kiows weil that he has te prove it or the jury
will conviet him, It is a defence which is
very dangerous and it is only set up in most
rases as a last resort.

Mr. Pickering: Where did Hurley say he
was?

Hon, T, Walker: He went to Dunn’s resi-
dence and he called the woman who was there
as a witness. She was a little bit confused,
and uniler cross-examination was not clear as
to the exact time.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon,
member is only repeating what he was told.
Of coorse I was not there.
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Hon. T. Walker: Neither was 1. T only
came into the case when I wrote to you.

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: Hurley said
he hai never met them before and was never
at the Newmarket Hotel before. Ryan swore
positively that he was there.

Hon. T, Walker: Ryan distinetly said at
the investigation at the loek-up for ideuntifica-

tion porposes, ‘‘ e is like the man.’'  The
positive statement only eame later,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: IlTurley,

after hig conviction, appealed to the court of
criminal appeal, but the appeal was not sue-
cessfnl,  When one applies to a conrt of
eriminal appeal it may be necessary to get
leave to appeal, which means that a prima
facie case has been made out. Later on Stock-
den himself got into gaol and while in gaol
made o statement which was handed to the
Crown Law Department.

Hon. T. Walker: XNet by me.
from your file,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Stockden de-
clared in that statement that the evidence he
gave in regard to the identification of Hurley
was not correet.  He declared that in the
cevidence he gave at the trial he told a lie.
Then there was also the admission by Duun
that he (Dunn) had committed this robbery
and not Hurley. The question was brought
before Justice Burnside some time before
that. The then Attorney General, Mr, Rob-
inson, when these matters werg bronght be-
fore him, very properly referred them to the
learned judge who made these remarks which
ap.pear on the file—

T van see no good reason why this matter
should be further investigated. The ac-
cusserl had a fair trial. He did not go
inte the witness box to submit himself to
vross-examination but get up an alibi, viz.,
that at the time of the robbery he was in
Dunn’s company at Dunn’s ledgings. He
called witnesses but they failed to impress
the jory, in fact one witness Afl him more
harm than good. Now a suggestion is put
forth that Dunn stole the money, and Dunn
vomes forward to admit this. Dunn says
he was in the country at the time of the
trial but ¥ have a lively recollection of
heing told that le was in the gallery of
the court listening. The police might know
this. (’Brien stated that he alone com-
mitted the crime,

First of all Dunn comes forward anid says
‘41 did it, but at the time of the trial 1 was
i the conntry.”” The matter was referred to
the police, who state that they not only saw
I'im in the gallery of the court at the time
of the trial but that they spoke to him as
well, The admissien by Stockden is that
he committed perjury, and the statement
by Dunn 4 obwiously incorreet. T made

T got it

inquiries and  xaw  the superintemlent of
the Fremantle prison. who had conversed
witl: the prisoners. [ must admit that T

god very little information which was a guide
te. me u~ to whether Stockden or Dunn was
i linge the truth. Althengh the verdiet was
azoinst Hurley, although the judge agreed to
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the verdivt, although the court of ecriminal
appeal refused to go further in the case, yet
becanse [ bring two statements forward, one
of whieh is obvieusly ineorrect, and bervause
it is the duty of the Attoraey Gemeral in cir-
cumstanees such as these not to recontmend

te grant n pardon, the hon. member for
Kanowna blames me.

Hon. T. Walker: No,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I can only
gay that no recommendation whatever will
ever be made by me in such circumatances.

Mr. Pilkington: Is it the case that Dunn
did not say he was guilty until after he was
sufe from the prosevntion?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T cannot
say offhand.

Hon. T, Walker: T can tell you.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Kaunowna will have the right of reply.

Hon. T, Walker: Yes, but let vs get the
facts. '

Mr. Pilkington: When the nolle prosequi
waus entered, he was safe,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
answer that question offband.

My, Pilkington: It is an important con-
sideration.

The ATTORNEY GENFRAL: I am then
Llamed by the hon. member becaunse [ did
not accept these statements—statements
which I do not think will conviace uny
menther present—as correet, but beecause T
teole the very obvious course of trying to
find some tribunal yet left which had power
tv test the value of these statements by
cross examination, T found that there was
provision in the Criminal Code for action
to be taken in c¢ases of this kind, 1 con-
terred with the Crown Law officers with re-
gard to this matter, and decided to refer the
rase to the Court of Criminal Appeal so that
this guestion could be further inquired into.
I am guite content to leave my action for the
House to apjrove of or otherwise,

I eannot

Mr. O’Loghlen: Who constituted the
Court of Criminal Appeal?
The ATTORXEY GENERAL: 7 cannot

tell the hon. member; it is guite immaterial.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Was it the judge whe
convieted the acensed? .

Hon. T. Walker: Yes, the judge who con-
victed and the judge who refused leave to
appeal and Mr. Justice Northmore.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Coumrt
of Appeal consisted of the Chief Justiee.
Mr. Justice Burnside, and Me, Justice
Northmore. I[n the circumstances do mem-
bers vonsider that when we have an appeal
of this nature, any one of these three hon-
onrable julges would mnot give the best of
their time and euergies tn endeavouring to
aseertain whether there was a possibility of
this man having heen wrongly convicted or
otherwise? Thev iuvestigated the ense and
derided that there was no grownd to justify
a remission of the sentence. 'Chey approvedd
of the wverdict. Tt swas also suggested by
the lon. mewher that nothing was dune by
the department in the way of making in-
yuities. The Lon. member was asked what
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witnesses ne required, and subpenas were
issued by the Crown Law Departinent and
handed over to the Police Depariment to
be served,

Hon, T, Walker. That is the usual thing;
that was no help,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Who would
he more likely than the police to have the
information? The only information we had
abont Stockden was that he had been in the
Fremantle gaol about 12 months before.
Apparently since the time he left the Fre-
mantle gaol, he was not heard of. I am not
surprised at that, A man who commits
perjury at one trinl with possibly an
ulterior object, is not likely to be _found
when wanted. At any rate he conld not he
found. and it was not possible to nave his
evidence before the Conrt of Criminal
Appeal, Whether his evidence was avail-
ahle ar not, to my mind, was immaterial.
We still have Ryvan’s uncontradieted evi-
dence that he was in the Newmarket hotel
to which place [urley said he had not heen.
The absence of Stoekden's ovidence is
really no ground on which any Attorney
General could recommend that Hurley
should be released. Tt seems to me that
after every rourt which can he invoked has
decided as to the {ruth of the evidence,
upon which Hurley’s case for release rests,
it is idle to expeet any Attorney Genmeral,
if he does his duty, to remit the sentence
upen mere statements which have not
been snhmitted to the test of c¢ross-
examination. The member for Canning
(Mr. Robinson) referred the ease to the
judge. The judge cousidered that fthere wns
no eage. This ease was brought fo me soon
after T assamed office; a great many
things were  brought to me at that
time, [ earried it further and referred
it to the Conrt of Criminal Appeal, and

in the vcireumstances I submit that [
eonld have done nothing more. As the
House may desire to have the informa-

tion, T shall 1ay the papers on the Table.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna—in reply)
[6.6]: | conld have wished that other mem-
bhers had spoken on this motion. The At-
torney General seems to have an entire mis-
coneeption of my motive in the first place
in approaching him. He seems to think I
implied that there was only ane alternative
in my petition, namely, to release the man.
T considered from the start that the legal
tribunals had been exhausted.

The Attornev General: T found a tribnnal
which vou had forgotten.

Hon, T. WALKER: The Minister, tepre-
senting the prerogrative of His Majesty, is
the one to make inguiries. Surely he will
not tell us that he has no power to make in-
quiries. He surely must know from his ex-
perience that a man sent before the judge
whe had sentenced him and who had re-
fuseil an appeal, would not feel that he had
a sympathetie tribunal. Tt is within the
province of the Attorner General to make
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inguiries, and there are avenues open to him
to make inquiries, but he did not choose v
acvept any course but that of simply sewl-
ing the e¢ase back to the judges who hat
alreally given their decision wpon it, anl
conseynently the Attorney General failed to
act as vepresentative of His Majesty in thac
capacity. It is this of which I am com-
plaining, and [ think rightly complaining,
too. The Attorney Gencral has made some
attempt to refute the evidence. [ will ad-
mit that at the trial Ryan did say that he
had scen Huorley's face, and that Hurley
was there, but it must not be forgotten
that when giving his evidence in the lower
court, all he said was, ‘' The man who ran
out was like Hurley.’” That is the point L
wish to emphasise. HMHe was not sure of
the man at that time. I submit that, on
the weight of evidence, Hurley's ecase is
clear, We have no more right to believe
Stockden when he is getting a man into
trouble than we have when he is getting
him out of tronble. Stockdenr had some-
thing to gain when he said he had seen
Hurley there. THe was saving his friend
Dunn. He had nothinug to gain when he
made the statement that his evidence wus
not trme and that Hurley was not there.
The only one who is left is Ryamn, ani
Ryan says in the first instance before the
influence, so to speak, had grown upon him.
‘*He is like the man.’’ That is all he could
say in the first place. Of course the influ-
ence grew and magnified and became posi-
tive as the assertion was repeated, until on
reaching the final court he said that Hurley
wits the man. Against that put O’'Brien’s
statement. O’Brien there and then declared
that Hurley was not present. What motive
had he for making that statement? [
would not lift his own sentence; it woull
not do anything to benefit him, Before
sentence was pronounced, when he knew
that scntence was to be pronounced, he sail
that Hurley was not there. Surely that is
of snme weight. Such a statement cannat
be recklessly thrown gn one side. Stockden
was not one of the accused. He could
have no  interest the pricking
of conseience in denving the statement
that he had wmade in the court, ad-
mittadly to save his friend Dunn. That
was wdmitted; it was to save Dumn.
Xow he himself is in trouble and in gaol,
amsl he seeks the Superintendent and makes
the statement to the Superintendent. Ts it
reliable? Wag it made voluntarily or was
any influence brought to bear? The ex-
Snperintendent of the Fremantle prison,
Mr., Hamn. assured me that the statement
was vohmtarily made. The statement was
that Hurley was not present at the New-
market hotel.

Mr. SPEAKER: T do not wish to put the
hen. member off his argument, but he is
only repeating what he saild in moving the
notion.

Hon. T. WALKER: T am repeating the
arguments used by the Attorner General

axcept

+
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and showing how weak they are.  When
tested they will not hold water..[ am reply-
ing to the Attorney General,

My, SPEAKER: The bon. member must
remember that the Attorney General re-
plied to his statements,

Hon. T. WALKER: I have a right to
reply to the statements made by the At-
torney General.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hou. member has
no right to indulge in tedious repetition.

Hon. T. WALEKER: [ am not indulging
in tedious repetition. I am directing at-
tention to the points made by the Attorney
General. When 1 tried to correct what
were unintentionally inaceurate statcments,
but still inaccurate statements, you, Mr,
Speaker, prevented me. The Attorney
General reviewed the evidenee and gave a
summary of the case, [ am bound to say
that Stoeckden, without any inducement,
when he had nothing to gain and nothing
to fear, voluntarily from the pricking of
hig conscience, sought out the Superintend-
ent of the gaol and made a further state-
meitt, that Hurley was not there, Dunn
comes forward and why is not he Dbelieved!
Dunn is the culprit. I would direct the At-

torney Gencral’s attention to a faet he ig-.

nored that Butler, the man robhed, when
these men were lined up before him at the
lockup for identification, walked wp to
Dunn, put his hand upon his shoulder, and
saild, ““You are the man who robbed me.'’
I can conceive of no evidence more direet
than that., Why is that evidenee ignoredl?
Why is that evidence, the most important
fact, forgotten and overlooked. Butler hail
heen drinking with Dunn and was in Dunn’s
company all the time, and at the lockup he
put his hand upon Dunn’s shoulder and
said, ‘' You are the man who robhed me."’

Mr. O'Loghlen: Picked him out from the
rest?

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, picked him out
from the erowd. He walked up dircetly to
Dunn. There is no doubt about it. Tt is
the most material faet of the whele case,
and yet it is thrown aside and no weight
whatever is given to it. Stockden toid the
police .that Dunn was not the eculprit and
Punn was passed out by the police. Stock-
den vaid, *‘Dunn is not the man; it was
Hurley.”" He did that to get Donn out of it.
Tt was not stated on oath; it was not stated
in a court; Dunn’s case was withdrawn be-
fore the proceedings reached the court:
Dunn was passed out. Ife was a friend ot
Storkden and his character has been ad-
niitted hy {he Attorney Geperal.

Nitling suspeaded from 6.15 to P00 poa.

Hon. T. WALKER: Before ten T was em-
phasising the faet, which has been overlooked
altogether, which has never heen insisted
upon, that the man who was robbed, Butler,
distinetly and clearly and unequivocally iden-
tifel Dunn as the man who committed the
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robhery.,  Dunn was subsequently released,
but only on the statement of Stockden that
it was noet Dunn who committed the robdery,
but the other man. Atfterwards Stockden had
to admit that he bad made this statement in
order to save Duun, who was a2 personal
friend of his. I want to correct & point made
by the Attorney General, that Hurley had de-
nied that he was ever at the Newmarket Hotel.
Of course he denied it, bat the inference of
the Attorney General, that it was proved
linrley was at the Newmarket Hotel, is the
whole point of vontention. It never has been
proved, The only man who has not been
questioned os to character is Ryan, the motor
driver; and he in his first identification could
not identify Hurley, but could merely say
that Inrley was “*like the man.’’ That was
{he statement Ryan made when the deposi-
tions were taken in the police court. There
ix another impression T want to remove. The
Attorney General pointed out the imiquity of
making this court a court of appeal from the
f'viminal Court. [ should be very sorev it
it were supposed that I was attempting to do
that. T have bnd hegitaney in moving for
the papers at all, and nothing but a sens¢ of
duty has impellad me to move for their pro-
duetion, and this not at all with the object of
trying the judges or of asking PParliament to
deeide as to the fate of Turley, but solelv
for the purpose of drawing attention to the
method adopted in this case by the Attorney
General. T want to make it perfectly clear
that Hurley never was a client of mine. [
am not taking the matter up on that score.
Hurley came inte my life only throngh a com-
munication made to me by the former Super-
intendent of Gaols, Mr. Hann, before his re-
tirement.: 1 saw Huvley several times at the
gaol, and made all possible inquiries T eould
bhefore T took any- step in  this matter.
Al when 1 did move, it was purely in the
interests of, may I use the expression, Wlisin-
terested juatice, T stmply wrote to the At-
torney {ienerval, amdl 1 protested against Hur-
lexy's petition going to the.Court of Criminal
Appeal, which bhad alrendy dealt with the
matter. It seemed absurd to me to sewd the
case baeck to those who had already given
their decision. T wanted the Aftorney Gen-
vral to deal with the case one way or the
other, and that was my sole object in writing
to him, [ Jdid not write to him hecause, as
the hon. pentleman, perhaps #houghtlessly,
snggested, T wanted to make it appear that
1 wished him fo rvecommend the Governor to
exercise the royal prerogative of merey.
There were several courses open to the At
torney General, apart from that course, e
cculid have made inqguiries, and then have rve-
fosed to po further. 1le eonid have sain
Aigtinetly, ' All the cirenmstances considercd
and all the facts reviewed, T cannot see my
way fo reeommend His Excellency to take
any stops.”' There the matter would have
emded. Bnt T wanted te put the respensibility
upont the Attoruer General, as Minister in
chatse of lis deparbmeent, to act as the fa-ts
warrsnted in oll the cirenmstances, T enn-
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terl that the step taken by the Aitorney
General i3 one which jeopardises everybody
whe gets inte trouble, When all the channels
of the law have been traversed and we have
reached, as it were, the dead end, and the
only course left is to consider whether from
u petitioner's standpoint a reecommendation
can be made to His Execelleney or no, then
to avoil that responsibility and to shunt it
back again to the men who have already
given their decision——

The Attorney General: The judges have
not given their decision in this particnlar
rase.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, they have given
their dJdecision,

The Attorney General: The Court of Crim-
inal Appeal has given no deeision on the
fresh evidence.

Hon, T, WALKER: Yes, pardon me, the
Criminal Court of Appeal has.

The Attorney General: You can see by
the file that it has not.

