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The Speaker took the Chair at 4.30
P, and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: Report of proceed-
ings by the Registrar of Friendly Socie-
ties for 1908-9.

By the Minister for Railways: Re-
port on Govermment Railways and Roe-
bourne-Cassack Tramway for 1908-9.

By the Minister for Mines: Papers
relating 1o applications for DProspecting
Aveas 392N and 393N (Garden Gully).

(Ordered on motion by Mr. Holman.)
QUESTION—PLBLIC' SERVANTS

REPRESENTATIONS.

My, JOTINSON asked the DPremier:
Has the committee appoinied at the recent
mars meeting ot the eivil servants vei
waited on him? Jf so, with what reanlt?

The PREMIER replied: At the time
of the question, No: but the eommitiee
waited on me this morning, and diseussed
several maters of inferest tn the puhlic
service.

QUESTION — LAXD  SPECTULA-
TION, CONDITIONAL PURCHARD
BLOCKS.

Mr. BATH asked the Minister for
Lands: 1. Has his altention been directed]
to the following advertisement appearing
in the “Honses and Land for Sale” col-
umn of the West _tustralian of Monday,
September 27th?

WONXGAN HILLS
{Xear Dowerin and Goomalling).
BARGAINS
In
C.P. FARMING LAND,
Eighreen Months? Rent Paid. Lawld taken
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up under Section 56 (non-residential) »t
Lus. per acre (first-class).

I'roposed Railway about four miles from
Land.

Blocks surveyed, viz., Acres—200, 240,
340, 360, 400, 600, 1,000. Timbered hy
gimlet, morrell, salmon, York, and ti-tree.

W. SCHRUTH,
Beaufort Arms Hotel, Perth.

2, Have the preseribed conditions which
are necessary before transfer can be ef-
fected been fulfilled in regard to this area?
3, What steps are being taken to prevent
speculation ic C.P. lands affected by the
projected railway policy of the State?

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Lands) replied: 1, Ves, 2, No report
on the improvements of these blocks has
been made and no transfers have been
lodged, but an inspection will be made
when an officer is next in the locality.
3, The Minister has to be satisfied that the
conditions required by the Aet have been
carried ont before transfers are approved.

QUESTION--TITLES OFFICE
DELAYS.

Mr, BATH asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Has the attention of the Minis-
ter for Lands been drawn to a paragraph
in the Kalgoorlie Miner of Tuesday, Sep-
tember 21st, setting forward a complaint
by Councillor Paton, of the Kalgoorlie
Municipal Counecil, as to the delays oc-
casioned by the change in the method of
dealing with the transfer of titles, as fol-
Jows:—

““The transfer of Conveyancing Work,
—~Cr. Paton inquired at the Kalgootlie
Council meeting }ast night if anything
had been reeeived from the Minister for
Lands about dealing with titles at the
Ineal lanls office, instead of seniling them
to Perth. Six wecks ago a tesidencs arca
in  Kalgonrlie was soll, but he had
not reeeived the transfer yet.  Cr, Cat-
bush suggested that, as the subject had
heen referred to the conference of loral
bodiea, and all available testimony was to
be taken to atrengthen the case to have
transfers done locally as  hitherto. Cr.
Paton might as well supply a portion of
that evidence.  (’r. Paton proceeded to
state that the monmey had heem put in
escreil in the National Bank.  Three
weeks ago the manager wrote to him ask-
ing that he should write to Perth to urge
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on the transfer. A week after that the

vendor ealled at the bank for the moncy,

whereupon he rang up the speaker, and
he (Cr. Paton) suggested to him that he

(the u:unagel;l) should get the head office

to go to the Titles Office and see if there

were any transfer of the lease. The head
office did so, and they said the transfer
had been completed and the necessary
document would be drawn up in & day or
two. The manager then rang him (Cr.

Paton) up to say the transfer was in

ordler und that there was no caveat. e

(Cr. Paton) had then, on the strength of

the bhank’s word, told them to pay the

money over, for the unfortunate vendor
had heen waiting all that time for it. Up
to the present moment he (Cr. Paton) had
not got the title hack.??
2, What aetion is being taken to obviate
the irritating results of the change?

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Lands) replied: 1, Yes; but the informa-
tion wiven is not sufficient to enable this
particular transaction to be traced at the
head office. 2, Additional hands have
beenr put on {o clear off arrears of work
and to abviale delays. -

QUESTION--NATIVE PRISONERS
EMPLOYMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked ihe Pre-
mier: 1, Is it a fact that native prison-
ers are emploved making a private tennis
court at Hoebourne? 2, Does the Min-
ister approve of prisoners being so em-
ployed?

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2, No;
native prisoners are employed at the re-
quest of the municipal eouncil in mak-
ing the tennis court, the council paying
salary of the warder in charge, as is the
usnal practice,

QUESTION—BUNKER COAL
SUPPLY.

Mr. ANGWIN asked the Premier: Is
the Premier aware that the steamship
owners, or coal companies, or hoth, trad-
ing in Western Australia in Neweastle
coal, enforee such condilions of contract
on other steamship companies requiring
coal at the ports of this State, that pro-
hibit such steamship eompanies from pur-
chasing more than a limited supply of
Collie coal? 2, Will the Premier make
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inquiries regarding the sale and supply
of bunker eoal to steamship cowpanies,
purtieularly those overses steamship com-
panies that trade regularly fo this State
and the other States of the Common-
wealth, and take such action required to
proteet the Collie eoal trade from unfair
conditions ¢

The PREMIER replied: 1, T am not
awave. 2, Tnquivies will be made, and the
interests of the trade protected as far as
pussible,

QUESTION — PUBLIC SERVANTS
RETIRING ALLOWANCES.

My, BATH (without notice) asked the
Premier: Whether it is a faet that dis-
crimination has been made in vegard to
the payment of retiring allowances to
those civil servants included in the land
settlement scheme; if so, what is the
reason for the discrimination?

The PREMIER replied: T am not
aware of any diserimination, bat T will
have inquiries made.

BILL — PUBLIC EDUCATION
ENDOWMENT.
Report of Committee adopted.

MOTION — PRISON TRADE IN-
STRUCTOR (F. M. BEHAN),
TO REINSTATE.

Mr. DAGLISH (Subiaco) moved—
That in the opinion of this House
My, I°. M. Behan, formerly trade in-
structor at the Premantle Prison, should
receive reinstatement in the public ser-
cice, or compensation for wrongful
dismissal, having been exonerated by
the Public Service Commissioner after
a proper investigalion upon oefh into

the circumstances of his case.

In submitting the motion for eonsidera-
tion he did not propose to go at any great
length into a diseussion of the case.
The facts of Lhe case were simple and
seemed to him to speak for themselves.
The ecircumstances had arisen first of all
in 1903, during the month of March. Mr.
Behan who was then a trade instructor
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at the Fremantle prison was accused by
the wife of a prisoner of offering to con-
vev a letter from her to her husband.
This offer was alleged to have heen made
in the course of private conversation. [t
was not aceepted. The charge made was
that the officer of the gaol had declared
his willingness to commit a breach of the
regulations: no breach of the regulations
was committed, but information was wiven
to the Sherif by the person concerned.
Mrs. Hillvar., Mr. Behan was called be-
fure the Sheriff, when he denied the accu-
sation. The matter was then determined
ta he one calling for an inquiry, and the
Minister of the day, Myr. Kingsmill. ar-
ranged for snch inquiry. In the first
place it was proposed that the Commis-
sioner of Police or the Superintendent
of Police should conduct the in-
quiry, the head of the Prison Department
being unwilling to do so. Both the Com-
wissioner and the Superintendent had
engagements which prevented them from
earrving ouf the inguiry. The matter
was then referred to Mr. Roe, P.M., and
he also had so mmueh work on his hands
at the time that . he reguesied to be re-
lieved of the inquiry. Mr. Fairbairn was
the next to be called upon, but he ton
found that he had no opportunity of
eondrcting the inquiry. At the request
of the Minister Mr. Fairbairn selected
Mr. Lilly, a justice of the peace for the
Fremantle distriet. The so-ealled inquiry
was held; it consisled Arst of all of tak-
ing a siatement from the accuser in the
nbsence of the accused. The evidence
given was not on eath.  Subsequently
the accused was called in and made a
statement. also not on ocath, and in the
absence of the accuser. Mr, Lillv then
reported that he had held the inguiry,
that the statements were contradictory.
and that for his part he bhelieved the
accuser. On the strength of that, Mr.
Behan was ealled npon to resizn from the
service or to be dismissed. He, Mr. Dag-
lish, desired to emphasise the faet that
the inquiry was utterly valueless. First
of all because there had heen no oppor-
tunity of eross-examination by either
side. and that with a marked difference
between the two statements made. the
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justice had to be guided sclely by his own
opinion. Yet on the strength of that a
man’s livelihood had been taken away.
and that man had been forced out of the
publie service with a stigma on his cha-
racter. He (Mr. Daglish) had brought
the matter under the notice of Mr. Kings-
mill at the time, and in the letter which
he bad then wriften the facts were so
clearly set out that he would take the
liberty of reading it to the House. It
was as follows:—

] have been interviewed hy
Mr. F. M. Behan, formerly trade
instructor at the Fremantle prison,
in rtegard to his removal from
that position. I find that a echarge
was made against him by the wife
of a prisoner, to the effect that he
offered to convey a letter seecretly to
her husband. From a perusal of the
papers—which youw were good enough
to place at my disposal—it appears that
no complaint was made against Behan
until a considerable time after the offer
was alleged to have been made. When
finally the matter was reported, a sort
of inquiry was held by Mr. Lilly, J.P.,
who simply took the statements of ac-
cuser and acensed. No oath was ad-
ministered, nor was any cross-examin-
ation allowed. Mr. Lilly reported that
the two statement were in direct contra-
dietion to each other, but that he be-
licved the charge. A gentleman with
the extended magisterial experience
which Mr. Lilly possesses usually
acqnires in court work a leaning
towards the proseention from the
faet that he hears so wmwany manu-
factured defences. But in a eaze
like that of Mr. Behan, where both par-
ties ave equally reputable, it seems a
very arbifrary proceedinz to take away
a man’s livelihood hecause Mr. Lilly,
J.P., thinks the accuser is telling the
tenth. Possibly the opinion of an-
other justice who henrd the same state-
menis would lead tn his aceepting the
tory of the aecused. I am unable to
fathom any motive that would induee
a reputable man like Mr. Behan to
offer. mmasked, to eonvey a leiter to 2z
prisoner, The question of his oppor-
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tunity to do so—a vital point in any
proper inguiry—seems to have escaped
the attention of Mr. Lilly. In my opin-
ion a grave injustice has been made in
the summary punishment of Mr. Behan
after a so-called inquiry, which proves
nothing. 1 would very strongly urge
that a proper inquiry upon oath be
made hefore some independent tribunal
at which both aecuser and accused can
be represented. But until that is done,
the hostile opinion of one man—even
thongh he be a justice of the peace—
is not sufficient ground for the dismissal
of a public servant. Mr, Behan's resig-
uation upon ecompulsion at a moment’s
notice eannot he regarded as anything
but dismissal.”
That letter was written in May, 1903,
and was brought by the Colonial Seere-
tary under the notice of the then Pre-
mier, My. {now Sir Walter) James, wha
wrote the following minute:—

“Please veply that Mr. Tilly is satis-
fied as to the justice of his finding, and
that as he could wateh the demeanour
of the parties he was in a better posi-
tion than one who only reads the writ-
ten statements.  State also that the
Inspector of Prisons agrees with Mr.
Lilly, and that the matier cannot be
reopened. . . In anv ease T think that
in inquiries of this nature the parties
should be bronght face to face, and
that the inspector should aet himself.
1 do not helieve in Lhe responsible
head avoiding responsibility in  sueh
eases.”