The Hon, T, WALKER: The hon. gentle-
man will see by the file that it has.  The
Uourt of Criminal Appeal heard the evidence
that could be adduced, and the court would
not send for Dunu, as it *aw no use in doing
s0. it said,

The Attorney General: When the first
Conrt of Criminal Appeal met, the statements
of Stockden z2und Dunn were not in existence.

Hon, T. WALKER: [ beg the Attorney
Gencral’s pardon.

The Attorney General: They were in exist.
ence when the first court sat?

Hon, T. WALEKER: Well, they were when
the second court sat. 1f the Attorney Gen-
cral will refer to the file, nf which he read
a part——

The Attorney General: All T read was tne
observations which the learned judge who
bad tried the ease made in reply to a request
for information from my predecessor in office,

Hon. T. WALKER: The matter was re-
ferred to the judge to whom the case had
ugain to go, and that judge had practically
given his decision, with comments. Judge
Burnside’s comments clearly show the whole
point,

The Attorncy General: On reference to
page GG of the file it is clearly seen that M.
Rebinson referred the matter to Mr. Justice
Burnside as the judge who tricll the case,
and not as a conrt of eriminal appeal. The
learned judge's observations are on page 67
of the file.

1tun. T. WALKER: llere are the com.
ments of Mr. .Justice Durnside, of which T
read a part before tea, and which have also
heen referred to by the Attorney General—

| see no good reason why this matter
should be further investigated.
Tlat is from the judge to whom Hurley was
again to appeal. Tn the knowledge of this
statement, ean it be said that this judge was
the man to senid Lack Hurley’s ense to?

The accusedl had a fair trial. He did not

co into the witness box to submit himself

for eross-examination. but set up an alihi—
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Here T want to interpose that Hurley was
not represented by counsel at his trial, that
he had no defender in the eriminal court.
He was not familiar with the methods of the
court. It is quite true that he did set up an
alibi.

that at the time of the robbery he was

in Dunn's company at Dunn's lodgings.
That is one of the things I want investi-
gatel, because 1 contend Hurley never said
that, either at the police court or at the
Criminal Court or anywhere else, He never
al any time said that he was in Dann’s
ccmpany at the time of the robbery. What
he did say was that when he came out he
went to call on Dunne at his lodgings, and
that Dunn was out. That is what he said,
that is the evidence. Dunn did not see him
until afterwards, at the Imperial hotel.
That was the first time Hurley met Dunn.
The robbery had been committed then, and
Hurley did not mcet Dunn or any of the
others until after the rohbery had taken
plaee. The statement that Hurley had said
that at the time of the robhery he was in
Dunn's company at Dunn’s lodgings is
firmly impressed upou the judge’s mind, hut
it cannot he found anywhere in the evi-
denve, and it is not in the evidence, AMr,
Justice Burnside’s comments proceced—

He catled witnesses, but ther failed to

impress the jury,

What did he eall witnesses to do? To prove
an alibi.
e called the woman who was kceping
the lodging-house where Dunn was stay-
ing. She was confused. She admitted he
called. admitted the time, but could not
temember the partienlar day,
And beciuse the woman eould not remem-
ber the partienlar day, it was all up with
Hurley. She was a weak witness for him,
and that was his misfortune. Baot she sail
nothing to belie his statement. She did
admit that he called Lo inguire for Dunn,
that he was there for some time, and that
Dunn was not in at the time. Evidently
alluding to the honsclkeeper, the learned
judge says—
Tn faet. one witness did him more harm
than good. XNow the suggestion is put
forward that Dunn stole the money, and
Tunn comes forward to ndmit this.
This is no suggestion. The first man identi-
fied by the man who was robhed wus Dunn
himself. ‘
Dunn savs he was in the couniry af the
time of the trial, but T have a lively
recollection of being told that he was in
the gallery of the court listening. The
police might know this.
The police did know it.
who told him and they
busy, not in open court, but where the
prisoner could hot answer. A message had
been conveved and this is one element [
complain of, The police did it to prejudice
this man’s ease. That is the strength of it.

Tt was the police
made themselves
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The man saidl he was at Quairading. I have
admitted he was in court at the time of the
trial but did not have the moral pluck to make
his confession there.

[Resolved: That motions he continued.]

Mr. Pilkington: Has Dunn stated he is
prepared to plead guilty?

Hon. T. WALKER: He has. He said it
on oath in the witness bex, and nothing
conld shake his statement: ‘T did it."’ No
cross-examination shook that faet and that
was the only time he way in the witness
hox.

My, Pilkington: Tt is anot the same as
pleading  guilty, becanse he may have
thought he had a defence.

Hon. T. WALKER: 1t is not quite the
same, but he most plead gnilty or else plead
guilty to perjury ana the one is as had as
the other.

My, Pilkington: His confession would he
much more important if he had uo defence.

Hon. T. WALKER: He has no defence.
How can a man stand up and defend him-
sel€ upon oath, when, in cross-examination,
he said: ¢TI did it.??

Mr, Pilkington: It has beecn done over
and over again. A wman has pleaded guilty
an! a nolle prosequi has heen entered. I
do not say that that is the position here; T
am simply asking for information.

Hon. T. WALEKER: Quite so, Dunn's
statement, however, does not stand by it-
self,

Mr, Pilkington: C('riminals before now
have made confessions and pleaded guilty,
knowing that thev were safe from prose-
eution.

Hon. T. WALKER: T do not know whe-
ther this man is safe from proseention.

Mr. Pilkington: 1 do not know either.

Hon. T. WALKER: T do know that 1
said to him, when he was going into the
witness box, ‘‘Vou knew what you are
doing? Ta it true, or is it false? TT it is
false, vou know the consequences.’’ He re-
plied, ‘Tt is true; T did it.’? He said the
same iu the court of appeal and hiz admis-
ston on oath, with the statement of the man
rabhbed, Butler, ‘'You are the man that
robhed me,’’ prompts me to say; ‘‘How c¢an
vou go further for proof?’’ The statement
nf O'Brien can have no motive behind it,
and the pogition resoives itself into this,
that only Ryan is against this unfortunate
man, and even he. in the first instance, was
not sure. Tn the circumstances, T say it was
a genuine case for inquiry by the Attorney
.General, rather than to send it through the
courts. To continte—

Dunn says he was in the country.

The Attorney General: The minute you
are reading from was written, by the judpe
hefore it eame to the court again,

Hon. T. WALKER: Tt shows the state of
mind of the judge hefore whom you sent thix
man,
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The Attorney General: There were two
others there, including the Chief Justice.

Hon. T. WALKER: I asked the Attorney
General since to give me a preliminary copy
of the judgnient delivered at the comrt., |
do not wauwt to enter into any criticism of
the judges. T have it here and it is based on
this, not on the evidence.

The Attorney General:
titled to say that,

Hon, T. WALKER: Perhaps not, hut the
bon. member is forcing me intp the position
I do not want to adopt by his interjections.
Proeeeding, the judge says—

O'Brien stated he alone committed the

¢rime—sec  his statement to me—and

Hurley was innocent.

I pointed out before, that that was ahso-
lutely incorrect. By no streteh of imagina-
tion can we make it appear that O’Brien
said that he alone ecommitted the erime. The
only thing that his statement meons is that
of the two men in the doek, he alone was
respongible. Tt is upon this twistjng ot
verbiage that evidenee is rejected.

Stockden now says he committed perjury

to shield a friend. T do not think that a

reason for mow believing him.

Tt will he ohaserved that the judge does be-
lieve him. He believes this man spoke the
truth when he gave evidence against IMurley,
but lie will not believe that he spoke the
truth when speaking for Hurley. He will
believe him when he condemns Hurley and
will not Dbelieve him when he exonerates
Hurley.

T really think the verdiet of the jury is a

more reliable support than these later Jlay

digcoveries,

They are not later day discoveries at all;
they were bronght out in evidence. T have
had the papers laid on the Table of the
House, My whole purpose has been to se-
cure o free and impartial inquiry by the
Attorney General if possible. Tt must be to
every sane, right thinking and right feeling
person a horrible thing to contemplate, that
any man should be lodginag in gaol who is
innocent of the charge preferred apgainst him.
That is the position in the present instanee.
My object was not to ask the House to
supersede the eourt, or to deliver judgment,
but to draw attention to the attitude of the
Attorney General and to ask him if it is not
possible, in the interests of justiee, to grant
an inquiry into this ease. My participation
in this matter is not that of solicitor and
ctient. T eame info it at the start, at the re-
quest of this man. The avnpeal wns none of
iy seeking and T protested against it at the
time, so that it ecannot he said that T am
speaking on hehalf of a client.

The Attornex Geenral: Yon protested
apainst the only epportunity of eross-
examining this man.

Hon. T. WALKER: No, there were other
ways of doing it. Tt is no way to treat a
man as was done in thiz instonce, The
Crown Prosecutor, who had cross-eXxamineit
him previously in the lower court, appenred

You are not en-
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at the Court of Criminal Appeal not to help
the judges according to the weight of evi-

deace. but to prejudice the court, The
Crown  solicitor appeared as prosecutor
there.

The Attorney General: The hon. member is
prejudiced, not the Crown solicitor.

Hon, T. WALKER: Why prejudiced? Al
I desire is shmple justice. This man is oo
friend of mine. I had nothing to do with
the matter until I wrote a courteous letter
asking for aun inquiry by the Attorney Gen-
eral. Where can my prejudice come in? My
feclings are strong, T admit, for wherever a
mortal suffers injustice, T feel it as if it
had heen done to wmyself, and T will not
allaw my mind to be perverted or distorted
berause the vietim is unsavoury or has a
past. and because his associations are de-
grading. T will not allow my mind to be
prejudiced by any such souree of contamina-
tion, T ask mysclf: was this man guilty ot
the robbery and was he present at the New-
market Hotel when the complainant was
robbed? Tf he was, T have nothing further
to say, If he was not, he is wrongfually in
gaol and it is the duty of the Attorney
General, as Minister for Justice, to take
steps to make sure of the position. There
have been mistakes in the administration
of justice from time to time and men have
even been wrongly identified. Tt hehoves
the Attorney General to sec that a further
inquiry is made into the matter.

Question puf and passed.

MOTION—RETURNED SOLDIERS AXD
PASTORAL LEASES.

Consideration of Petition.

Debate resumed from 2nd September on
motion by Mr. Willcock—

That in the opinion of this House it is
desirable that legislation should be intro-
duced to farcilitate the settlement of dis-
charged soldicrs on the pastoral leases of
the Murchison,

The PREMTER (Hon. .J. Mitchell—Nor-
tham) [7.58]: T hope that members realise
just what this motion means. It means that
wr must resume, if it is given effect to.
about 20 million acres of pastoral land
alrealy stocked and in use. T will show the
House a little later how it is in use. Tn anyv
event, when a member brings down a motion
of this description T think he should he ex-
pected to make out a very strong case in
support of his propesal.

Mr, Munsie: T think he did.

The PREMIER: T think not. Unless we
can agree to the request te take awny the
holdings from men who have pastoral leases
up there, and cut them into smaller holdings
in order to settle more people, it is not ali
right. Evervbody knnws that if a man has
100,M10 acres and we tanke that aren from
him and cut it up into 20,00 acre blocks,
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aud settle five men on those bLlocks, it does
not follow that those men will be suecess-
ful. The hon. member did not show that
any large number of soldiers wished tu
sclect pastoral land,

Mr. Willcoek: They must have been seri-
ons abount it. or they would not have signed
the petition.

The 'REMIER: There is no evidence to
show that any large number of soldiers
wished to become pastoral lessees,

Mr, Willeock: What would be the use of
their applying for land when no land was
available?

The PREMIER: We have settled n num-
ber of soldicrs on .pastoral leases, and we
have got those leases for them far more
cheaply than we conld do by the means
suggested by the hon, member. Of course,

T wounld not expect the lion. member to

know the value of the improvements done
on this area or of the stock carried there,
1 will show what money has been expended
and what the cost of resumption wounld be.
Te begin with, it is & serious propoesal to
make to the House, not altogether because
of the cost, but because the hon. member
wishes to displace the men already there
and to settle others on the same land.

Mr. Willcock: Not necessarily,

The PREMIER: We have fo take
pastoral lands to make farms, That is
understood when n man takes up a pastoral
lease. It has alwayvs been the practice.
Everv pastoral lease is subject to resump-
tion for agticultural settlement, It is u
very wise custom, too. The hon. member
said something about this petition. THere
it is. The House was led to believe that «
lurge number of soldicrs had signed the
petition. The hon. member said 2,000
soldiers had signed,

“AMr. Willeoek: No, T said there were 2,000
signatures. .

The PREMIER: T understoed the hon.
mentber to say it had been signed by 2,000
soldiers whe had enlisted from that part of
the State and who were ¢oncerned in his
project.

Mr. Willecock: Representative organisa
tions pot up the petition.

The PREMIER: That is the point. These
organisations had the petition drawn up,
printed and signed. We were told that.
aud we were told alse that 2000 soldiers
had enlisted from that part of the State
covered by the motion, including Geraldton,
The hon. memher said that a great numhber
of fhem were very keen to settle straight
away, some 30 or 100 of them. He said that
if we resumed the land we should have a
sufficient area on which to settle 600 or 700
soldiers. If there he 2,000 returned soldiers
in that distriet, and if it be a fact that 100
of them wish to become settlers. where are
their signatures to the petition?

Mr. Mnnsie: The hon. member expiained
that.

The PREMIER: Xo, he did not. This
petition is signed by a large namber of
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people. The first signature is that of Mr.
Frank Green, a storckeeper of Geraldtosn.

Mr, Willeock: lie is eligible to take up
prastoral lands.

The PREMIER: [ think only 12 soldiers
have signed the petition.

Hon, P. Collier: Under our Act, soldiers’
relatives are cantitied to toke up land.

The PREMIER: But the louse was led
to believe that this land was for the soldiers
themselves,

Hon, P. Collier: Under the Act, Mr.
Green is entitled fo take wp land, because
he had a son killed at the Front; he is the
father of a dead seldier,

The PREMIER: One clause of the peti-
tion deelares it is  desirable that the
re-issue of pastoral lenses should be sus-
pended until the section of the Aect of 1917
ganting an extension of pastoral leases until
1948, be rescinded. The idea is that it should
he rescinded because the land might be used
for repatriation and closer settlement pur-
poses.  ‘That is perfectly true. But the
House was led to Lelieve that the land was
wanted for the returned soldiers, that the
petition was in the interests of the returned
soldiers. [ think the hon. wmember specially
mentioned that.

Mr. Willeork:
available.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Is it not a fact that the
returned soldiers of the Geraldton distriet
ecaunot get land, that there is no land avail-
able for them?

The PREMIER: T was told so some time
ago, | sent an officer to ingquire into the
situation, and the thing was straightened ont.

Mr. Willcock: The trouble is that there is
noe Crown land available,

The PREMIER: Of course there could not
be any Crown land available in a long-settled
district sueh as Geraldton. But this land
which wé are asked to resnme is land stocked
Tor pastoral purposes, land which could not
be used €or agriculture. The rainfail on the
Murchison is eertainly light.

Mr, Willeock: And it does not come during
the winter season.

The PREMTER: XNo, so that land eonld
not be used for agricultural purpeses. I am
willing to admit that the soldier settlers have,
through their braneches, endorsed this request:
hut 1 ghould have thought that cvery soldier
who wanted land would have signed the peti-
tion. Apparently they had ample opportunity
for so doing, berause I suppose the petition
was sent to every settler in the district ana
that every soldier in the distriet had an op-
portunity to sign it.

Alr. Willeack: No, for what would ke the
use of asking them to take up land when
there is no land arvailable’

The PREMITER: Apparently everyholy ex-
vept the soldiers sigmed the petition. At all
events T can see only 12 signatures of soldiers.
What we are asked to do is to resume this
Tand. Hon., members know that the present
Lkolders were granted a renewnl of therr
leases for 20 vears. .

Yes, to make some of it
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Hon. W. ", Angwin: It was a seandal; it
was the greatest injury ever done to the
wtate.

The PREMIER: XNothing of t1he sort.

Houn, W, €. Angwin: At all events, you
have tried to amend it since.

The PREMTER: And | am going to amend
it, too, .

flon. W. €. Angwin: You are afraid to
amend jt in the manuer yon want to.

The PREMIER: XNo. 1 shovld like hon.
memthers to ask themselves what would hap-
{en if we carried these leases until 1928, and
then settled the lesseces where they could not
get renewals,

Hon, ¢, Collier:
thing. .

The PREMIER: No, beeause they were
told that if they wished to have the renewals
10 years ahead they must pay double rental
until the valve of the land was appraised,
and must submit to improved stocking con-
ditions. Tt was a good arrangement for the
State.

Mr. Munsie: TIs it not a fact that there
is more stock on the leases than was pro-
vided for in the Bill?

The PREMTER: On this area, yes. The
arrangement was a perfeetly good and proper
one, aml fo«lay we are reaping comsideralle
henefit from it, beeanse all the lessees are
paying donble rental. The land is heing ap-
praised, and the lessees will have to pay what
the appraisers say the land is worth. Every
man holiling a pastoral lease in the North
must pay what the appraisers say the land ig
worth per thonsand acres. In the past, of
course, they got it at a flat rate of 10s. per
thousand.

Hon. P. Collier:
that now:
Bill.

The PREMTER: But T am replying to the
hon. member for Geraldton, beeause this is
kis tromp card. 1Te said that these pastoral
leases should not be renewed, that we should
suspend the issuc of the leases. -When these
lenses are issued, the position will not be
changed, hecaunse the lessees will he paying
the proper value of their holdings.

Tion. P. Collier: Tn the meantime, are you
giving them unlimited areas?

The PREMIER: Na, of course not, As a
wmatter of fact, every acre of pasteral Jands
still in the possession of the (‘rown has been
helll up for the soldiers until just recently.
I want the Honse to realise that these leases
have 10 years fo run, If we resume them on
the hasis of a 10 vears® lease, it will be much
the same as if we resumed them on the hasis
of a 30 vears’ lease, hecause the rent will be
the proper rental value of the land. The kou.
memhber objects to the nrovision that when
Imd is resumed for solidier settlera only the
value of the land resnmed and of the stock,
together with any damage done, must be paid.
T shonld like to point ont that when we re-
stme land for settlement hy agrieulfurists we
teke it under the ordinary clanses, T have
wlready said that it is proper to take pas-

-

But 10 years is a different

However, do not debate
wait until you hring down the
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toral lunds snitable for agriculture. L do not
say that we ought to spoil a good pastorar
lease to make bad farms; hut it is right to
take pastoral lands to be turned into wheat
liclds. However, what the hon. member pro-
poses is that we should take these lands now
running sheep, and continue to run sheep on
them, only nnder different conditions.

Mr. Willeock: But it means the cutting ot
large holdings inte 2 number of small ones.
ls ot that desirable?

The PREMLER: Not necessarily; it has
not always proved a success in the East. I
doubt whether, on the Murchison, it could be
done with advantage. I know, of course, that
there are some speeial areas where a man will
do well on a few thousand acres, I know of
70,000-acre stations in the Kimberleys where
the owners are doing really well. But that
is just one spot. I know there are one or
two such spots on the Murchison; I know
that in a place only a little out of Cue mag-
nificent oranges are being grown, But that
is ouly on a strip about half a mile wide.
When the hon. member says that this 20
million acres conld be ent into 50,000-acre
Ilockg—-

Mr. Willeoek:
200,000 acre blocks.

The PREMIER: And someone else sug-
gested 20,000 acre blocks, When this sort of
thing is suggested, if hecomes a totally dif-
ferent proposition. Tt is very easy to de-
stroy not only the man who takes up 2
small area but the area itself. The surface
of the Iland in the Murchison is protected,
and while this protection exists less rainfall
i3 necessary to cause the grass to shoot. This
land is covered by the stock feeding on the
growth, and is of very much greater value
than if the surface were exposed. This
scheme was tried in the East, and it was
found that when the top covering was de-
stroyed a far heavier rainfall was neccssary
to shoot the grass, and the rans in many
casces were totally destroyed. This point must
be seriously considered. T doubt whether the
hon. member himself is serious when he talks
of leasing 100,000 acre blocks.

Mr. Willeock: There are men there with
30,000 acres.

The PREMIER:
but they are on speeially favoured spots.

Mr. Willcock: They only got the blocks
hecause they were left.

The PREMIER: In some c¢ases the blocks
were reserved for prospectors. T know these
areas and 1 know what they are deing and
what they are capable of doing. Some men
have started in a small way and have done
very well, but if we applied the principle of
small holdings to the whole of this area, it
would bring disaster to the people who were
gettled on small holdings. We are told that

I said some might be

there are only 60 or 70 holders where
there should he 600 or 700, I admit
that a large number of people conld
be settledl there. As a matter of

faet the whole of the North-West is in
much the same position. We have leased over

I am quite aware of that,’

-,

300 million aeres, and we have 300 million
aeres on our hands, much of which is in the
Kimberleys, and it is probably the best avuil-
able Crown land in Australia to-day. Forty
million acres of this is serving the Wyndham
meat works. We have Crown lands there to
be had for the asking at a very low rental,
Liast session 1 had a map prepared showing
the areas of vacant pastoral lands of Weast.
ern Australia; it was (displayed on the walls
of this Chamber. There i2 a great deal of
land still available, and it is land which will
he settled. Tt is quite true that water can
be obtained in the Murchison at very shallow
depth, but that applies to a good deal of
Western Awstralia, We are led to helieve by
some people that the Murchison is very dry
country, but away from the artesian hasin
which in the aggregate is of very consider-
able expanse, water can he obtained over n
large area of the North at a comparatively
shallow depth. Water can be obtained at 40
to 50 feet, and this does not apply solely
to the Murehison. Members must not run
away with the idea that this land ecan be
cut up into small areas, or that we have no
pastoral lands available, I have had this
matter looked into, and [ find that it will
cost a preat deal more to setlle soldiers
upon this land than would be the vost under
our present  system.  The Thon.  member
spoke of an extent of country of 20 million
avres, bot he must remember that some of
the land would be near to the railways,
some would be near to the coast line, but
a great deal would be a long wny from
either, Twenty million acres iz a fair
slice of country, and it could not possibly
he served by a eouple of hundred miles of
railway, Members must not conclude that
this big area would be within easy reach
of transport facilitics. There are over 7}
stations now within this area of 20 million
acres, and the average of those stations is
about 300,000 ncres. -We have looked into
the question of these classified pastoral lands,
and we know something about the position.-
It is cstimated that the improvement: on
this area are worth about £500,000, That is
a fair start.

Mr. Willeock: About fd. an acre.

The PREMTER: Tt requires fencing and
water. This land, by the way, will earry
one sheep to aboot 15 acres. That is abont
the average carrving capacity of thiv coun-
try. This aren is earrying about 733,000
sheep, 23,000 head of cattle, and 3,500 horses
at the present time. Taking big steck and
small stoek, this woull he equal to soine-
thing over a million sheew, or one sheep to
every 20 acres, so that this comntry is not
very far helew the fair carrying eaparity
of the land.

Hon. P. Collier:
beings.

The PREMIER:
necessary numbher,

Exeept as regards human

We do not want an nn-
Tn a great empty conn-
try we “want wen in the mining and timber
industries, and to settle the South-West, We
do not want an unnecessary number of men
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for the work which a few men are doing at
the present time.

Hon. P. Collier:
West empty?

The PREMIER: The North-West is a
totally different proposition. The hon. mem-
ber must not confuse the two.

Hon. P. Collier: Leave ull this country
in the north empty?

The PREMIER: No, this is a stretch of
conntry that c¢an ecarry stock only. The
North-West, according to the member for
Pilbara (Mr. Underfwood} c¢an grow any-
thing.

Hon. P. Collier:
and women.

The PREMIER. Of course it could.

Hon, P. Collicr: And they could make a
good living there,

The PREMTER: Yes, but T do not know
whether we would gain much by putting
more people there merely to carry the same
number of stock.

Mr, Willeock:

What, leave the XNorth-

Tt eonld carry more men

Tt will earry more stoek.

The PREMIER: T doubt that.

Hon, P. Collier: Better to have ten wen
making £1,000 a year ciaeh than one man
making £10,000 a year.

The PREMIER: Natorally one would
prefer to have tenm men making £1,000 a
vear e¢ach elear and producing more—one
wonld assume that the gross production
would be larger—but it would not be a
point larger in this particular area.

Mr. Willeock: Yes, it would.

The PREMIER: This area cannot carry
more sheep than it is carrying at preseat.
The hon. member knows the Murehison, and

so do I. T have known it for 30 years.
Mr. Willeoek: 1 have known it for 23
years,
The PREMIER: I know how it has

suffered; T know of the drought and of the
Josses pastoralists have sustained. A few
- months ago I had to ask the Railway De-
partinent to put on special trains to carry
away stock whichk was fairly near fo the
railwayvs. The hon. member knows that
pastoralists in this arca have had a particn-
larly tough time.

Hon. P. Collier: Drought is not peculiar
to this area. You have had it in the agri-
cultural areas. Why raise no end of oh-
stacles when we talk abeut closer settle-
ment in the pastoral areas? You do not
prevent people from pgoing into the wheat
aleas because we have had droughts there.

The PREMIER: XNo, we must expeet
droughts. From Victoria, the State whence
the hon. member hails, we hear nothing of
their droughts, and they have about five
droughts to one in Western Australia. [
have friends who are pastoralists,

Hon. P. Callier: That acecunts for vour
speerh to-night,

" The PREMIER: Oh, no, they have never
saii a word to,me about it.

Mon. P, Collic1: Of course, we know that.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER: I have friends on the
goldfields; friends everywhere. There seems
to be a desire on the part of some members
to take from the man who has and give to
other people; but hefore anything of this
kind s suggested, we must show that the
State will benefit as a result.

Mr. Willcoek: No, we snggest taking
from the man who has too much,

Hon. P. Collier: We have no friends who
have leases there, so we are unbiassed.

The PREMIER: The hen. member and
his colleagues are all pastoralists, and have
friends up there. The member for Gerald-
ton will not deny that he has friends up
there.

My, Willcock: T suggested taking not
from the man who has, but from the man
who has toe much. )

The PREMIER: I suppose the hon, mem-
ber realises that it would be impossible to
take from the man who has nothing.

Mr. Underwood: What sized stations
would you cut . up?

The PREMIER: The stations there now
average 300,000 aeres. I know something
of this country, and I say that this particu-
lar part of the State has a low average
rainfall, a very high temperature, and that
it is subject to drought.

Hon. P. Collier: Why a great optimist
like you deerying a portion of yonr own
Slate!

The PREMIER:
portion of the State,

Hon, I’. Collier: Yes, you are; you are
tryving to make out that this is useless and
worthless land.

The PREMIER: No, T am not. TIf the
hon, member and his colleagues want small
pastoral areas, this is not the part of the
State in which to establish them.

Hon. P. Collier: You do protest too much.

Hon, W. €. Angwin: I think yon will find
it is the other way about.

The PREMIER: T have no interest in the
matter beyond pointing out that the Honse
i5s asked to agree to am impossible proposi-
tion, and T would be wanting in my duty
if 1 failed to make this elear to the House.
I we resumed this land without paving a
peany to the pastoral lessees, it would cost
£7,000 to scttle cach one of 200 returned
men, Someone wounld have to find the
£7,000 to begin with, and another couple of
thousand pounds would be required for
water and fenees and for house accommoda-
tion. The cost would be at least £9,000 per
man. T shall hand these fignres to the
lcader of the Opposition, so that be can
work out the exact eost for himself.

Mr. Davies: And the limit allowed is
£2 000,

Hon. P. Collier: Tt scems to he a case of
“‘Let's send them ont to the wheat areas,
but keep away from the wool people.’’

The PREMIER: No., the pastoralist’s life
ix the best in the world.

I am not deerying a
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Mr. Munsie: And you are trying to pre-
serve it for a few,

The PREMIER: Not at all. I am ecrtain
that except in a few isolated good pu ltches,
it would he abseclutely ridiculous to cxpect
men to make a living on 40,000 acres in
this area; certainly they counld not succced
on 40,000 acres of average land.

Mr, Willeock: If you had a spave 40,000
acres [ would take it up.

The PREMIER: We have ‘settled a
number of soldiers on pastoral land uniler
the soldier settiement scheme, Over five
million acres of land have been taken up.
The total advances made for the purpose of
settling soldiers on holdings is about
£38,000, There are 39 men settled on 24

holdings at an expenditure of this amount,

That is a very different thing from spending
£148,000 in settling the same number of
men. I know this motion will be supported
by many hon. members.

Mr. O’Loghlen: The whole of the Coun-
try party.

The PREMIER: But I doubt if it will be
supported by any hon. member who kuows
the country.

Hon., W, C. Angwin: 1 do not know what
has come over you during the last 24 hours,

Hon. P. Collier: You have become 2
stone-cold pessimist,

The PREMIER: I have frequently told
the House that I am opposed to taking a
good pastoral proposition in order to make
bad farmers or bad pastoralists. T say
nothing against the land, but it must he
held in fairly large areas.

Hon., P. Collier: Of half a million acres?

The PREMIER: The average station is
of 300,000 acres in extent. Some of the
land is altogether unimproved, not having
sufficient water on it and not being feneeil.

Mr. Willeock: And with no stock on it.

The PREMIER: This land has to be held
in reserve in case bad seasons come along.

Mr, Willcoek: Tt has never been used.

The PREMIER: If that is so, and it is
not wanted, T have no objection to settling
men npon it. Even then, the area should
not be cut down as suggested by the hon.
member.,

Mr. Willeock: You must have some power
to take it from the present holders.

The PREMTER: We have the power. If
the land comes under the amending Aect of
1917, and it is not stocked or uged, it will
certainly he taken. T am told that there are
akout one million sheep on this area to- day.

Mr. Willeock, It is very fair land.

The PREMIER: Not because it is held in
small arecas, but beecanse it is not held in
small areas. Tf the House does agree to the
motion. and the land is resumed I do not
know how it is to he paid for, or what we
shall Jdo with it when it is in our hands,

Mr. Willcock: Resume only what is re-
auired.

The PREMIER: We have no right to take
it from those who have it, and pass it on in

omparatively smal) areas to ordinary citizens,

There might be sone argument in favour of
obtaining pastoral land for the eleven goldicrs
who signed the petition. It is obvious that
the other 1990 soldiers, who did not sign the
petition, could not have wanted the land, If
the great bulk of the soldiers had wanted
this land resnmed they would have signed the
petition, and they had cvery opportunity of
doing so.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You make the land avail-
able and sec if they do not want it.

Mr. Willcock: Some of them had ne op-
portunity of signing it.

The PREMLER: Those people who have
signed the petlt:on, and are soldiers, lave
signified the fact that they are soldiers.

Mr. Lutey: Some of them have not.

The PREMIER: In the first instance 1
thought this petition was from the soldiers.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Suppose you had another
300 hundred signatures from soldiers?

The PREMIER: We wili mect that case
when it comes along. Lvery soldier in the
district has been asked to sign one or other
of these petitions.

Mr. Willeock: You do not know how many
soldiers there are.

The PREMIER:
ber does not know.

Mr, Willcoek: T did not say T did know.

The PREMIER: The evidence here dlis
closes the fact that eleven soldiers have
signed the petition, T do not know whether
the hon. member has signed the petition or
not.

Mr. Willeock: T shall he pleased to sign it
it 1 have not already done so.

The PREMTER: An ex-Colonial Secretary
(Mr. [Drew) sipgned the petition, amongst
other people. It is not a soldiers' petition at
all. 8o far as the evidence diseloses the posi-
tion, of the 2,000 signatures 11 only are
those of soldiers. The hon. member made it
clear that he wants this land for soldier set-
tlement. 1 want it, too, for that purpose so
Tar as it is necessary to obtain it, but vp to
the present we have been able to secure land
at a cheaper price than we could get it vwder
this sytem.

Ton. P. Collier: How e¢an it he so valuable
when you say it is worthless?

The PREMIER: T did not say
worthless.

Hon, P Collier: What else have you been
saying to-night?  Yem have spoken of
dronghts and other things.

The PREMIER: Tt is not necessary to way
another word to convince  the hon. member
that his statement is wrong. T have said that
it is good land in fair nreas, but absolutely
vscless in arcas of 40,000 acres, Tt is no
nse putting men on 40,000 acres of average
land in that distriet. There are £500,000
worth of improvementa on it and 755.000
sleen running on it, besides 2,500 head of
cattle.