The important point was that {he then
Premier while refusing to allow the mat-
ter to be reopened expressed the same
opinion as that in his (Mr. Daglish’s)
letter, that the parties should have been
brought face to face, and that there
should have been an opportunity For in-
vestigation and cross-examination.  The
Premier’s refusal to reopen the case was
solely to prevent any further trouble
which might lead to the reinstaiement of
a man wiho. apparently, was onfavour-
ably regarded by the Sheriff, and for
certain rveasons by the Superintendent of
the gaol. Later on the matier eame he-
fore another Colonial Secretary in the
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person of Mr. Drew, who wrote the fol-
lowing winute in June, 1905:—

“‘I have devoted some time to a study
of the file and I amn astounded that any
man in the public service should, on
such flimsy and uncorroborated tesii-
mony, be furced out of his position.
The only stalements taken, so far as
the file shows, are those of the aceuser
and accused. If the bare word of one
person against that of another is 1o he
accepted at the whim of a J.P.. whe
way or may lot be compelent to draw
deductions from a demeanour, no one's
liberty frem a Minister’s down would
be safe for a single moment”

The opinion expressed was an unbiassed
one by a Minister who had perused all
the papers.

Mr. Walker: Is there wot something
from Mr. Sayer on the subjecl?

Mr. DAGLISH: Yes, that letter would
be referred to diveetly, In 1907 he (Mr.
Daglish) proposed to ask for a seleet
committee -to investigate the matter. but
on receiving an assurance from the Pre-
mier that the Publie Service Connnissioner
would inquire info the whole question. the
molion was withdrawn, and on hehaif of
Behan he had agreed lo aceept as final
the decision of the Public Service Com-
missioner, whatever it might be. A Com-
mission was aceordingly issued to Mr.
Jull authorising him to try the ease, to
hear witnesses pro and con, and carvy out
the inquiry in the fashion in which com-
missions usually were conducted. Mr.
Jull tonk evidence, hui unfortunately the
aceusing witness was not available,
having left the State. At the outset
of the ease it was announeced that
within 12 days the witness would
nol  be available, ihat time repre-
senting the period hefore Mr. Lilly's
inquiry was held. Behan and the solieitor
who represented him made strennous
efforts to bring over the witness from
New South Wales. They made every en-
deavour lo induee her to come here, even
to the extent of guaranteeing the cost of
the trip. It was clear, therefore, that the
maa who was really the appellant was
keenly desirous that both sides, ineluding
the one opposed to him, should give their
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testimony. It was impossible, however,
to get that witness. In the meantime, one
or two new witnesses had been diseovered
who were to corroborate Behan, not so
much concerning the charges themselves,
but to show that his statements were
truthful. That evidence east considerable
doubt upon the statements made by
Behan’s accuser.  These witnesses were
available to the Commission, and Mr. Jull
also 1ook the evidence of a large numher
of witnesses for the aceusation as well
as the defence. For the former there were
the heads of departments, the chaplain
of the prison, and the gentleman who was
then aeting as medical officer for the
zaul. After having laken a volume of
testimony, the Commissioner reported :——

“Your Commissioner is therefore of
opinion that the charges made against
Mr. Behan are not only unsustained
but are probably also untrne. Your
Excellency’s Commission directs vour
Commissioner to investigate fully info
the causes and eireumstances surround-
ing the retirement from the Public Se:-
vice of ex-warder F. M. Behan. He
therefore begs to state that in his
opinion the inquiry held by the late
Mr. Lilly, J.», the resuli of which was
that Behan was compelled to leave the
serviee, was a most inadeqnate one and
that it was inevitable that it should be
questioned if the nature of it became
known.”

The result of the inquiry was an entire
vindication of Mr. Behan and the finding
was a very strong one. Following tha.
no action having been taken by the Gov-
ernment and the man interested and his
solicitor being kept, so far as official
notice was coneerned, in entire ignorance
of the report, a petition of right was
framed and submitted to the Crown in
the usnal fashion. On that petfition the
Solicitor General was called npon to re-
port. He made a very lengthy report in
which he discussed the justification for
the Publi¢ Service Commissioner makirny
the report he had. He (Mr. Daglish) had
no intention to refer to that report for it
was not his business to do so. Seeing that
the Government had seleeted the tribunal
and that the decision had been given, the
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matter should have been at an end for all
time. The man who was aceused had no
nossihle opportunity of reopening the
case, and had to abide by the decision,
consequently the Crown should not be
put in any better or differenl position.
Mr. Sayer made a very long statement,
but be would not refer to it page by page
and paragraph by paragraph, as that
would be unfair to the House.

Mr. Walker: Is not that statement the
gravamen of the whole thing? Does n.t
Mr, Sayer say there was no real ingniry
by the Commissioner? 4

My. DAGLISH: The Solicitor General
complained of the inguiry, bat after all
it was a Government inquiry; ihe Crown
seleeted and created the Commission, and
if that inquiry was unsatisfactory what
inquiry was proposed to he snbstituted?
Whus there to be another inquiry, and he-
canse the Solicitor General was not satis-
fied with the finding, conld the matter be
shelved for all time? If in such cases as
this an inquiry by the Puablic Service
Commissioner was not te he final and
hinding on boih parties, what sort of an
inquiry should be held? The inquiry
wonld have been binding on the accused
nman, for he agreed that the whole ques-
tion shonld be settled by the determina-
tion of the Public Serviee Commissioner
whether it went against him or not. It was
now alleged, praetically, either that the
Public Service Commissioner was ineom-
petent, or that he was a partisan. It
would be interesting to know precisely
which objeetion was taken by the Cov-
ernment to that gentleman, If he were
alleged to be a partisan his reputation at
once refuted the charge, while if he were
incompetent to take sueh an inquiry, why
was he appointed? Ii rested not with him
(Mr, Daglish) to justify the finding of
the Commissioner, to reply to Mr. Sayer's
arguments, but it rested with the Govern-
ment to explain why the Commission was
appointed if the finding must be regard-
ed as null and void. Also if the Public
Service Commissioner were incompetent,
why was he seleeted to hold the Commis-
sion? The faets on which he relied in
bringing forward the motion were, that
an accusation was made against Behan
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solely for offering to do something con-
irary to the regulaiions, that the aceusa-
tion was never satisfaetorily estahlished,
that the so-called inquivy by Mr. Lilly was
arfitted by the then Premier to be un-
salisfactory, and of a partial nature, and
that subsequently an impartial inquiry
was held, and a verdict was given strong-
ly in favour of Mr. Behan; consequenily
he was asking that Behan should
get the full benefit of the decision.
Referving to Mr. Sayer’s report a very
important part of that report was de-
voted to dealia.lg with the relative value of
the statements made at the original in-
quiry, and in order to have some further
aecount of the attack wpon Behan, Mrs.
Hillyar, who had refused to give evidence
was written to and asked, virtwally, to
iraverse the statements made, although
Behan himself could get no information.
Yet information with regard to this en-
quiry was communicated to the other side
and the following letter is very largely
relied on by Mr. Sayer:—