AMr. Maley:
classified,

The PREMTIER: We know what the Jaml

[ am sure the hon. mem-

it was

This land has all heen re-

“is capable of doing, and that it is perfectly
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good pastoral lan@, -hel in proper areas.
Wonld the leader of the Opposition say it
was right to give a man 200 acres upon
which to grow wheat? He kuows that it is
no use at all,

Hon. P. Collier: We are not bound by any
particular area. Make tbe areas large
erough for the purpose.

The PREMIER: If they are to be given
the areas that the land is held in to-day,
what wounld be the vwse of taking off Brown
and putting in Smith?

Heon. P. Collier: There is a lot of differ-
ence between 40,000 acres and 300,000 acres.

Heon, W, C. Angwin: That is the practice
you lave been following in the agricultural
areas,

Mr. Lambert: If it is applicable to farm-
ing ]lgmd, why is it net applicable to grazing
land?

The PREMIER: When it suits hon. mem-
bers to say that such and such a thing is
wrong they have said it. They have said
““Take off the cxperienced farmer and put
on the inexperienced soldier.’”’ [ do not
know why it is suggested that soldiers are
inexperienced.

Mr. Munsie: [t is trwe in muany cases,

The PREMIER: What is quite wrong as
applied to the wheat farmer is gquite right
as applied to the pastoralist.

Hon., . Cellier: And what is wrong as
applied to the pastoralist is quite right as
applied to the farmer, -

The PREMIER: The hon. member is too
late with that remark, What is quite wrong
in one part of the State is quite right in
another.  Everything depends on what suits
hon. members at the time,

Hon. P. Collier: Oh, no!

slr. SPEAKER: Hon. members must keep
order.

The PREMLER: The expenditure of all
this money is a very big item. T cannot
believe that the hon. member would suggest
that we should resume these areas in order
to scttle ordinary citizens. T could under-
stand an argument in favour of purchasing
iand for the settlemeat of soldiers. I ecan-
not think he is serious in suggesting that
we should pay all the money necessary to
resume this land, and bny stoek for the
scttlement of men who are not soldiers.

Mr, Willeock: Take up whatever portion
is required,

The PREMIER: Does he think we have
a vouple of million pounds to put into this
Ll 2

Mr. Lambert: A couple of million pounds
were offered to you the other day,

The PREMTER: We want to make better
use of it than that.

Hon, P, Collier: { have never heard you
banlk at millions hefore.

The PREMIER: 1 am not baulking at
them now. I say we can do something
he‘ter with the money. The House would
he justified in finding all the money that is
needed for the settlement of soldiers on
prstoral lomids, with limitations, but T am

[ASSEMBLY. ]

sure it would not graut money for the
settlement of ordinary individuals on pas-
toral lands. .

Mr, Lambert: The policy of closer scttle-
ment has always been a sound ore,

The PREMIER: Would the member for
Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker) suggest that we
should use money we bhad set aside for the
building of the Esperance railway for this
purpose?

Mr. Munsie: No.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is in-
terested in that, too.

Mr. Muonsie: No one asks that this shonld
be done.

The PREMIER: Is it suggested we
should buy these properties and allow ordi-
nary citizens to take them up?

* Mr. Muasie: That is not in the petition.

I'he PREMIER: I think T have said
enough to show that this is impossible,
firstly, because the soldiers do not want the
land.

Mr. Willeack: Ts that why they went all
over the country with the petition?

The PREMIER: They had a great
strugple to get the names of 11 soldiers on
the petition.

Mr, Willcock: XNo fear!

The PREMIER: A small fortune must
have heen spent on the printing alone.

Hon. P. Collier: Why fear the proposition
it the soldiers do not want it and will not
take it?

The PREMIER: If we took up this langd
and settled it in 100-acre blocks and the men
who togk it up did well on it, in & year's
time the hon. member wonld say—‘ Kick off
this lot and let another let come in. Never
mind the man who has spent 50 years in
pioncering and developing the district. Do
not concern yoursclH about him, but let some
of the people who have lived comfortably in
Geraldton have a go at the land. Let us take
it away from the men who have struggled on
it for many vears and made a success upon
it; let us have no compunction for them, but
deprive them of it because they have made
money en it, and give it to our friends. Fur-
thermore, iet the State find the money to
finance ovr friends upon the land."’

Mr, Willcock: Who has said all that?

Hon. P. Collier: You are talking at ran-
dom.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: If I am noi describing
what the hon. member asked the House to do,
T am at & loss to know what he did ask, If
he does not want the land resumed, and paid
for, why does he suggest that it should he
resimed and paid for? If he does not waat
the land settled, why sk that it should he
taken at all?

Mr, Lambert: We want to keep our
promise to the soldiers.

The PREMIER: 1 will see that the hon.
member 's promise to the soldiers, so far as
their being set up in life is concerned, is
kept. T will see that sufficient land is got
for the soldiers—here, there, and cvery-
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where.  But the soldier is only the excuse
this time, and not the reason. We find that
all over the place. If 10 miles of road are
wanted somewhere, and there are 50 settlers
along the route and among them five soldiers,
T get a request to make 10 miles of road
“‘for the soldiers.’”’ The member for Ger-
alidton nakes such a demand in this motion,
ami he has had six trials to decide which of
the signatories to the patition are soldiers. I
can only find 11 soldiers among them, My
duty is to conserve the State funds, and T
can see the Treasury depleted by the mem-
her for Geraldton jost for the purposes of
this motion. If hon. members support the
motion, they will do so not because pastoral
land is wanted for soldiers so far as this
petition discloses. Moreover, under the pro-
posed system it would cost far more to settle
our pastoral lands than it is costing at pre-
sent. The House can be satisfied that this is
not a scheme for the settlement of returned
soldiers at all.

Mr. Willeock: That is it, then?

The PREMIER: It is a picce of oppor-
tonism. T ask the House to reject the
motion. I expeet the House to helieve me
when I say that we have already settled
abont 3,000 soldiers on the land, and that we
arc settling more soldiers on the land day by
day. There is no need to labour the ques-
tion. The motion ought to be rejected, and
rejected very promptly.

Hon, 8ir H. B, LEFROY (Moore) [3.48]:
The mover has stauted that there are abouny
2,000 returned soldiers in the Murchison and
Geraldton districts. But it has also been
stated here—and [ do not think the bhon.
member cavilled at the statement—that the
siguatories to the petition include only 11
or 12 returned soldiers.

Mr. Willcock: I have strongly objected
to that statement. Tt is not eorrect,

Hon, Sir H. B. LEFROY: TFrom that
statement 1 gather that the returned
soliliers are not desirous, even although it
might be to their beunefit to do so, of taking
away from people rights which they already
posess. I am as anxious as the member for
Geraldton to -see those returned soldiers
scettled on pastoral lands who are desirous
of following pastoral pursuits; and I was
instrumental in enabling a good many re-
tmned soldiers tn take up pastoral lands
which belonged to the Crown. JIn my
opinion the Premier has not entered upon
one very important phase of this question,
and that is whether we have power to re-
sume pastoral leases unless it is for some
publie purpose as mentioned in the con-
* ditiens of the lease.

Hon. W. (. Angwin: Tf we have power
to extend the term of pastoral leases, we
have aiso power to reduce the term.

Hon. 8ir 1. B. LEFROY: Ts this Parlia-
ment going to rvepudiate the contract whieh
has been entered into with pastoral lease-
holiders?
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Hon. P. Collier: You maide a beantiful
contract with them,

Hon, Sir H. B. LEFROY: That is utterly
begide this question. Those pastoral leases
in any case would not expire until 1928,
They still have eight years to run.

Hon. P. Collier: They had 11 yecars to
run when you passed that Aet,

HOon. Sir H. B. LEFROY: Even in this
petition some doubt is expressed as to
swhether we have power to resume the lands
in question for pastoral purposes, because
the petition concludes by saying—

Your petitioners therefore pray that
your honourable House will introducs
such legislation as te your wisdom may
seem proper, te facilitate the settlement
of discharged soldiers on pastoral leases
on the Murehison. ,

Hon. P, Collier: That is what the motion
says also; that is what we are debating.

Hon. 8ir H. B. LEFROY : Surely this
House will never pasa legislation which will
alter the conditions of pastoral leases which
have already been granted. I think we
have always looked upon leases granted by
the Crown as inviolable. The conditions
upon which the leases are granted ave con-
ditiona of contract, and should be honour-
ably observed by those who govern the
country. [ feel quite certain that the re-
turned soldicrs do not desire that any exist-
ing rights should he taken awuayr.

Hon. P. Collier: The Legislatufe can take
away the freehold of a man against his
will, by resumption of land.

Hon. 3ir H. B, LEFROY: But in such a
case the Government have to pay him for
the freehold, Ft is true that the Govera-
ment can resume from pastoral leaseholds
for certain public purposes.

Hon. P, Collier: We e¢an resume for
soldier settlement, because that is a publie
purpose.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon, Sir H. B. LEFROY: In that case
we shall have to pay the value of the re-
sumption, There is no need to enter into the
capabilities of the Murchison country, but
hon. members who have any knowledge of
the subject must be aware that these areaa
are not Eldorados.

Hon. P. Collier:
land; of course.

Hon, 8ir H. B. LEFROY: From the timeo
[ entercd this House, nearly 30 vears ago,
the pastoral leaseholder has always been a
sort of hutt for hon. members to shoot at.
[ remember the late Mr, G. T. Simpson, who
many -years ago held the Geraldton seat,
once saying, “Everybody looks wupon the
pastoralists as millionaires, because now
and then a pastoralist comes down to Perth
and lives at the rate of a thousand a year
for u fortnight, whereupon he goes away
for another two years without ever return-
ing to Perth.'’ The pastoralists of this
State are not in the plutoeratic condition
that some hon, members seem to imagine.

No. They arc all poor
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Not 20 years ago very few of the pastoral-
isis had a feather to fly with. But owing
to Dbetter prices and better seasons they
have recovered their feathers. The fact
that a certain pastoralist is now able to
gend a horse from Western Australia to the
East and win some of the c¢lassic events
there, is no reason why our pastoralists
generally shoukld be deprived of the means
of purchasing such valuable aids to the
advertisement of Western Australia, An
hon. member in front of me says that the
pastoralist in guestion is only a little bit
of a pastoralist, However, my point is that
I have too mmeh respect for hon. members
of this House to .imagine that they would,
even for one moment, refuse to honour a
eontract entered into by the Government
of this cquntry. I am confident that neither
members on this side nor members opporite
would desire to do anything that would in
any way reflect on the House., If pastoral-
ists, be they great or be they small, were
deprived of the property legally owned by
them for the time being, a great injustice
would he done.

Mr. Willcoeck:  They would be compen-
gated. No one suggests that they should
not be compensated. .

Hon. Sir H. B, LEFROY: Hon. members
are api to look upon the old residents of
this eouatry as if they owned half of it. T
have not an acre of leasehold land in my
name; but T admit T have, and hon, mem-
hers opposite also have. friends among the
pastoralists, I have lived here long enough
to know what the carrying capabilities of
the various portions of this State are. T
koow that the Murchison distriet is =a
marvellously watercd country. Tt is one
of the best watered areas in the whole of
Australasia.

Hon. P. Collier:
there,

Hon. Sir H. B. LEFROY: Worse droughis
oceur in the Murchison district than iu any
other part of Western Australia. Apart
from the question of our right to resume
withont the consent of the pastoralists, 1 am
not satisfied that a2 man is likely to make a
success of, say, 30,000 acres of pastoral land
on the Murchison. The success which the
Murchison pastoralists have been able to ob-
tain has been due as a rule to the fact of
their holding fairly large avens. Tt fre-
quently happens that whilst on one portion
of a run there is no rain whatever, another
portion receives a considerable amount of
rain. That feature is of great utility. Tt is
doubtful whether a man will soceeed. on a

Still, droughts occur

50,000-acre block of Murchison land. Per-
sonally, I de¢ not think he will T
have mno donbt that a man with

3,000 sheep can sueceed, but he murt have-a
considerable area of country if he is to de
any good. The most important phase of this
question is this: Have we the power to do
this under the present land laws?

Mr. O'Loghlen: Or the inelination to de
80,
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- Hon. Sir H. B. LEFROY: Wave we the
power to dispossess a leaseholder withour his
consent ?

Mr. O'Loghlen: Of course yon have.

Mr. Willecock: Tt is in the TDischarged
Soldiers’ Settlement Aet.

Hon. 8ir H. B, LEFROY. W¢ have power
with regard to agrienltural iand, lut 1 de
not think we have power to sp deal with past-

oral areas. Even if we have the power, it
would require te be  exercised  most
carefully.  Where men have spent  years
in developing their holdings, where they
have  shown  determination  and  coneen-
tration in  an  endeavour to suerewml. it
would be wrong to dispossess  them

when they have reached the stage of a com-
fortable Jiving. There is another very im-
portant aspeet with which I am deeply con-
cerned. 1 am not quite ecrtain whether this
will not have the effect of spoiling the great
merino flocks of Australia. This may be one
effect of the cutting up of theie lavge hold-
ings into smaller hlocks, These flocks have
been built up by generations of experts in
sheep breeding, and it we are going to cut
up these pastoral leares and put them in the
hands of men with ne kuowledge of sheep
breeding, I am afraid we will spoil these
merino flocks of which we in Aunstralia are
naturally proud and, which T might almost
say, are the envy of the world. Althomgh T
am desirous that the returned soldicrs ~hould
he entitled to take wp phstoral leases wherg
they desire to do so—some of the first men
I helped to go upon the land weve placed on
pastoral leasea or Crown lands—1 do not
think we would be right in passing & motion
like this, which to my mind. savonrs some-
what of a ‘breach of contract with the pre-
sent leaseholders in this §tate. T the lease-
holders were prepared to part with the land
at a price, the State might reswme it for the
purposes of soldier settlement. As, the Pre-
mier indicates, however, that would t» a
cosily line of action, and the State vould
searcely Dbear the burden of such cxpense.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) ]9’.4‘.: 1 am
entirely at a loss to understand the arguments
of the member for Moore (Sir Henry Lefroy),

Hon. Sir H. B. Lefroy: Tt is not vour duty
to understand my argument.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T @0 not know whether
it is my lack of power to understand or the
hon. member’s lack of power to make him-
self understond,

Hon. Sir H. R, Lefroy: The hon, member
does me the honour of following me when
spenking so very often.

Hon. P. COLLTER: At any rate, T have
failed to get at the hon. member’s point of
view, He does not know whether we have
power or not to resume pastoral lands, e
admits that he does not know the provisions
of the Aet he himself introduced in this
Honse.

Hon. Sir H, B. Lefrav: T did not say we
did not have the power, T «aid T did not think
we had it.
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Hon.- P, COLLIER: In the measure the
ben, taember introduced himself, there is pro-
visiod for the resumption of these lands.

Mr. Angelo: That was introduced in an-
other Chamber.

Hon, P. COLLIER: It does not matter.
It went througl this [House piloted by the
member for Moore, and wnotwithstanding that
that was ouly three ycars ago or so, that
wember is now not quite sure whether we
have the pewer or not. Even if we have the
pewer he says he hopes it will not be exer-
cizgedd.  [le is quite sure that the returned
svliliers themselves do not require any action
to he taken of a dishonourable nature. What
itocs he menn by a ‘‘dishonpurable nature’”’
-in conneetion with the resumption of pastoral
feuses?

Hon. Sir H., B, Lefroy: This House can-
not do anything dishonourable.

1fon, P. COLLIER: This House has laid it
down specifically that the Government of the
day have the right under the Aet T refer to,
to compulsorily resume lands., Where does
the hon. member get the word ‘‘dishonour-
able'’?

Hon. Sir H. B. Lefroy: That is one condi-
tion under which agricultural lands can be re-
stired.

Hon, P. COLLTER: Yes, this land c¢an he
resnmed for the purposes of settlement.
Thns, it is quite honourable to take away the
freehold land against the wigh and desire of
a holder in the agricultural areas, bat it is
dishonourable to take it against the wish of
the holder of a pastoral lease. Does he con.
tend that a man who has a pastoral lease has
a ureater security or pgreater right to his
holding than the man who owns a fek simple
in an agricultural area? Suorely we can go
no further from the point of view of dispos-
sessing 2 man of his rights, than in resuming
a freehold property. Te has a greater secur-
ity and greater right than is eontained under
a leasehold. Yet the hon. member gave that
very right in the Act T have referred to, cn-
abling land in the agrienltura)l areas to be
resumed for soldier settlement.

Mr. Nairn: What is the good of the mo-
tion, if we have the power now?

Tlon. P. COLTTER: T do not know; T am
not reaponsible for the motion.

My, Nairn: Tf there is no need Ffor it,
seeing that we have the power now, we may
simply be wasting time over this.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The power we have
over pastoral lenses is not such as we would
like to have. T think it was the member for
Canning (Mr. "Robiuson) who secured an
amendment to o passage in one of our Bills
whirh rendered resumption of pasteril lands
practically impossible, beeause the money
woulil not he forthcoming for the resnmption.
T was almost overcome with a feeling of de-
pression listening to the doleful tale by the
Premier to-night. Tor over half an hour,
the Premier endeavoured to impress the House
with the faet that land in the Murchison area
was comparatively worthless. There were
dranghts there, he declared, and it was im-.
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possible for a man to suceced except under
such conditions as enabled him to hold large
arcas, and so on. I have never yet heard the
Premier decry any portion of the State in
the manner he has done to-night. Of course
there are droughts in the Murchison just as
there are droughts in the wheat belt. To
such an extent were there droughts in the
wheat belt that the effects of the seasons of
1911 and 1913 were responsible for ercating
a new politieal party in this State and rele-
gating the Premier himself to comparative ob-
seurity for a few years, Yet to-day the Pre-
mier is hooming these districts with character-
istic optimism. He is not impressing the
fact on the public that men going out into
these arcas are likely to experience droughts
in the course of years, or emphasising the
diffieultiea of agricultural secttlement there.
Bnt when he comes to the pastoral areas it
i3 o case of ‘‘hands off’’ every time. The
Premier made much of the fact that the pe-
tition was not signed by many returned sol-
diers. T am not concerned whether it con-
tained the signatures of one returned soldicr
or more. Are there no others tham returned
soldiers concerned in the settlement of re-
turncd soldiers?

Mr., Davies: Thirty-four housewives signed
it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not know of any-
one more entitled to he concerned in this
question than housewives. T do not see that
thare is anything wrong in a number of per-
sons submitting a petition te this Plouse
urging the introduction of legislation or the
resumption of land soitable for the settle-
ment of returned soldiers even if such a peti-
tion does not contain the signature of a
single returned soldier.

Mr. Teesdale: But you would not call it
a returned soldiers’ petition?

° Hon., P. COLLTER: They might not.
Every resident of the State is interested in
the settlement of returned soldiers.

Mr. Underwood: But why ring in the re-
turned soldier at all?

Hon. P. LOLLIER: The hon. member
might as well have said‘when we introduced
the Repatriation Bill, ** \Why mention the re-
turned soldier?’ Tt is beeause it is pos-
sible to settle the returned soldier-under more
favourable conditions than obtain for the set-
tling of any nther class of citizen; for soldier
settlement plenty of money is  avaitable,
Moreover, has not everybody procitaimed, not
only the obligation of the State, but the gen-
oral desire, to settle the returned roldier?
Then he hon. member asks, ‘¢Why mention
the returned soldier?’’ .

Mr. Underwood: T asked, why ring him
in; why charge it up to him? Tt is wanted
for everybody.

Hon. P. COLLTER: But wanted for the
returned soldier first, in fulfilment of the
promises given to him. Does the hon. mem-
ber want to repudiate the pledges he and
evervbody else gave to the returned soldier?

Mr. Teesdale: Bnt not to be unjust to
others,
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Hon. P, COLLTER: XNo, of course not.
Who is asking for it? As soon as one men-
tions pagtoral leases our friends opposite
assimie -confiscation. Where is that contem-
plated in the petition? Has any member on
this side cver urged that any injustice should
be done to the present holders? Who is ask-
ing for that?

Mr, Teesdale: Why cut up a holding into
tmall blocks that will not pay?

Hon. P. COLLIER: XNobody asks that.
Tt would be utterly foolish and ridiculous.

Mr. Teesidale: TBut 20,000 acres is men-
tioned.

Hon. P. COLLIER: We are not pledged to
20,000 aeres. Swvrely if we affirm the prin-
ciple and state that thir is a great stretch
of country, containing pgood pastoral lands
snitable for the soldiers, the judgment of the
officers of the department who will carry out
the decision of the House will determine the
area suitable. Nobody wants to eut op a
holding which is not tor large at present into
a nnmber of small holdings whieli would in-
volve in failure those who settle on them.
But what T say iy that if we have an area
of pastoral country adjacent to railways and
to a rort, as most of this is, it shonld be
available te the soldiers.  Fven if we have
droughts in that area, nevertheless it is the
hest watered conntry in the State, outside of
the extreme South-West. T have travelled ex-
tensively over that country, and T know that
anywhere at a depth not greater than 13 feet
will be found fresh water, as purc as can he
obtained in the hills adjacent to Perth,

Mr. Underwood: T have drunk pretty bad
water at Mullewa.

Hon. P. COLLTER: Tt would do the hon.
member good. I say it is a. well watered
country. If we have holdings there of, say
half a million acres, which if eut wvp into
areas of, say, 50,000, 60,000, or even 100,000
acres—the areas can be determined by those
competent to judge——

Mr. Mullany: We have a board to do that
already.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is so. Tf we have
an area of half a million aeres held by one
man, and if cut up into 100,000 acve blocks,
that area will maintain in comparative com-
fort five holders, it is better for the State
to have it cut up, and to have five men mak-
ing a good living, say a couple of thousand
a vear each, from it, than to have one man
making five times that amount.

Mr. Teesdale: Take the cost of resump-
tion.

Hon, P, COLLTER: Of course, all that
has to be considered. The petition does not
say that we should rush into a proposition
which is not a profitable one. Have we not
invited a dclegation from the Eastern States,
appointed by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, to come over here and traverse the
porthern areas? Although this is not in the
actual North, still it is on the way up there.
Have we not read columng and pages in the
newspapers, have we not heard eloquence
poured out hy hon. membhers here, upon the

[ASSEMBLY.]

necessity for yopulating our empty spaces
in the great empty North?

Mr. Teesdale: Buat von canunor eal’ this
the North.

Hen. P. COLLIER: This is not the North,
[ know, The hon. member resents anybody
describing as the North any district thix side
of Twenty-mile Sandy. However, this lis-
trict is on the way up North, and it it vannot
he included in the term ‘‘XNorth,”” it ean
fairly be included in the term '*our empty
rpaces.’’  And, after all, it scems te me woold
policy that before we go back 1,00 wiiles
to A1l empty spaees we should start by Al-
ing empty spaces nearer’ home, nearer D ex-
isting railways, and nearer to ports.

Mr, Teerdale: Rut thig is centralisation.

Hon. P, COLLIER: {(entralisation on the
Murchisen! The hon, member might as well
declare to be centralisation the taking of the
endowment lands al Subiaco for residential
purposes. It seems to me thore members who
raige obatacles at every opportunity, who -
talk about dishonourable eonduct, who hint at
confiscation when one suggests settling sol-
diera on the pastoral areas, are not sincere,
AWith them, where the shepherd kings of the
North are concerned, it is hands off! A« one
of the shepherd kings of Euela, | am sorry
that 1 parted with my interests in those holid-
ings hefore the war came.

Mr. Piekering: Hew many acre- Jdid you
have to the sheep?

Hon. P. COLLIER. [In all we had half a
million acres. When T heard the member for
Moore (Sir H. B. Lefroy) speaking of the
hurdships and trials of the pastoralists in
their &arly pionecering strugples, it struck
right home to my heart, because | kuow the
difficultics we met in endeavouring to open up
that belt a few years ago. Not only had we
to faee the posgibilities of drought aml the
difficulties of financing our proposition, bnt

we had to faece also a storm nf news-
raper criticism from one endl of Aus-
tralia to the other. As the result of
the advertisement our opponents gave us

when thev declared that by reason of our
inside knowledge, or of the influence we pos-
sessed as Ministers, we had grahhed all that
great area adjacent to the trans-Australian
railway, the rich rolling downs which we, the
shepherd kings of Fuela, had managed to ac-
quire, our photographs were published broad-
east in all the newspapers of the Eastern
States, and day by day we were hesieged by
letters and telegrams from people wanting te
know the possibilities of buying in. Regard-
ing us As so many hungry Labour Ministers
who had come into offire determined to make
the best of our opportunities in our own in-
dividual intercsts, thoy were satisfied that we
hal got hold of something goed, and fhey
wanted to buy in. But we were determined
to keep the thing for ourselves, and to make
a hona fide attemt to develop it.

My, Maley: You were really the only -
sheep on it, were you not?

Hon. P. COLLIER: No. .As a matter of
fact it was a eattle proposition, not a sheep
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proposition, altheugh I do mot know if we
suceeeded in getting too many cattie on to it,
cither. However, that is by the way. But
there it is all the time; you must not touch
the pastoralists; they are sacred. You must
not break a contract. Aud then the hon,
member for Moore said, "*Oh, but even ad-
mitting all this, is it desirable? Look at the
great mering flocks that have been built up
. by our pionecr squatters, You take thosu
away, put new scttlers there, new pastoral-
ists, young men, the returned soldiers. What
do they know about merino wool, abont
merino sheep? Why, the value of our great
merino flocks will detériorate, will be lost,
amt so the position which we pride ourselves
upon will be gone from us forever.’! It is
a smug attitude to be taken by an hon. mem-
bher who ounly a week ago derided the appli-
cation of scientific knowledge to the opera-
tions of the man on the land., I venture to
suy that the young men who are sufficiently
interested to endeavour to make a living for
themsgelves out of wool-growing will be able
to maintain the standard of our fine merino
flocks, just as well as did the old gentlemen
who started it 30 or 40 years ago. The prin-
ciple is not new. Tt is already in operation.
The report of the bLoard dealing with this
matter shows that 30 pastoral holdings, ag-
gregating 5,370,848 acres, have been pur-
chased.

Mr, Rohinson: Those people were willing
to sell.

Hon, P, COLLIER: Ah! that is the
point, of course. That i3 the point of view
nlways taken by our friends opposite.

Mr. Robinson: I was not offering that ag
an objection.

Hon. P. COLLIER:
the hon. member.

Mr. Underwood: The people on the Mur-
ehison also are prepared to sell.

Hon. P, COLLIER: I darcsay some of
them are willing to sell, particularly having
regard to the terrible conditions confronting
them, as ecnumcrated by the Premier. 1
should think some of those holding land on
the Murchison would be quite willing to sell.

Mr, Robinson: If you read the ‘‘Sunday
Times'’ you will see there half a dozen
stations for sale.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I will investipate
that, for T am looking for a station up there
myself, although T am not eligible under the
returned seldiers’ secheme. Five million acres
of pastoral land have been already pur-
chased. OF course, the leases have heen sold
voluntarily; but if we are not able to get by
voluntary sale sufficient pastoral land on
which to settle the soldiers who are anxious
to go into this life, why should not the com-
pulsory provisions of the Act be brought into
operation? By the way, T was speaking
from memory when T said that we had
power to resume pastoral leases. Let me now
canfirm that statement for the benefit of the
member for Maore. Section 10 of the Act
provides that the power of resumption con-
ferred on the Government by Section 4 of

Well, [ will exempt
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the Land Act Amendment Aet 1906, may be
exercised to enable the land so resumed to
be disposed of to discharged soldiers for
agricultural, grazing, or pastoral purpeses,
whereupon the pastoral lessee shall be en-
titled to compensation for loss or damage
sustained thereby. We have already made
provision for it, and so the word ‘‘dishon-
ourable'’ ought not to be used at all.

The Attorney General: He is not relying
on that; he is asking for other legislation,

Hon. P. COLLIER: It might sell be that
any member or any section of citizens
might consider that existing legiglation re-
quires to be amended. That is 2 matter of
opinien.

Mr. Nuirn: What further legisiation do
you think we require?

Hon. P, COLLIER: I am not prepared to
say off hund. I do not know what the
petitioners had in mind when they asked
for legislation. No doubt the member in
charge of the motion will be able to tell us.
We find that 5,370,840 acres have been pur-
chased; the purchase money was £91,320,
the amount advanced £120,725, and the
number of soldiers settled 69.

Mr. Teesdale: Ts that all pastoral?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes. 'The Crown
lands selected for pastoral purposes total
4,097,685 acres, the advances amount fo
£38,550 and the number of soldiers settled
is 28.

Mr. Teesdale: A fine rceord.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is not bad, and [
am anxious, as also arc the member for
Geraidton and others concerned, to see the
number inereased. The more people we can
get on to our pastoral holdings consistent
with their making a success of it, provided
wae do not reduce the areas to such a size
ag will tend to failure, the better it will be
for us. This attitnde of holding inviolate
tens of millions of acres of country for
pastoral purposes is somcthing which the
Eastern States got away from years ago.

Mr, Teesdale: But they have better coun-
try.

Hon. P."COLLIER: Take the Darling
Downs in Queensland; that riech country
was all held under pastoral lease for sheep
earrying purposes. That is only one in-
stance. Right along the main raitway from
Brisbane to Sydney was all sheep country
30 years ago. Similarly with great areas in
New South Wales, There is the Riverina
district on whiech millions of money have
heen spent for irrigation and where hun-
dreds of settlers are now successful and
prosperous producers, where in the days of
my yeuth the country was given over to
sheep and was held in two or three holdings-
Twenty or thirty years ago the autherities
in the Easicrn States recogmised that, as
the population increased, they could not for
all time maintain these large pastoral hold-
ings except to the pational disadvantage.
Ag population increases so will land in the
nearer parts of the State at present used
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for pastoral purposes have te give way to
closer settlement. The national interests re-
quire it. Evervone who has followed the
subjeet knows well that the wool-growing
industry laid the foundation of Australia’s
prosperity. This industry is of immense
value to Western Australia to-day, but it
must net stand in the way of settlement.
It is essentially of more importanee that
we should have population in these empty
spaces, especially where the land can be
utilised to as great advantage and where
production will not decrease as a result of
increased population. The tendency will be
in the opposite direetion. If, instead of
producing a certain amount of wealth from
wool in respect of a million acres of land,
we plaee ten or twenty holders on that area,
the wealth produccd from it ought to and
will increase. Therefore, we shall not only
get inercagsed population in these areas, but
we shall be drawing 2 vastly increased
amount of wealth frem them, and that ia
the poliry which ought to he pursued., This
poiicy should first be applied to the pastoral
areas that are closer in, to places where
the elimate and the eonditions are com-
paratively good, places near to our rail-
ways amnd to our ports. This is where we
ought to start, The North-West and tle
Kimberleys and other parts will be the
last places to be invaded for closer settle-
ment. In those parts there may be justifi-
cation for large areas of one million or two
million acres in single holdings, but the
arcas closer in can be more profitably em-
ploved, not only for the benefit of returned
soldicrs, but in the national interests, if we
reduce their size and go in for closer settle-
ment.

Mr, MALEY (Greenough) {9.35]: At this
stage in the settlement of our returned
soldiers, when there should be few remain-
ing of those who really desire to settle on
the land, it seems rather late to bring for-
ward a proposition such as this. Human
nature being what it is, T suppose there is
a sprinkling of soldiers who would not be
satisfied with anything short of the com-
pulsory resumption of St. ieorge’s-terrace.
This petition bhas been hell up te some
amount of rvidieule, beeausc it bears the
signatures of only 11 hona fide soldiera of
the Geralilton hranch of the Returned Sol-
diers’ League. T understand that in the
first place, a petition was cireulated in the
district and was signed hy dbout 2,000
Jeople, hut owing to the fact that there was
somethingr irregular in the form of the prayer,
it beeame neressarvy to met signatures to an-
other petition.

Mr, Nairn: What are they asking for?
That is what we want to know,

Mr. MALEY: T will explain that.

Mr. Pickering: Were they all returned
soldiers?

Mr. MALEY: Fewer soldiers have been
settled in the Vietoria district than any-
where else in the State.
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Mr, O’Loghlen: That is so.