“In answer to your note dated the
11th inst. I may say that the statement
made by Mr. Behan at the second in-
quiry and introdueced in your letter is
absolutely untrue. The whole time I
travelled from Perth to Fremanile,
T never once got in at East Fremantle,

My statement made at the firsi
ingniry was absolufely frue. . . . . . L
refused to go to W.A. to give evidence
hecanse for some months T have heen
very unwell and my doctor wonld not
allow me to travel.”

That letter was used largely as the basis
of the Crown Solicitor’s attack wpon the
inding of the Commission. Hon. mem-
hers shauld give full consideration to the
cirenmstances of this case, a case which
was believed to be nnigue in the West
Australian Pnblic Serviee, and having
regard to the faet that the Commission
was issued by fhe Government and an
enguiry held, that enquiry vindicated,
absolutely, the man who had been dis-
missed, the House would feel justified in
agreeing o the motion which had been
submitted. Hon., members who desired
further information could obtain it from
the file of papers which had been Iaid on
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the table, and which was most complete,
and anyone with an unbiassed mind on
referring to those papers must come to
the conclusion that the man who had been
dismissed had been grievously wronged,
and those wrongs the Honse was justified
in taking into eonsideration; nay, more,
they were wrongs which cried aloud for
redress at the hands of this, the supreme
body for administering justice in the
State.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
J. L. Nanson): The hon. member for
Subiaco in dealing with this matter had
told hon. members that the enquiry held
hy the Royal Commissioner, Mr. Jull,
was an entire vindication of Behan. If
we were to regard that finding as a satis-
factory one, there could of course be no
donbt that it might be so regarded, but
we were enfitled, and particularly the
IMouse was entitled, when asked to review
the decision, to ask what were the faets
upon which the finding was based? If
he (Mr. Nanson) was able to show that
the Royal Commissioner although desir-
ing, as everyone wmust recognise, to arrive
at a eorreet eonclusion in this case, if it
were shown, owing probably to inexperi-
ence in weighing evidence, that he ar-
vived at a conclusion altogether unsup-
ported by evidence that was before him,
hon. members would then scarcely go so
far as to contend that that finding was
altogether a satisfactory one. The
Solicitor General who appeared at the en-
guiry on behalf of the Crown went very
folly into the case and he pointed out
what was believed to be a fact, that had
there been an appeal to a court of law the
finding would have heen reversed on the
ground that it was against the weight of
evidence. It was manifest fhat if mem-
hers were to come to a decision
upoh  the question as to whether
that finding shonld stand and whe-
ther the Government should aet upon
it, they would have Lo enquire and seru-
tinise the evidence very much more closely
than they bad had an opportunity of
doing. One recognised the desire of
members to deal impartially with ques-
tions of this sort, but one could not al
the same time but recognise that Parlia-
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ment was not the best tribunal to go into
dificult questions of fact, and to weigh
the testimony of witnesses, but the hon.
member for Subiace had appealed to
Parliament, and it was necessary, there-
fore, to go at some length into the rea-
sons that had weighed with the Govern-
ment in deeiding up fo the present, not
to conform with the decision, and not to
pay Behan any compensation. The mat-
ter arose long hefore he {Mr. Nanson)
joined the Government, and he thus ap-
proached it without preconceived ideas
as to the merits of the case, either on
e side or the other, and baving read
the evidence very eavefully he found him-
self altogether al a loss to understand
how the Commisstoner econld have arrived
at the conclusion he came to.

Mr. Walker: Was the evidence on the
file?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes.
When the Government decided to reopen
this matter and make it a subject of in-
vestigation by a Royal Commission the
case put forward by the Crown for that
Commission was, that for reasons best
know to himself, Mr. Behan was accused
by Mrs. Hillyar of having followed her
about and of having thrust his attentions
upon her. Mrs. Hillyar put up with this
for some little time and was under the
belief that Behan was a detective whose
objeet was to connect ber with cer-
tain  letters which were appearing
in the press at that time, and were
refleeting on  the management of
the Fremantle gacl. Mrs. Hillyar fur-
ther =aid that in order to ingratiate him-
self with her, Behan offered fo be a means
of conveying a letter from ber to her
husband who was a prisoner, which of
eourse, hon. members need not be told in-
volved a gross breach of the regulations
on the part of the officer. That was the
case briefly, put forward on behalf of
the Crown. On the other hand the case
puat forward on hehalf of Behan was that
the superintendent of the gaol (Mr.
(George) did not get on well with Behan
and consequently wished to get Behan

out of the service, and with that
desire went to the length of eon-
spiring  with Mrz. Hillyar with a
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view to trumping up charges against
Behan, and then in consequence of
those charges getting Behan dismissed
from the service. That of course, was a
most serious charge to make, and one
would have thought that Behan in making
it would have bad some evidence with
which to back it up. However, the Com-
missioner after hearing the evidence
came to the conelusion that neither
the ease for the Crown, nor (lhe
case for Beban had heen proved to
his satisfaction, and absolutely de-
parting  frone  the evidence piven
eilher by one side or the other, he formmn-
lated & little theory of his own in order
to account for these proceedings. He
eame to the eonclusion that Mrs, Hillyar
was pertectly honest in the charges she
had made: that she thoroughly believed
in their truth, and then he went un to say
that Mrs. Hillyar was acting under a
delusion; that she had imagined heing
accosted by Behan and making overtures.
That theory recommended itself to the
Commissioner, but it was a matter that
should have been supported by zome
amount of evidence, and the evidence on
the file showed nothing to support the
ingentous theory that Mrs. Hillyar was
acting under a delusion.