Mr. MALEY: Over 2,000 men from that
part of the State enlisted, and within a
radius of 100 miles of Geraldton I do not
think that more than 50 soldiers have been
settled during the last two years. There-
fore, it became necessary to take steps sueh
as these to direct attention to the fact.
The Premier now says he is prepared to buy
auy land in the Victoria district, but the fact -
remains that seldiers have not been settled
there in the same proportions as they have
been settled in other parts of the State. I
eannot support Cliuse 4 of the petition
ewing to the way in which it is worded. It
reads—

It is desirable that 20,000,000 acres of
pasteral country adjoining the Murchison
railway lines and coast line should be re-
sumed for repatriation and closer gettle-
ment purposes,

There is more unalienated than alienated land
in Western Australia to-day. The ptoneering
dificulties nowadays are infinitesimal com-
pared with what they were when the Murchi-
son eountry was first taken up, The bulk of
the 220 wmillion aeres contained in the Mur-
chison area was taken uwp over 20 years ago.
The pioneers travelled uwp there with the
usnal pack horses; they had a preearious
route to Follow in respect to food and water,
and great hardships to contend with in the
carly years of settlement. Only during the
last 10 or 12 years have sheep. hecome any-
thing like profitable. Tn the carly days a
sheep was worth half a ecrown and its wool
probably 2d. or 4d. a pound. The pioneers
have developed the industry under very ad-
verae conditions, and have hrought it to its
present state when the Murchison eountry and
the waol produced there are recopnised as
being equal to the best in Australia. To say
that 20 million acres along the railway front-
sge and coast-line should be resumed is not
a fair proposition. A gond proportion of the
area i8 in the South-West ivision of the State,
the boundary line of which goes north to the
Murechison river and eastward on the Gerald-
ton and Cue railway nearly to Yalgoo, and
embraces a very great arca of pastoral coun-
try which the petitioners request should le
resumed.  Along the coast-line there is any
amount of pastoral country which is worth
not a snap of the fingers for any ether pur-
pose, Tf it were, the agriculturists in the
vieinity wouldl have taken it up under condi-
tional purchase or grazing lease conditions.
It has nlwayx been noticeahle that the pns-
toral interests of this State have heen ad-
mirably protected in hoth hranches of the
legiglature. T.et members carry their minds
back to the time when the amending Tand
Rill of 1017, thromgh an oversierht in thia
Chamber for which anether place was equally
eulpable, was passed giving any ome indi
vidual the right to hold a million zeres of
pastoral country in every division of the
State. I am well aeqoainted with poblie
apinion on the Murehison. Even pastoralists
themselves aldmit that the bolding of sw-h
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large areas of land is not in the best interests
of the State. They are quite prepared to
admit that a reduction in the size of the
holdings, even in this favoured area of the
Murchison, is advisable, The Premier to-aay
gave the leader of the Opposition an assur-
aunce by way of reply to a question that it
was intended to bring down this session legis-
lation te amend the Land Aet. The time is
ripe to review the question. Iollowing the
re-classificntion and re.appraisement of the
pastoral areas now in progress, a limitation
shonld be fixed to the area of first, second,
or third class pastoral land which ean be
held, just as there is a limitation in regard
to the selection of agricultural land.

Mr. Teesdale: You would make it less than
it is now?

Mr, MALEY: Decidedly.

Mr. Teesdale: In the far North?

Mr, MALEY: Tt is almost a crime that
any one¢ man should be allowed to hold a

million acres along river frontages such as
the Gaseoyne, and never use the whole of it.

My, Teesdale: What are you to do in the
case of n drought? Ome man lost 135,000
sheep this year on a million acres.

Mr. MALEY: Tt was stated to-night that
the stock on the Murchison could not be in-
creased by increasing the number of seitlers.
It was also snid that therc are 70 station
holders on the Murehison holding 220,000
fcres, or a little over 300,000 acres each. Ts
the member for Roebourne prépared to argue
that the JMurchison country will not carry
more stock anid more people?

Mr. Teesdale: The Murchizon is all right.

Mr. MALEY: One is always poaching on
somebody ’s preserves when one speaks about
p proposition of this sort. Possibly the mem-
ber for Gaseoyne will pick me up with re-
speet to the frontages on the Gasecoyne River,
Again, one is pulled ap by the member for
Pilharn when apeaking of his electorate, and
now one is pulled up by the member for
Rochourne.

Mr. Tecsdale.
arcas up north,

Mr. Jones: They could not have motor-
cars if they were not doing well,

Mr. MALEY: It has been shown elsewhere
in the world that initial developments with
regard to stock have oceurred on big areas,
but that eventually these areas have had to
be eut up into smaller holdings. History will
repeat itvelf in Western Australia. Many
prominent pastoralists on the Murchison have
admitted to me that the time is fast ap-
proaching when a limitation of holdings, even
in this favoured spet, is desirable.

Mr. OLoghlen: I wish the Premier were
hiere to listen to vour remarks .

Mr. Teesilale: They are quite refreshing.

Mr. MALEY: Last session in this House
T asked whether the Government were pre-
pared to acquire the holding of the late
T'rancis Pearse. A good deal of litigation has
ensped in regard to this estate, but T think
it is now being divided and is being held in
three or four stations of the average

Not in the ease of the big
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size. If this petition is desirable, a
good opportunity was lost by the Government
on this occasion for the settlement of re-
turned soldiers on that estate. The land is
highly developed and well stocked. It would
be a tremendous task to carry out the terms
of the petition, which sets out that 20 mil-
lion aecres of this country are required to be
resumed. The Premier is right when he says
that on a capital basis it would not be as
good a proposition for returned soldiers as is
offered by other excellent pastoral country
that is available in other portions of the
Btate. There is land along the Great West-
ern Hailway, which could lhave been wtilised
for this purpose, and kept free from selec-
tion pending the decision to make it avail-
able for returned seldiers. XNearly all tho
land out from Kalgoorlie has now beentaken
up.

Mr. Lambert: Practically all that land is
dummied in the name of returned soldiers.

Mr. MALEY: Any amount of pastoral
Crown land was available for the settlement
of returned soldiers.

Mr. Lambert: Mr. Tymms held a million
and a half aecrea for soldiers who were sup-
poscd to have been at the Front.

Mr, MALLEY: There is a difficulty with
regurd to water, but sueh a difficulty has
been overcome in our agricultural distriets
by the conservation of water in dams. It ia
just as practicable to conserve water in this
way for pastoral purposes as it is for agri-
cultural purposes.

The Attorney
is very great.

Mr. MALEY: There are methods by
which the evaporation ean very largely be
overcome, If people build shallow dams with
a large surface area the evaporation is in-
tensified, but if a dam is sunk deeply and
propcrly puddled and covered with some
shade, the evaporation is tc 2 large extent
]ncventell I am sorry I cannot vote for the
hon. member’s motion. 1 do not think it is
either practicable or just to resuwme the par-
ticular ares asked for.

General: The evaporation

AMr. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [9.52]: I am
in sympathy with the desire of the member
for Geraldton to settle returned soldiers in
the pastoral industry. After some years of
cxperience in the North T find it is an in-
dustry which lends itself to success, perhaps
to greater success than is the case with many
other industries. Whilst T was managing a
bank in the North 14 new stations were
started, and not one of these ventures proved
a failure. Tn many ecases the capital in the
first instance was less than £1,000. I am
sorry I cannot agree with the method puot

forward by the thon. member. The
Murchison is a distriet which ia al-
ready settled, and settled in compara-
tively small areas. The Premier has

pointed out that it is carrying practically as
many sheep and cattle as it is capable of
holding. °If we were to oust the present
holders we would be taking away experienced
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men who have grown up in the industry and
replacing them with inexperienced men. It
is not the hest Qistriet in which to start pas-
toral settlement on small areas. We have in
Western Australia considerable areas of pas-
toral land that are not being used. In the
report issued by the North-West Develop-
ment League we read that the State containg
624,589,000 acres, and that of this area 248
million acres are now being used for pas-
toral purposes. There are 357 million aeres
of unoccupied eountry, and 284 million acres
suitable for pastoral purposes, still unsettled.

Mr, Lambert: This is a report by pas-
toralists who already have their holdings.

Mr, ANGELO: It is based on the know-
ledge they have. This report has been sent
out to encouriage people to go in for the in-
dustry. We have heard something about the
settlement of the Kimberley areas, and we
have been told that they contain 40 million
acres of magnmificent country well grassed and
well watered. It is impossible to settle re-
turned soldiers in isolated settlements, be-
eause the natives are so bad there, 1f the
Government were to send up an expedition of
these 200 soldiers, referred to by the mem-
ber for Geraldton, with stores and neces-
garies to keep them going for 12 months,
and they make their base one of the har-
hours that are known to exist between Wynd-
ham and Derby, they would have a better
chance of snccess than they would have if
settled upon 30,000 to 40,000 acres on the
Murchison. Every month the Lands Depart-
ment show that new land is being taken up.
1f the Minister for Lands had followed out
the suggestion made by me three years ago,
and sent out a cireular letter to every pastora-
list in the State asking if he desired to sell
his station, or any portion . of if, for the
settlement of returned soldiers, I feel sure
we would have obtained all the land required
for the purpose,

Mr. Lambert:

AMr, ANGELO: One has only to see the
lists issued moanthly by Dalgety & Co., Elder
Shenton & To,, and by the Graziers’ Co-
operative Soviety, to sec the number of sta-
tions that are heing offered for sale cvery
day. Within the last week three statioms on
the Uascoyne River changed hands. The
New Forrest station is being ndvertised for
sale in the Murchison district. When a past-
oralist wishes to sell his station, he should
first of all snbmit it to the Gorernment, and
give them an opportunity of acquiring it.
The pastoralist wounld save any commission
that he would otherwise have to pay if he
sold direet to the Government, and it would
be an indueement to him to first of all sub-
mit his property in this way. Tf the priece
was suitable, one or two of these big stations
eould e purchased, and eut un into small
areay as suggested by the member for Ger-
aldton. W¢ would thos not be asking those
people who have made their homes on these
holdingz on the Murchison to sell against
their «ill. Tt would be unfair to go hack an

At a price!
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the contract made by the Government, as
suggested by the hon. member.
_ Mr. Lambert: You can take all the farm-
ing lands in the eountry but the pastoralist
is sacred.

Hon. Sir H. B. Lefroy: We never do that.

Mr. ANGELO: I do not think any farm
has been resumed, but farms that have been
offered for sale have been purehased. Let
the Government Qo the same thing in regard
to these pastoral areas, if they can be ob.
tained at a reasonable price, and eut up one
or twu of them to begin with,

Mr. Lambert: The farmers have not been
on such g good wicket as the pastoralists.

Mr. ANGELO: I will go further with the
menther for Geraldton. In the Bill to amenid
the Land Act that is coming forward, |
would not mind seeing a clause inserted that
a pustoralist who desires to sell his property
must first of all offer it te the Government.
This would ensure that the Government had
an opportunity of acquiring such a property.
I believe in the suggestion of closer settle-
ment, but it should be carried out on proper-
ties that are sold to the Government und not
on properties that are resumed from the
owner, I think members will agrce that the
partieular district referred to iv poorly sup-
plicd in the matter of rainfall. Close to Ger-
aldton there is a rainfall of from 18 to 19
ins, but some 40 miles away there is a
congiderable drop in the rainfall recorded. it
is nearly all a 7-inch rainfall. When travel-
ling through the Murchison district a few
months ago, [ was disappointed with what T
saw of the country, which is very diflerent
from the Gascoyne and Ashburton districts. In
those distriets the top feed is of 2 lower
nature, being only from four to five teot
high, and econsequently the <lieep ean reach
apy portion of it. But on the Murchison, [
noticed, the top feed is eight and nine feet
high; and from what 7 vould sece the sheep
had eaten almost ns far as they could. and
still the bmsh was living and sprouting from
the top. T am mueh afraid that the ecarrv-
ing capacity of the Murchison distriet will
grow lesa and less every year; and if that
country is to be cut up into smaller area~ and
more heavily stocked, it will not last for many
years unless it gets long periods of spell, The
Government coulld do a good deal in the way
T have suggested. The eireular letter will
not cost mere than a pounid or two fo seml
to every pastoralist in the North-West, Every
pastoralist there shonld bhe asked to give the
Governmenti a first ¢hance of acquiring any
property he wishes to sell, whether it is n
whole station or portion of a station.

AMr. Jonmes: That sugpestion will increase
values all right.

AMr. ANCGEL(:  Tf it ic pointed oat thot
the purchase by the Government would he
free of comnnission and that the Iand i< ro-
quired for returned soldier-, [ feel «<ire the
State will wet all the land that i~ reguired
in arder to meet the desive of the member “ur
Gieraldton, with whirh T svmpathi-e, ta put
ns many retumed soldiers as pnssible inte the
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pastoral industry; and | €eel sure also that
that will be accomplished without any injury
to existing rights,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (North-Fast Fre-
mantle) [10.4]: There scems to be an
opinion that the member for Geraldton (Mr.
Willcoek) has got up a petition for the pur-
Pose of swaying this House. The Premier
dealt caustically with that petition.

The Premier: Will you cxamine the sig-
natures?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Premier was
told repeatedly that this particular petition
had to be got up hurriedly because the pre-
vious petition was not in-.accordance “with
the Standing Orders of this Honse. The pre-
sent petition has been got up by returned
soldiers, and they are responsible for its pre-
sentation.

The Premier:
gign it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN: 1 have alecady ex-
plained that the petition was got up hur-
riedly. The original petition was, according
to the members for Geraldton and (ireen-
ough, who reride in the districts affeeted,
signed by a very large number of returned
soldiers. With regard to our pastoral arcas,
it is my belief that Parliament in the ses-
sion of 1916-17 committed a erime against
the State.

The Premier: You are wrong.

Hon, W, €. ANGWIXN: TRecently T was
travelling in the train with a gentloman who
had been to the war and had been wounded,
and who previously had been for years em-
ployed in the pastoral industry of Western
Australia. He asked wme the reason
why pastoral lands had inereased so wmuch
in value during the time that he was at the
Front. He was trying to arrange for the
purchase of some pastoral land to settle upon,
T informed him, and informed him very pro-
perly, that the Government of the country
were responsible for the increase in the value
of pastoral land, owing to their having given
the pastoral leascholders an extension of 20
vears.

The Premier: 1 suppose you (did not tell
him about the inereases in the prices of cat-
tle and wool.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: T told him the in-
creare in the valne of pastoral lands was due
to want of foresight on the part of the Gov-
ernment holding offiee in 1916-17,

The Premier: You are wrong.

Mr, Angelo: Tf the term bad not been ex-
tonded, *no  financial house would have
assisted the pastoralists.

Hen, W. (. ANGWIX: At that time therc
was still 11 years of the tenure to run, and
the areas should have been thoroughly in-
spectell and where possible sobdivided with
a view to bhringing about an increased
population in the northern portion of the

Tt is a wonmler they did not

Rftate. But, for some reason or other, per-
haps owing to pressure from financial
honses, a measure was burriedly put

through Parliament extending the term of
the leases by 20 vears. T stated then, and
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1 state now, that tbat extension was a
crime. ‘The Premier himself, in connection
with a Bill introduced last session, showed
that the extension was detrimental te the
best interests of Western Australia, inas-
much as the measure in question ineluded a
provision that pot more than 500,000 acres
of pastoral land should be transferred to
uny one person. I do not profess to know
much about our pastoral lands. My know-
ledge of them, like that of the member for
Boulder (Hon. P. Collier), is derived
from  what was called the ‘'‘Eucla
grab,’’  on which, nevertheless, the
‘‘grabbers’’ spent some money for de-
velopment purposes. I trust the time is
not far distant when action will be taken
to cut up into small areas the pastoral lands
adjacent to the Great Western Railway., We
know that ccrtain people are trying to get
u hold there. We know that several million
ucres of the best country adjacent to the
riuilway, from Kalgoorlie eastward, has
already been taken up. But, nnless the con-
ditions of the leases have been altered re-
cently, the tenure is only for a period of
12 months, at the end of which the right
of the lessee is gone. T heard recently that
some people known as the Karonie Pastoral
(‘ompany—Ileaven Xknows who they really
are—had taken uvp considerable areas of
this country; and a large pastoralist from
the Eastern States is said to have taken up
several million acres along the line. I should
be thankful to know that these persons
hold their areas for only 12 mounths, The
land should be eut up into such biocks as
returned soldiers will be able to work, Re-
verting to the extension of 1916-17, I say
there was no hurry for it whatever. The
Labour party realised the difficulty of the
pastoral leaseholder’s position, that a per-
son could not establish a station in nine or
10 yeurs, suct a tenure being too short fo
allow of his obtaining assistance from a
financial institution. But the Labour party
also realised that before legislation amend-
ing the terms of pastoral leascholds was
introduced, those leaseholds should be
thoroughly inspectea, and if necessary sub-
divided.

The Premier: You did not do it, though.

Hon. W, ¢ ANGWIN: We had not time.

The Premier: You had five years.

Ilon. W. . ANGWIN: One of the Min-
isters of the Labour Government person-
ally went through that area to see what
shoull he done, and the matter was dis-
cugsed on more than one oreasion. Tt was
even suggested that officers should be sent
out to o the work of inspecting and sub-
dividing. However, we had not been out
of offive two maonths before a measure was
brought down to extend the terms of the
leases for 20 vears. Thug the rights of the
peeple were sacrificed. The birthright of
our peaple was nullified for 20 years.

Ar. Pickering: Wonld you advocate the
repeal of that legislation?
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Hon. W. . ANGWIXN: | would not besi-
tute to repeal it to-morrow, I say that
something which was wrongly done should
be altered at the first opportunity. I for
one would vote to repeal that legislation.

Mr. Pickering: That is what the petition
asks for.

Hon, W, C. AXGWIX: The petition does
not go so far, The petitioners say that they
are prepured to pay compensation for the
land to be resumed,

The Premier: And the sheep too.

Hon, W, €, ANGWIN: The sheep will be
an asset for the money paid. 1 have heard
the member for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Troy)
say on mere than one occasion in this
House that the holders of small areas in
the Murchison district are making incomes
of -£1,000 to £2,000 off them; and that that
wis 8o ceven before wool was bringing its
present price. [ have also heard the hon,
member say that the pastoralists themselves
realise that the time has e¢ome when their
holdings must be reduced in the interests
of the Btate. The memher for Greenough
(Mr. Maley) has kaid that pastoralists have
told him personally that in the interests of
the State the large holdings must be re-
duced at an ecarly date.

My, Teesdale: All over the State?

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: 1t all depends. In
some places, no doubt, large arcua are
necessary to feed the stock that is carried,
Each district must be dealt with according
to the number of ecattle or sheep it ean
carry. But I agree with the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Willcock) and the member
for Boulder (Hon. I>. Collier) that it is far
better to have five men on a payable pro-
position than to have one on it—-far better
in the interests of the State. That being
so. I think the Parliament of this State—
though this present Parliament is now
dormant, and has been dormant for three
vears—should take the first opportunity of
giving effect to what 1 believe fo be the
desire of the great majority of the people
of Western Australia and amend our land
legislation g0 as to provide areas for settle-
ment. What we require in order to in-
crease settlement is areas sueh as will cn-
able 2 man to obtain a fair livelihood in
return for the work he puis in, Areas of
four or five million acrés are no use for
that purpose. Tt has been stated here by
Ministers of the Crown on more than one
occasion that Vestey Bros. hold between
four and five million acres of land in this
State. TIs that in the best interests of the
State? .

The Premier: It all depends to what use it
is being put.  There is plenty of land up
there.

Hon. W, &, AXGWIX: That is all very
well, but it is necessary to have more settle-
ment. Only recently it was reported in the
Press that there are thousands of .Japanese
scttling in the norih of Australia. The mat-
ter has never been directly contradicted, and
it was mentioned in the House of (ommons
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as well. Why is that so? It is hecause the
Government have taken action which tends to
prevent the inerease of the white population.
1f we reduce the area and bring in a greater
white population, it will eounteract any such
tendeney, hut it is rumoured that others are
coming here for the express purpose of
securing areas that the Government will not
throw open for a white population. I do not
know what hag ¢ome over the Premier to-
night,

Mr. Lambert: He was in a funny mood.

Hon, W, (', ANGWIXN: During the past 13
or 14 years | have been in Parliament T have
never heard him so pessimistic as to-night.

The Premier: 1 was not pessimistic, T was
only reasenable.

Hen. W. G, ANGWIXN: T never heard any:
thing like it from him before. T hope that
we got gond rains during the course of a few
inys and then he will be better. The lack of
rajn has damped his optimism.

The Premier: Not at all.

AMr. Pickering: You mean the lack of rain
has withered him up,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: It has dried him
up traly. We even had the member for
Kimberley {(Mr. Durack) condemning that
pertion of the State a little while ago, stat-
ing that it could not®touch the Queensland
areas, that it had long periods without rain,
and that, what with white ants and other
pests, the land there was almost worthless.
And now we have the Premier stating that
this land is no good.

The Premier: Under 40,000 acres is not
sufficient,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: According to the
Premier, a man eannot carry on with a small
area up there. Jf any one had told me that
the present Premier had stated that any por-
tion of the State was no goed, T would have
said sueh a person was a liar and that the
Premier would not say anything of the kind,

The Premict: That is quite right.

1Ton. W. €. ANGWIN: Something has
come over the Premier, and T hope that with
rzin, he will ceagse to be a blooming pessimist
and revert to his former position of bleoming
optimiam.

Mr. Teesdale: A few
restore it all right.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: And will restore
the position, so far as Western Australia is
concerned, However, something requires to
be done regarding these pastoral areas, We
have large areas baek from the sea-board
which people ean seftle on. Why drive people
away intn the interior of Australia and allow
a few favoured persons to hold large areas
adjoining the coast? T was one of these whao
said that we were entitled to do everyihing
we could for the soldiers when they returned
frem the Front. Others said the same thing,
and for my part T intend to carrv it into
effect. 1 belicve the Premier himself realises
that something should be done, and dertainly
he has done something regarding land settle-
ment, although 1 do not agree with him alto-
gether. He hns made a splendid settlement

inches of rain will
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so far ag soldier zettlers are concerned, al-
though I do not agree that he followed the
carreet method. Had he opened np new areas
it would have been bhetter for the State a1
would have left us the richer.

The Premier: I think so too.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The Premier cet-
tainly has dene something in this direction,
and I regret that he strongly opposed any
action being taken regarding the further
scttlement of the pastoral areas.

The Premier: 1 did not de so.
40,000 acres was not enough there,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Premier stated
that we objeeted to the purchase of single
farms for the purpose of putting another
man on, but we never objected to repur-
chased estates where one man was put out
to settle a dozen in his place.  There are
ahout 40 or 50 estates purchased and sub-
divided into smaller areas in order to Increase
scttlement. This petition merely asks for the
same thing in the pastoral areas. We never
objected to that, and while the Premier thinks
it right to buy out single farms, apparently
lie thinks it is wrong to buy out pastoralists.

The Premier: No, we have bought out a
lot of them.

Tlon, W, (¢, ANGWIN: T was surprised
that the member for Moove spoke against this
motion. His own Bill provides for the same
thing that is asked for to-day.

Tlon. Sir H. B. Lefroy: It does not pro-
vide for the alteration of leases in existence,

Hon, W. . ANGWIN: Tt provides for
compulisory resumption.

The Premier: I have no objection to that.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: When the member

- for Moore says it was dishonest to do that,
why was it put through in that Bill?

The Premier: T agree that if we want the
land for the soldiers we should have it.

Hon, W, (. ANGWIN: T believed at the
time the Bill was introdnced that we were
deing an injury fo this State in extendiify the
terms of the lease as we did, and T would
vote for the repeal of that Bill to:morrow,

T szaid that

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) T[10.25]: I
would net have spoken to-night if it had not
been for the stress laid npon the point by the
leader of the Opposition and the member for
North-Fast Fremantle that they asked for
the resnmption of pasteral leases.

The Premier:
asked for right away.,

Mr, Smith: Ts this the statement of policy
for the Country party?

Mr. PICKERING: If the member for
North Perth gave more attention to the work
of the House and less to interjections, it
woull be hetter for his electorate. The peti-
tion sets out—

1. That by the Discharged Solliers Set-
tlement Act 1918, the pastoral lessee is
given the right not only to claim compen-
sation for improvements on leases re-
sumed, as provided in the Land Aet, but
also for los’ or damage sustained by re-
sumption. 2. That the protection thus
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given to the squatter is cxcessive and ile-
trimental to the interests of returned sol-
diers. 3. That it js desirable that there
should be power to resume and. lease to
discharged soldiers, pastoral leases for
agricultural, hortieultural, grazing or pas-
toral purposes. 4. That it is desirable that
20,000,000 acres of pastoral country ad-
joining the Murchison railway lines and
coast-line should be reserved for repatria-
tion and closer settlement purposes. G&.
That it is desirable that the re-issue of
pastoral leases should be suspended until
the section of the Land Aet Amendment
Act 1917, granting an extension of pas-
toral leases until 1948, has been repealed.
Your petitioners, therefore, pray that your
Honourable House will introduce such leg-
iglation as, in your wisdom, may seem
proper to facilitate the settlement of dis-
charged soldiers on the pastoral leases of
the Murchison.

[Mr, Foley took the Chair.]

This petition, therefore, prays for the re-
peal of certain legislation. Seetion 10, Sub-
section 4 of the Discharged Soldiers Settle-
ment Act, veads as follows—

The power of resumption conferred on
the Governor by Section 4 of the Land Act
Amendiment Act, 1906, may be exercised
to cnable the land so resumed to be dis-
posed of to discharged soldiers for agri-
cultural, grazing, or pastoral purposes,
whereupon the pastoral lessee shall be en-
titled to eompensation for loss or damage
sustained therchy.

There are two vital factors contained in this
petition, and I weonld like the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Willeock), when replying to
the debate, to answer a few questions. 1t is
stated that from 50,000 to 60,000 acres would
be adequate.

My, Willeock: We did not state that.

AMr. PICKERING: ¥t is stated in
hon. member ‘s speech,

Mr. Willeoek: That was only in a gen-
eral way. N

Mr. PICKERTNG: "When a member in-
troduces a motion like this, we expect him to
wive ns facts, What does the member for
Geralilton consider the minimum number of
sheep that a man should have on his land
there! It ia important, hecanse it is a
business proposition, We kpow that the
country in the Murchison aren is liable to
draught, which is ofle of the rcasoms why
large areas are required there. The rainfall
is uneven, and it is therefore necessarv to
have large arcas tor stock to voam over.

Member:  They follow the rain.

Mr. PICKERING: That is the position,
awl it we cut up these areax into blocks of
from 40,000 to 50,000 acres it is more than
probahle that there would be a drought over
the whole of that area. It would be a simple
matter, the member for Geraldton asserted,
to move the sheep 30 miles in two or three
days.

the
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Mr., Willeoek:
for them., .

Mr, PICKERING: We may assume, then,
that the .land required for the purposes of
the motien would cxtend from the position of
the line and approximately 50 miles back.
What is the position of those arcas held hy
other pastoralists? They would be cut off
for that -listance of 30 miles without any
communieation allowed them., It is possible
for the member for Geraldton to give us in-
formation upon this point, and I rather
thought that the member for Greenough (Mr.,
Maley} would have given us information, too,
fustead of generatities.

Mr. Lambert: 1t is all right to talk gen-
eralities about the South-West,

Mr. PICKERING: T know what I am
talking about so far as the South-West is
concerned.

Mr. Lambert: I am glad to hear that.

Mr. PICKERING: Tf£ the hon. member
knew his business as well as T know mine, it
would be better for him.

Mr. Lambert: Can you get anybody to
endorse that?

Mr. PICKERING: Tt is vnnecessary. It
has been suggested that in the Eastern
States this course has been followed, and that
between 40,000 and 50,000 sheep have been
run on the smaller holdings. T am under the
!mpression that it we want to make a success
in the Murchison, we muat start with at least
15,000 sheep. ’

Mr, Lambert:
your idea.

Mr. PICKERING: No, that is my idea,
and it is necessary to have at least 200,000
acres to run them on.

Mr. Lambert: Have you ever been on the
Murchison®

That would be the limit

That is your ideal, not

Mr. PICKERIXNG: It seems to me that

behind this petition is something more than
mects the eye. Tt means really the repeal
of certain legislation. When an hen. mem-
ber desires the repeal of certain legislation,
he should come forward frankly with that
definite object. Neither the member for
Geraidton nor the member for Greenough
has definitely Jaid down the mimimum area
that ean be run at a profit as a pastoral
propogition,

Mr. Lutey: There are some very small
areas ap there proving highly suceessful.

Mr. PICKERING: Then why were those
instances not quoted?

Mr. Willcock: The member
Magnet referred to them.

Mr. PICKERING: But those small areas
consist of picked land. I have seen similar
instances in other parts of the State. When
the hon., memher desires us to apgree to a
motion, he should give full and definite
information on the subject. - -

for Mt.

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [1031]: I
think the most important note was struck
by the member for North-East Fremantle
(Hen. W, C. Angwin). It is ahsolutely true
that the House wag misled as to the amend-
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ing legislation concerning the pastoral
areuas, The MHouse was cither misled or
misinformed as to the operations of the
Lund Act dealt with in that amending legis-
lution of 1917, which will always be a blot
on the land legislation of Western Austra-
lia. The Premier, in rather a jocular
speech to-night, stated that 70 pastoralists
on the Marchison were sufficient. He ap-
peared to emphasise the fact that althongh
probably under the motion we should have
an inerease in the number of pystoralists,
we should not therely increase the carry-
ing capacity of the land. It was highly re-
giettable te hear the Premier make such
a statement. Western Australia, admittedly,
requires pepulation, and it is not so very
long since the hon. member and the party
with which he was then associated were
erying from the house-topa that, after all, it
was manhood that counted. Whether this
picus wotien i85 passed or not, the fact
remaing that Western Aunstralia must tackle
the problem of settling in a more intensive
way the land adjacent to the railways, not
only the pastoral areas, but also the agri-
cultural areas, That they must be utilised
by n greater number of people no man
would gainsay. I am aurpriged that the
Premier should have made so light of this
important question,  These lands on the
Murchison are the first which should be
tackled, I do not think any hon, member
would suggest that we should not pay
rcasonable compensation for any land com-
pulsorily acquired,

The Premier: But you waunt it in 200,000
acre bilocks,

Mr. LAMBERT : I am not like the
member for Sussex (Mr. Pickering) who,
although baving no acquaintance with the
pastoral industry and who probably has
never been on the Murchison, did not
hesitate to lay down speeific acreages and
quantities of stock as being essential for
successful pastoral enterprise on the Mur-
chison.

Mr. Smith: He was even able to give the
best breed.

Mr, LAMBERT: And he would probably
be equally ready to suggest the best breed
for every other undertaking. 1 am searcely
of opinion that to be reagsonably suceessful
a man requires 200,000 acres of Murchison
land. No other member has suggeated
that in the settlement, either of the soldiers
or of these lands, wc arc looking for a
pastoral area of a quarter of a million acres,
stocked, as suggested by the member for
Sussex, with 15,000 sheep. That is abso-
lutely Tidiculous, and more or less in keep-
ing with the conservative view ome would
expect to emanate from that quarter. I
certainly think that, without any injustice
being done to the pastoralists of the
Murchison, the Premier could indicate his
willingness to have some inguiry made as
to the possibility of getting a greater num-
her of pastoralists settled there in a reason-
ably comfortable and deceat way.



[20 UcTUBER, 1920, )

The Minister for Mines: What about cut-
ting up a large manganese deposit.

My, LAMBERT: I hardly think the hon.
member is quite in order. However, when
the time comes for considering such a pro-
position, let me say that I will look upon
that suggestion very favourably. Seriously,
this guestion of the Murchison lands is of
great ymportance to the State. I am very
pleased that the member for Geraldton has
bronght it forward. Recently 1 was in

Geraldton wheno the Minister for Mines
wus there also.
The Minister for JMines: Your mission

was very different from miune,

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, but none the less
pleasing.  While there | attended a confer-
ence in the council ehamber, composed mostly
of pastoralists.

Hon. W._ (!, Apgwin: Could you attend a
conference at such a time?

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes,

Hon. W, ', Angwin: I am sure I conld
not.

Mr. LAMBERT: I wounld not expect a
Cornishman to have so much control over
himsgelf under those conditions. However,
I attended the conference. It was most
amusing to see the squirming of the pas-
toralists there in their endeavour to find a
way out of the difficulty created by their
reluctance to support a motion deelaring
for the cutting up of the pastoral areas and
the making of them available to the
soldiers. Those pastoralists at that coafer.
ence were the very men who, previously,
had gone through the couniry erying to the
young and eligible men to go to the Front
and fight for their country—meaning the
country owned by the pastoralists. And
when the soldiers returned, those pastoral-
ists had the andacity to say to tbem, ¢Tf
yvou want pastoral arcas, go beyond the
Leopold Eanges, where there are plenty of
rabbits and wild dogs.’?

Mr, Teesdale: Rabbits in "the Leopold
Ranges!