Mr, Troy: What was the verdict of
the Commissioner?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
Mre, Hillyar was subjeet to a delusion,
and that these overtures had not heen
made by Behan. At least that was the
effect of the finding. The first evidence
put in at the inquiry was that of Mrs.
Hillyar. Every effort had been made by
the Crown to get Mrs. Hillyar to come
over from Sydney, where she was at the
time, and give evidence before the Com-
missioner, but Mrs. Hillyar had not been
persuaded to come over. Members would
probably have no difficulty in realising
how Mrs. Hillyar felt in the matter.

Mr. Bath: She even refused to give
evidenece on Commission.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mrs.
Hillyar’s evidence given before the orig-
inal inquiry was, however, put in. One
did not know whether memhers were pre-
pared to maintain that Mrs. Hillyar was
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not speaking the truth, and that there was
some form of conspiracy, but they should
emndeavonr to suspend their judgment in
that matter, Mrs. Hillyar naturally felt
that she had done all that was ber duty in
the matter. She would have preferred
not to lay any echarges, but finding that
she eould not free herself from this form
ot persecution she first complained to
her friends, and afterwards made a for-
mal complaint,  Aceording to her evi-
denve she was employed in the Daily
News office at Fremantle. and at the time
ot the happening of these evenis had
heen employed there for nine months.
She lived in Perth and (ravelled daily to
Fremantle, generally leaving by the 9.15
am. train and refwening by the 3.5 p.m.
train; and the oceasion on which My,
Behan addressed her she was in a railway
carriage while travelling between Freman-
tle and Perth. There were apparently sev-
eral interviews, At the inquiry Mrs. Hill-
vars said she had been worried by Behan,
not merely on one oceasion, but eonstantly,
and that she had even got the manager
of her office to accompany her so that
she might avoid meeting with the atten-
tions of Behan. At that time Mrs. Hill-
¥ar =aid she had been worried by Behan,
thie gentleman, and it was only when she
happened to he on one of her visits to
the zaol ‘to see her husband that she saw
Mr. Behan ai the gaoi and identified him
as the man who had accosted her in the
railway earriage on the jonrneys hetween
Perth and Fremantle. But before she
knew who her accoster was she had com-
plained to her friends, Dv, and Mrs. Hus-
sev, that a man whom she did not know
and who she believed to be a detestive,
hal aceosted her. Mr, Behan had ad-
mitted in his evidence before Mr. Lilly,
at the original inquiry, that in the early
part of Februvary he was returming as
nsnal after his work and in the compart-
ment which he entered a lady was sitting
opposite.  That was the first oceasion an
whiel those two persons were supposed
to have met. The statement thus made
v Mr. Behan was taken down in writing
b Mr. Lilly, and not only was it signed
hy Mr. Behan, but the sentence in which
he had admitted that in the compartment
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which he entered a lady was sittiug was.
actually initialled by him. At the later
inquiry before the Commissioner Mr.
Behan declared that the lady was not
sitting opposite him in the compartment
at the time, but that she followed him into
the carringe. There was here a very seri-
ous diserepaney, Mr. Behan making one
statement before Mr. Lilly, a statement
which he had the opportunity of seeing
and which he initialled, .

Mz, Hovan: Did he put the same con-
struetion on it as the Solicitor General
and yourself?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was .
nal a question of puiting any eonstrue-
tion on it: it was merely a question of
whieh was likely to be the more aceurate
of Mr. Behan’s two aceounts of the cir-
cumstances—lhe evidence given by him
shortly afier the oecurrence happened, or
the evidence taken some vears afterwards
when the events were no longer so fresh
in his mind, when the case was being in-
quired into by the Commissioner? There
was ane point on which there was no dis-
pute. Mr. Behan did see the lady, having
stated in his evidence before Mr. Lilly
that he saw her on two or three oceasions;
and it was not denied ihere was a certain
amount of eonversation belween him and
the lady. Mis. Hillyar had no possible
vhjeet in bringing the charges. In the
first place she did not know him. When
she first complained to Mrs. Hussey it
was not in the sense of any formal com-
plaint against any individual. becanse
she was not aware of the identity of the
individual, but it was simply in conversa-
tion between one lady and another that
Mrs, Hillyar pointed out that she had
been subjected fo this annoyance. If
members were prepared to say that Mrs.
Hillvar was not speaking the truth to
Myrs. Hussey they were taking a large re-
sponsibility on themselves. Mrs. Hussey's
evidence was to the effect that Mrs. Hill-
var had tn)d her that someone was con-
tinnally entering her earriage when she
went home, and that as her busband was
not. with her she did not like it. Mrs.
Hussey had advised Mrs. Hillvar to go
by another train. and Mrs. Hillyar had
done so, hut told Mrs. Hussey that the
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person waited for the later train and
asked her what her name was. Mrs. Hus-
sev =aid st Mrs. Hillvar had seen this
individual al the corner of a street and
had been tuld that it was Detective Con-
dop, and Mrs. Hillvar asked Dr. Hussey
what Deteciive Condon was like, and on
the doctor deseribing the detective Mrs.
Hillvar snid that it was not the man, Murs,
Hillvar =aid ot the time thai she was sure
thi< individual was trying to 2et her hus-
band inte further treuble and that she
was afraid 1o suab him in any way, Mrs.
Hillvar had also told Mrs. Hussey ihat
one dayv this individual had told her to
wiite letters and he would give fhem to
her husband in the gaol, and thiz had
made her more frightened, because she
thougrht they were trving fo get her hus-
band longer imprisonment. Mrs. Hillyar
had not the remotest idea who the person
was, so she eould not possibiv have any
bias against him, The ecomplaint was
simply what one woman would make to
another in seeking advice as to how she
would avoid the persecution. Mrs, Hill-
var. not eontent with eomplaining to Mrs
Hussey, alse eomplained to the Anglican
chaplain of the gaol. Mr. O’Halloran,
whose testimouy was to the effect thal
Mrs. Hilivar made several complaints to
him, not at frst agaimst My, Behan by
name, because Mrs. Hillyar did not know
him as Beban. but against someone she
thonght was a deteetive. The complaints
were against a man she thought to bhe a
detective, but it was only when she had
been tn the zaol and identified Mr. Behan
that Mr. Behan’s name came inte
the matler. It could not be a ease of mis-
taken idenlity. Behan's story was that
he was aceosted by Mrs. Hillvar, and if
that be true, what ohject was there for
Mrs. Hillyar to follow Behan into a rail-
way carriage. when at any time she eould
get into communication with him when he
was standing outside the office?

AMr. Horan: Tt is said. for reasons
best known io themselves,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mrs
Hussey saw Mre. Hillyar and heard her
story; so did Mr. O’Halloran, the chap-
lain of the gaul; so did Mr. Fairbairn: s
did the Cumptroller General of Prisons,
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and evervone of these was sv impressed
by her storv as to give eredenee to it. Tt
was arguable that all these persons were
misted by her, but was it likely that they
all would be,

Mr. Daglish:
friendly terms?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Murs:
Hussey was on friendly terms with her:
50 was the Chaplain of the gaol.  The
Compivoller was not en friendly terms:
or atherwize probahly he was unknown lo
her. and Mr. TFairbairn was very mueh in
the same position. When we eome to the
case brought forward hy Mr. Behan, bis
evidence was mainly directed to try and
support ihe theory of n conspiracy he-
tween the superintendent of the prison
and Mrs. Hillvar. Tt was not neeessary
to 2o at greal lengih into that part of the
rare, hecanse the Commissioner found
that the gaol anthorities did not conspire
with Mrs. Hillvar, so that that portion of
the charge entirely broke down. One
eould not think that Behan’s own ease
would he sirengthened when he brougit
charges of that naiure: nor was his re-
liahility strengthened when he brought
charges of that kind which were entirely
unzupported by evidence, As to the ques-
tion whether Mrs. Hillvar aecosted Mr.
Behan, ar viee versa, we had a certain
amount of independent testimony ov!
which Behan relied to a considerable ex-
tent,

Mr. Daglish: Are you not going to read
any of the evidence for Behan?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes,
The Commissioner eame to the conelusion
that Behan’s denial that he ever entered
Mrs. Hillyar's compartment was to be
accepted., and that it was Mrs. Hillyar
who entered Behan’s eompartment, nat-
withstanding the statement that in the
compartment Behan entered a lady sat
beside him. The Commissioner seemed to
be uninfluenced by the fact that Mrs.
Hillyar's statement had influenced Mr=.
Hussevy and Mr. O'Halloran. and that her
staternents spoke for themselves.  Mr.
Lilley tonk specinl ecare to elesely
watch the demeanour of both parties as
they made their statemenis, and he felt
hound strietly to believe what Mrs. Hill-

Were they not all on
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yar said, that Mr. Behan tried to foree
his acquaintance on her, and that was the
idea arrived at by a gentleman who had
an opportunity of closely watehing the

demeanowr of both pacties. Then
we had a forther fact, the state-
ment made before the Comptroller
(teneral of Prisons in the presence
of Behan, econvineed' (hat official,

What really secemed to have weighed with
the Commissioner was the evidence of
two witnesses, a Mr, Phillips and a Mr.
8nell, who were in the habit of travelling
between Perth and Fremantle in the same
railway carviage as Mr. Behan. The Com-
missioner said in his report that if My,
Behan had travelled with Mrs, Hillyar in
the first-class end of the train as often as
Mrs. Hillyar complained, as constant
travelling eompanions Phillips and Snell
would have noticed the departure from his
habit. If Phillips and Snell were, at the
time of these happenings, in the
habit of travelling with Behan, and their
evidence was such as to bear out the state-
ment made by Behan, he (the Attorney
General) was quite ready to admit that
very considerable weight shonld attach to
the evidence of these gentlemen. What the
Commissioner apparently overlooked was
that Phillips had actually ceased to travel
by this train on February 3rd when he
was retrenched, and on Mr, Behan’s own
statement it was not until February 9th
that he first met Mrs. Hillyar in the train,
s0 that the value of Phillips’ evidence dis-
appeared. The Connnissioner overlooked
the faet that Phillips was giving evidence
on eiremnstances which arose some six
days hefore Thillips met Behan. On
February 3rd Phillips ceased to travel by
that irain, and it was not until February
Sth that Mrs. Hillyar first met Behan, so
that Phillips’ evidence was entirely outside
the question. The Commissioner spoke of
Philtips as & man whose evidence appeared
to be reliable, and no doubt it was veliable
as far as it went. There was no douht
that he was travelling constantiy with
Behan, but he only travelled in the same
carriage with Behan prior to February
3rd, therefore, having ceased to travel by
that train five days before at least the
earliest day on which Behan met Mrs.
Hillyar, his evidence for the purposes of
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the inquiry went for nothing., As rto the
witness Snell, it was true he eontinually
travelled by the train, and no doubt for
some time was a constant traveller with
Behan, but Behan ceased to travel by the
train at the time of his resignation, and
it was surely highly improbable that a
witness could charwe his memory for 4%
years with a date within a month or so,
as o when Behan was no longer his tra-
velling eompanion.

Mr. Bath: They can on aceonnt of the
special eircumstances where he was em-
ployed,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
witness Phillips, on whom the Commis-
sioner mainly relied, stated that during the
last fortnight of his employment be saw a
lady in the compartment with Behan, and
the Commissioner immediately stated that
that was during the fortnight preceding
February 3rd. The following is the evi-
dence of Phillips on this point. He was
asked, Did you know Mrs. Hillyar”? and
he replied, “I cannot call the lady’s name
to mind.)" The examination confinned—

“Have you ever diseussed Mrs. Hill-
var with Mrs, Behan?—Never,

Do you ever recollect a lady getting
wto the earriage with Mr. Behan%—
T do, on one oceasion when 1 got in at
North Fremantle. This was previous to
ihe last fortnight. I remember upon
ane oecagion therc was a lady in the
eompartment with Mr. Behan, but who
ghe was I eannot say. I did not go into
the compartment, seeing her with Be-
han.

That was at North Fremantle?—Yes,
and it was previous to the last fortnight
of my employment.

Then the lady and Mr. Behan would
have got in at the Fremantle Central
Station?—7Yes, or at East Fremantle.”