Mr. LAMBERT: [ said rabbits or wild
dogs. T hope there are not many like the

member for Roebourne because I would pre-
fer an army of wild dogs at any time. This
ig the atritude of these men to-day; the
opposition emanated from the holders of the
largest pastoral areas. It is all very well
for the member for Moore (Sir H. B. ILe-
froy) to talk about the good work of the
pastoralists in hreeding up fine stocks of
merinoes. No one wishes to detract in the
slightest from the fine serviees the picncers
have rendered to the State, but it must be
remembered that Western Anstralia is pro-
gresging, and with that proeress comes the
necesgity for settling land adjacent to the
railways, lawd which can be utilised to a
greater extent than is the case to-day. The
Government who are unmindful of this faet
must prove themselves to he out of tonch
with public opinion. Public opinion should
demand that all suech land which is not be-

[42]

113y

ing utilised should be made available
utilisation.

The Premier: 1 agree with that.

Mr. LAMBERT: The Premier streswd
the fact that not many roldiers had sigmed
the petition. It is not for us to require the
signatures of soldiers to fashion the policy of
the country, The policy of the country shoulid
be fashioned by thinking men who know, [f
we are goilyr to pay our interest and sinking
fund on the State’s indcbtedness, we can
ouly do so by a proper use of the land ad-
jacent to railways, and pastoral iands should
not be held sacred when the reasonable de-
mands of the State neeessitate their use for
other purposes. I hope that a reasonable
view will be taken of thiy petition, that com-
mon sense will prevail, and that we shall by
this motion’ erase from the statute-book the
infamous Iegislation passed in  connection
with pastoral leases in 1916-17. I well re-
member one remark made by the then Pre-
mier (the late Hon. Frank Wilson) regard-
ing that measure, that he would keep the
House sitting night and day until Christmas
in order te pass it. That was his attitude
and doubtlesz the big pastoralists and
moneyed interests were behind the then ad-
ministration to see that this legislation was
passed through before Parliament went into
recess.

Me, Smith:

Mr, Griffiths:
son.

Mr. LAMBERT: T believe that the late
Premier was actuated by considerations for
the best interests of the State when he forced
that legislation threugh. We should seek to
ent up these big areas. That is the policy
throughout Australia to-day. Due regard
should be paid to the pioneers, for whom
muech can be said. They have done yeoman
service for the State and it would ill-beedme
any member to seek to lay hands on their
well earned rewards. At the same time the
Premier and the member for Moore must re-
cognise that Western Australin is expanding
and that land capable of successful settle-
ment is becoming scarcer. Notwithstanding
the pride which the member for Moore might
have in mecrine sheep, the manhood of the
country tust receive firgt econsideration. T
regret that the member for Moore should
have placed the manhood of the country after
merino sheep. The member for Geraldton
said sufficient in support of the petition to
influence all unbiassed and disinterested
members to do their best to make available
not only for soldiers but for other people,
these areas of land whiech are capable of
earrying a greater population than is the
cage to-day.

AMr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton—in reply)
{10.43]: T should like to explain my position
with regard to the petition. Some members
seem to infer that I take full responsihility
for the drawing up of the petition. T wish
to make it clear-that T had no say in conneec-
tion with it. It emanated purely from the
returned soldiers. They asked me, as repre-

for

He required money.
T think that was the rea-
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sentative of the district, to present the petl-
ticn, and it was my duty to do so. At the
same time it was a pleasant duty inasmuch
as 1 agreed with the whole of the petition.
Realising, however, that some members would
not agree to the whole of the petitien, I
thought T would frame a motion which would
meet with general approval, and I have heard
no argument against the motion. There can
be no objection to a motion that it is desir-
able to introduce legislation to facilitate the
settlement of discharged soldiers on the pas-
tora) leases of the Murchison. There is no-
thing objectionable in the motion from any
point of view. If it iz passed, the Govern:
ment will be able to go into the watter, con-
sider it from all points of view, and, if legis-
lation s necessary to give effect fo the prayer
of the petition, it will be their duty to in-
troduce the necessary measure. The member
for Sussex (Mr. Pickeriug) asked for certain
partienlars in regard te the land. If the
hon. member will torn up the ‘*Hansard®’
report of the speech delivered by the member
for Mr. Magnet (Mr. Troy) last year, he
will find that that member gave several in-
stances of individuals who had made good on
small areas in the Murehison. T know of
three or four men with areas of 20,000 to
30,000 acres who are deoing well. One is
named Atkinson, another is named Drew.
These men have no more than 30,000 acres
and they run from 2,000 to 3,000 sheep and
are making an income of about £1,000 a vear.
They have not picked land either; it is laud
which has been left in small blocks here and
there. XNo one else thought it worth while to
take up this land.  These men, however,
thought it sueh good land that even in small
areas it would .prove payable and they have
demonstrated that it is payable. I am sorry
that none of the members representing this
lafpe distriet is in the House, because ther
are personally aequainted  with  individ-
uals holding amall areas and weould he in
a position to give instances. The member
for Cue (Mr. Chesson) informed me that he
could name 10 or 15 men with gmall areas in
this district whoe were making good and doing
well for the State. When moving the motion,
T expressed the opinion that an average area
of 60,000 acres would be a reasonalile pro-
position. The Premier teld us that there is
the equivalent of a million sheep on 20
million aeres, which works out at one sheep
to every 20 aeres. An area of 60,000 acres
would enable the holder to run 3,000 sheep
aml anyore with a knowledge of the industry
during the past four or five years is aware
that 3,000 sheep in  good condition wil)
vield by way of woo) and lambs an assured
income of ahout £1,000 a vear, The petition-
ers seek to achieve a very laudable object.
They desire this closer settlement on the
Murchison. I do not think anyone can say
that is undesirable. If instead of 60 or 70
settlers in that particular area we had 400
or 500, it wonld be better for the State
generally, When there was mo railway
there, it could not be expeeted that this
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land would c¢arry as mavy sheep us it can
carry now. Therve will shortly be a different
aspect placed on the position there, for it
is intended to establish freezing works in
Geraldton and Fremantte, When it is
possible for pastoraiists to get an outlet for
their stock within a few days, they ecan
double the carrying capacity of their land,
because they do not need to retain so much
reserve ground to meet any possible
drought. Lf the holdera of the million or so
acres beyond Roebourne feit that they
could get rid of half their sheep within a
week, they would double the number of
stoek they hold. The Premier scems to
think that the desire i3 to raise immediately
two or three million pounds and buy out
these people. The idea really is to have
some legistation brought in se that if neces-
sary certain of these pastoral areas can be
resumed and offered as holdings to people
who apply for them, If no one applies for
the land it will not be necessary to resume
any. It is considered desirable that there
should he Icgislation to give power to re-
sume if necessary, There are at least 26
soldiers who would take up laud on the
Murchison uwext week if they vould get it,
but they have been told that there i3 no
need for them to apply as it is not avail-
able. 1f it was stated that on applivation
land would be made available to soldiers, I
guarantee that within a week of the
announcement at least 30 soldiers would
apply for land in this area, The Premier
stated that the average pastoral holding in
this district was about 300,000 acres, A
considerable number of these stations range
from half a million to a million acres in
extent, It is these areas that the motion
is designed to eover. When moving this
motion I said that in the case of pastoral
areas, on which there had been a consider-
able expenditure, it was not intended that
the returned soldiers shonld have less than
130,000 aeres, 1t is no use trving to make
an expensive plant profitable or a small
Block, It is said that it would he expensive
to resume all this land, but the Premier has
shown hy his own figures, supplied by the
departmental assessors, that the total value
of the improvements is only £300,000, which
works ont at 6d4. per acre on the average.
The Premier seems to think that this peti-
tion was got up from political motives.
There was no political motive behind the

husiness. Tt was inspired hy the returned
soldiers, They got up the petition and
spent a lot of mouey on it. Returnel anl-
diers travelled throughout the district,

aldressed mectings, aml carried resolntions
in public and at their leagne gatherings.
When the Minister for Mines was at the
AMurchison almut a month ago they waited
on him as a deputation and put before hiny
the arguments used in the petition, As the
member for ('oolgardie said, the returned
soldiers conld ger lawd at the back of the
Leopold Ranges or arar the South Austra-
lian horder, but counld not get any mear rail-
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There is no pastoral
land available there. The member for Gas-
coyne suggests that in the cvent of a
pastoralist desiring to sell his bolding he
should allow the first option of purchase to
lie with the Government. If the Govern-
ment wish to purchase these arcas for re-
patriation or closer settlement purpeses
they should, in the interests of the country
gencrally, have the first opportunity of
doing so. Their poliey in regard to pastoral
ateas along the main goldfields line is that
land within five miles of the (ireat Western
should be cut up inte 25,000 acre blocks.
Taking them on the average the Murchison
pastoral lands are a far better proposition
than the lands along the Great Western
railway.

Hon. 1°. Collier: There is no comparison,

Mr. WILLCOCK: No. This is proved by
the faetr that people took wp the Murchison
land before there was any railway com-
muunication with it, while in the other part
of the State that I am referring to no one
took it up until the railway was built.

Hon. P, Collier: There is the water diffi-
culty there too.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The poliey of the Gov-
ernment, as announced in the ‘“West Aus-
tralian’’ on the 24th September, was that
this land along the Great Western should be
reserved for soldiers in blocks of 25,000
acres, and that the maximum allowed in other
cases would he 250,000 acres. They have
thus practically agreed to the terms of the
motion with respect to the newer settlement,
but in the case of the older settlement it is
a question of ‘‘hands off,’’ and nothing will
be done. I thought the Premier would have
referred to the question of disturbance. Im

wuy communication.

the case of the agricultoral lands it is not.

proposed to pay compensation on the score
of disturbance, but in the case of the pas-
toral areas not only has the value of the im-
provements to be paid but payment has to be
made for disturbance, although this may in-
volve payment for what these lands would
have returned over a period of 25 to 30
Fears,

Hon. P. Collier: It amounts to good-will,

Mr., WILLCOCK: It means the amount
of moncy that a pastoralist could have made
off the property for thig number of years if
it had not been resumed. This is directly in
opposition to the manner in which the agri-
cultural lands are dealt with. The Premier
made a fuss about there being only 11 sig-
natures of soldiers on the petition. When I
first presented this petition I stated that it
was got up in a certain way by the returned
soldiers, They alone had anything to do with
it. Wlen the time came to present it the
discovery was made that it was not in ae-
cordance with the Standing Orders of this
House. Something like 1,800 sigmatures had
then leen obtained, but when the petition
was sent round again only a few hundred
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signatures were obtained in the limited time
that was available. In signing the petition
the majority of the soldiers did not discloss
the fact that they had been in the ranks.
Most of them merely gave the occupations
they were following at the moment. The only
people who seem to like to retain their mili-
tary titles, arc the brass hats—eolonets and
majors. I know one man who was a major
in the ALF, and who has signed this peti-
tion, and yct there is nothing in his signature
to show that he is & returned soldier. My
reference is to Major Kidd, who distin-
guirhed himself in Gallopoli andl in  other
theatres of the war.

Mr. Teesdlale: PBut you can cup out the-
Catholic Bishop; he is not a returned solclier.
And then there are the women signatories.

AMr. WILLCOCK: I think there is a
Catholic Bishop who is a returned sotdier. I
telieve the Anglican Bishop sometimes refers
to his war services at the Front, and I kunow .
he wears the returned soldier’s badge. Per-
haps, if T were in his position, I would be
cqually proud to wear the badge. However,
my point is that one cannot gather from the
deseription which the signatories to this peti-
tion give of themsclves what they have or
have not done in comnection with the war, It
is possible for anyone who signed the peti-
tion to be a returned soldier or a returned
nurse. I see that the Premicr has just en-
tered the Chamber. It may be interesting
to him to learn that the portion of the origi-
nal petition which T now hold in my hand
dontains the signaturés of 52 mcen whom I
personally know to be returned soldiers. Let
me add that T was not responsible in any
way for the getting up of the petition. The
petition was got up by the returned soldiers
themselves, and they asked me to present it.
I do not think there can be any objection to
the motion which I have moved.

The Premier: The motion and the peti-
tion are one.

Mr. WILL.COCK: Yes, but there-can be
no objection to voting for the motion. It
i3 50 worded that anyone can pgree to it. In-
deed, it is so worded that even the Govern-
ment cannot take any strong exception to it.
Although muach more might be said on the
subject, I think sufficient has been said to
convinee the House of the necessity for earry-
ing the motion.

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

Ayes .. e . 10
Noes v . .. 14
Majority against .. .. 4
AYEB.

Mr. Angwin Mr, Munsle

Mr. Colller Mr. Rocka

Mr, Griffiths Mr. Willeock

Mr. Jopes | Mr. O'Loghlen

Mr. Lambert | (Teller.)

Mr. Lutey |
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B Nors.
Mr. Angelo Mr. PicKering
Mr, Broun Mr. Plesse
Mr. Draper My, Scaddau
Mr, Harrlson ! Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Hickmott " Mr, Underwood
Sir H. B. Lefroy Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Maley {Peller.)
Mr. Mitchell

Qucsti()u thus negativerl,

House adjourncd at 11.8 p.m.

Legislative Assembly,

Thursday, ?1st Octlober, 7920.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at -£30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—WATER SUPPLY, DEPART-
MENTAL AGREEMENT.

Mr. ROCKE asked the Minister for Work-:
1, Is it a fact that the Water Supply Depart-
ment demand an agreement for an annual
payment of €2 2s, 4l in addition to the
statutorv rate, before granting a water sun-
Py service to residents and others deviring
to huild en Cockburn Sound Location 1347 2,
It so, by what authority is the additional
charge of €2 2s, 4. per annum made? 3,
In view ot the fact that the cstate has paid
water rates during a periad ecovering 25 years,
for whi-h ne service has been rendered in re-
turn, will he remove the hardship oeperating
against the interests of eitizens of the work-
ing ¢lass, by giving them the necessary water
supply service without the enforcement of
the demand for the additional payment of
£2 25 4d. per annum?
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The PREMTIER (for the Minister for
Works) replied: 1, Yes. 2, Section 38,
Metropotitan Water Supply Act, 1909, 3,
The department require suficient annual
revenue to cover annual expenses, interest,
ete., on caeh main extension. If rates do not
produce sufficient revenue, a gnarantee of
deficiency is required as in this ecase. The
total water rate on the whole estate is £3 13s.,
which is levied becanse the estate was held in
one ownership, and portion thereot was with-
in the prescribed distance of our mains.

QUESTION —WHALING STAT [0X
MACHINERY.

Mr. MUNSIE (for Mr. O'Loghlen} asked
ihe Minister for Railways. 1, Was the Rail-
way Department the purchaser of the ma-
chinery dismantled at the whaling station
at Albany? 2, Ta it a fact that engincers
and fitters from the Railway Department were
engaged in removing  this machinery and
plant? 3, What was the price yaid? 4, Has
the plant been since sold, if se, what price
was realised?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The Department purchased the
tanks and tank plates (S3 tons), and one
lathe. 2, Boilermakers were employed on the
removal of the tanks. 3, £2000 for the tanks
and platea; £260 for the lathe. 4, One 97,000
gallon tank, and three small tanks {weighing
17 tons) hn\e been sold to the \\’ater Supply
Department for £1,180.

QUESTION — RAILWAY PROJECT,
YARRAMONY-NORTH BAANDEE.

Mr. HARRISON asked the Premier: See-
ing that the Railway Advisory Board's report
ou the proposal to construct a railway from
Yarramony to North Baandee is favonrable,
and that the railway is likely to Dring in a
surplos of £1,793 per annum over working ex-

_penses, excluding interest, is it his intention

tu intraduce a Bill authorising the construe-
tion of this railway during the present ~es-
sion?

The TREMIER replied:
have consideration.

The question will

QUESTION—-TNDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE
BOARD, COMMISSTON AND ADVANCES,

AMr. HARRISOXN asked the Premier: 1,
What was the amount of eommission paid hy
werchants to the Industries Assistance Board
ol super. sapplied to hoard rclients tor the
year 1919 (1919-20 ¢rop)! 2, What was the
amount of commission received by the Tudns-
tries Assistance Board on account of the pur-
chase of machinery, jufe pmoods, and other
aupplies to farming clients of the board for
the same periosl? 3, What was the total
smount of commission received from all
senreey? 4, Were these amounts paid teo
revenne or wsed for the cost of the administra-