Then the witness Snell who lived eclose to
Phillips at Subiaco, almost next door, was
asked if he could recollect any oceasion
when a lady came into the compartment in
which he travelled with Behan. Witness
said only on one oeccasion. The examina-
tion continued—

“Abount what time was that?—It was
some time after Mr. Phillips had stop-
ped coming down. I believe ahout a
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week after Phillips had stopped coming

down,

do you know why Phillips stopped
coming down?—His services were dis-
pensed with and he was put off after bis
contract was finished.

What do you recollect about this
lady 2—I reeollect that Mr. Behan went
in first and took his place as usual, and
the lady followed him. 1 got in next
and took my usual seat. There were
several others in the carriage. The Iady
inuk the eorner opposite to Mr, Behan
on the outside end of the earriage. They
were talking rather loudly, and it ap-
peared to me as if the lady was trying
to make oni (hat Mr. Behan was a de-
teclive, and bhe was trylng 10 make her
helieve he was not. I was reading, but
when loud talking was going on we
natnrally listened.”

In cross-examination this witness admitted
he never knew Behan by name, nor the
lady. Members should bear in mind that
he was speaking of an occasion some 4%
vears age., .\ third witness on this point
waz the ex-slation master at East Fre-
mantle named Smith, who stated that he
was employed during February and March,
1903. As a wmatter of fact he was em-
ployed from November, 1902, to May,
1903, He fixed no date, but said on one
oecasion he saw a woman who appeared
{o him te have had a little too much li¢uor.
get into a second-elass earriage, but he did
nol know her. He asked a man on the
oppusite platform, whom he did not know

and had never seen before or sines,
and whom he eould not identify,
He Dbhad asked this man who she
was. A mysterions  individnal  who

never was produced had said that the lady
was Mrs. Hillyar.  Asked whether he
Lhad seen her get into the train more
than twice, Smith had said “twice.”
Asked whether if he knew that reputable
people zave her an excellent charae-

ter he would change his opinion, he
bhad replied. “No'  Asked whether
if he heard that Mrs. Hussey and
the chaplain and her employer all

said she was a good woman he would he
prepared to alter his opinion, he had said

he would continue to be of the same
opinion. Now it could scarcely be con-
tended that that witness was a very umn-
biassed witness. He did not know Mrs.
Hillyar by sight, he did not know who
she was. Some man whom he could not
deseribe, whom he had never seen hefore,
whom he had never seen since, had told
him it was Mrs. Hiliyar. Evidence had
been hrought to show that Mrs. Hillyvar
was an absolutely temperate woman, never
in the habit of drinking; yet in face of
that, Swith had adbered to his testimony.
Hon. members could pay very little con-
siteration to testimony of that kind. He
thonght most of them would come to the
conclusion that it could secarcely be con-
sidered evidence of a satisfaciory charae-
ter. If hon, members would look at the
evidence of My, O'Halloran, Mr. Hussey,
and Mr. Thiel, who was Mrs. Hillyar's
employer, they would find that it was
practically impossible to believe that this
wowmnan, whom Smith believed to be Mrs.
Hillyar, was in fact Mrs. Hillyar.

Mr, Daglish: Ave you not getting away
from the case? The cuestion is whether
this charge was proved against Behan.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: To
come back to the ceontention that the
charge lad notheen proved,lie might sumi-
marise his reasons. He would paint out
that Mrs. Hillvar's eomplaint was made to
her personal, intimate friend, and before
she had any reason to have any animus
against Behan. He would point out the
absence of any motive on Mrs, Hillyar’s
part to make a false statement, and that
her employer, Mr. Thiel, had said that he .
knew Mrs, Hillyar to be a decent, good
woman, who {did goed wark, and behaved
herself in an exemplary manner. Mrs.
Hussey had said that Mrs. Hillyar was
a gentlewoman in every way. Her state-
ments made to Mr. O’Halloran, Mr. Fair-
bairn, Mr. Lilly. and Mr. Burt—every
one of thern had gone to suggest that if
the woman were fabricating a storv
against the man, telling it on so many
different oceasions, she must have varied
it in some particulars. Then there had
been the fact that Mr. Behan, at any
rate, had not appeared in the same light.
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When before Mr, Lilly, he had said that
he first met Mis. Hillyar in the ecompart-
mment; but in a subsequent statement he
denied this, and said that Mrs. Hillyar
had followed him into the compariment,

My, Horan: That is splitting straws.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Some-
times a straw was of importance in test-
ing the eredibility of a wiiness. There
was, moreover, the improbability of Mrs,
Hillyar looking for Detective Hornsby in
the railway train, seeing that she passed
him every morning ontside the “Daily
News' office.  Then there was Behan’s
statement that it bad been his intention
to resign before the Lilly enquiry? Why
should he have intended to resign if he
were innoeent? What would an inno-
cent man be likely to do under the cir-
cumstances? Would, he not be indignant
at the injustice which was being put upon
him, and absolntely refuse to resign or
take any other formal step which could
be eonstrued info a eonfession of guilt?
Was it not significant that only at. a later
date. when Mrs. Hillyar was ontside the
State, this matter had been revived?

Mr. Horan: Was it known to Behan
that she was onfside the State?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: On
that point he had no information. As a
matter of fact the later enguiry had not
been held until Mrs. Hillyar was out of
the State. IHe did not think that any
lady plaeed in the eircumstances in which
Mrs. Hillyar found herself, would care
to have the whole painful business gone
over again, in order that Mr. Behan
might have an opportunity of vindicat-
ing his character. It was necessary to
.remember that the lady was convinced,
that she had succeeded in impressing
quite a number of people with the fact
of her honesty in this matter; that her
testimony had not heen shaken in the
slightest degree. In these ecircumstances
she would naturally ask herself why this
matter, entailing a recollection of her
husband’s imprisonment, should be re-
opened.  However, it had been un-
fortunate that she was out of the
State when the second enquiry was held;
it had been impossible to bring her for-
ward, and with the consent of both par-
ties the evidence given by her before Mr,
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Lilly was put in. He (the Attorpey
(General) was prepared to admit that this
was a case in which there was a very

serious confliec of testimony. But
if the contingent -ecircumstances were
taken into aceount, and the value
of the festimony weighed in the
light of these cireumstances, he

did not think it was possible to eome to
any other eonclusion than that the lady
had proved her charges. The case had
been settled, so far as the Ministey was
concerned, before he joined the Govern-
ment. Ministers iiad had an opportunity
of going through the evidence.  They
had before them the report of Mr. Sayer;
and all hon. members who eome into con-
taet with that gentleman knew that if
there was any man able to see both sides
of a question, it was Mr. Sayer. Having
all the facts before them, and having the
advice of Mr. Sayer and the advice of
the late Attornev General, Cabinet sitting
as a court of appeal, so to speak, had
come to the conclusion that this matter
could not he re-opened. He thought
hon. members might well aceept the find-
inz of the Cabinet as conelusive.
But Parliament had now the faets before
them. and it would be possible for hon.
members to point out whether he, in his
endeavour in a short compass to put the
main faets before them, had left out any
thing that 'shonld have been said. The
Clovernment had no wish to burk enquiry
in the matter; their only wish was to do
substantial justice. There could be no
doubt whatever that in eoming to the
conclusion they had veached they had
come to it only after full enquiry. and
they were entitled to ask ihe House to
eonfirm that decision.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): The At-
torney General apparently flattered him-
self that lie had dealt with the matter in a
very brief fashion; as a matter of faet
the Minister had spent eonsiderable time
in carefully avoiding the issue hrought
forward. The whole of his speech
had heen a laboured effort to avoid
the point hrought forward hy the
member for Subiaco. It seemed a
regrettable thing that in a matter
whieh some hon. members, and he for
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one, helieved to he a gross injustice to
a citizen of the State, the Minister eould
ireat it in the fashion he had done. It
seemed to him {Mr. Bath) that the policy
of the Ministry in this matter had been
not to give auy redress whatever to Mr,
Behan, no matter what evidence was
brought forward, or whatever the re-
sult of the eommission of inquiry might
have been. The member for Subiaco had
stated that both parties, or al least Mr.
Beluu, had agreed to submit his ease
to the Commissioner appointed by the Go-
velnntent. And seeing that Ministers
themselves had an apportunity of ap-
puinting the eommission. and must have
considered the Commissioner eapable of
hiolding the enquiry, it was a verv unjust
thing that after that inquiry had arrived
at a result favourable to Mr. Behan,
Ministers tried to avoid the obligation
entailed hy the commission. He {Mr,
Ballt) had had an opportunity of going
through the papers in 1907, and he hoped
that cvery memher of the House would
take the trouble to go through the papers
and examine the evidence taken at hoth
inquiries, i which case all hon, members,
if they rerarded the malter apart from
their support or oppaosition to the Minis-
trv, would agree with him that an injustice
had been done; and that it was the doty
of the Ministry to remedy that injustice.
In the first place the particulars submitted
to the inquiry held in July by Mr. Lilly
indicated that one of the first daties of
the Ministry should be to inquire closely
into the manner in which justiee, or so-
called justice, was administered in the
caol to the officers of the gaol. An in-
quiry should certainly be held into the
happy family relalions existing bhetween
the visiting justices, those having control
of the gacl. and the ehaplain, In 1907 he
had mone through the papers and dealt
with Behan'’s case when speaking on the
gaols’ vote on the Estimates. OFf conrse
his remarks were somewhat eurtailed, but
he eould not do better than read the ve-
pert of that speech. On that occasion he
said—

“The Premier should ere thiz have
dealt with the case of ex-trade-instrue-
tor Behan, formerly employed m the
Fremantle prison and dirmissed in eon-
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sequence of a eomplaint by a prisoner’s
wife. The ease arose some years ago,
and had been ventilated more than once
in the newspapers. In 1903 the mem-
her for Sublaco (Mr. Daglish) moved
for the papers. Behan bad been fight-
ing all along for a re-bearing of his
case, as he was smarting under a sense
of injustice. Though originally a more
serious eomplaint was laid by the wife
of {he prisoner yel the emnplaint when
hniled down for submiszion to the gaol
authorities amounted to  a statement
that Behan had offered tv fake letiers
from her 1o her hushand in prisen. As
a matter of fact Behan had not been
empleved in that part of the zaol
where the prisoner was vonfined, did
not ecome in eontaet with hink and had
no opportunity of eonveying letters to
hims even if willing.”

This faet could he suppurted

papers snbmitted to the House,

enntinued —

“The lady complained that Beham
had spoken to her in a railway train
hetween Fremantle and Subiaen: hut
even af the inquiry held by Mr. Lilly,
J.P.. it was found that for this inter-
ference to take place the lady must
have waited for a train later than that
hy which she could have reached her
destination.  The cvidence of (wo
wentlemen whom he (Mr. Bath) kuew
well, and whose word he would accept
—Mr. Snell and Mr. Phillips—was en-
tirely in favour of Mr. Behan”

Those wentlemen were personally known
to him as reputahle men. The Attor-
ney General had referred tn the faet that
the evidence was given four years agn,
and that it was not likely the witnesses
would have a elear memory as fo the eir-
cumstances: but as a matter nf fact con-
siderable interest was taken in the ques-
tion at the time, and if was known that
the member for Subiaco {Mr. Daglish)
had moved fur a seleet committee to oo
into it. Consequently the faets of the
case would always be fresh in the minds
of those gentlemen. The veport of his
remarks continued—

“In response to Behan’s representa-
tions, a (fazetle notice appeared on
Friday, 22nd March, appointing Mr.

by the
Then he
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Jull, the Public Serviee Commissioner,
as & Rowal Commissioner to inqguire
into the matter. At the informal in-
quiry before M. Lilly the lady was not
put on oath, nor was Behan or anfone
representing him permitied to cross-
examine her.  Subsequently she went
to New South Wales, and at the in-
quiry by Mr. Jull, Behan’s solicitor
agreed that the lady’s evidence might
he taken on eommission. But she re-
fused either to come here for gross-
examination or to be examined on com-
mission in New Sonth Wales.”
The Attorney General had another plea
that the woman was averse to fthe case
being re-opened as the whole cireum-
stances were distasteful to her. But it
must be remembered that the proceedings
were not publie, members of the Press
were not admitted, and there was no
chance of the evidence being published,
If she had been desirous of bringing her
ease substantially before the authorities
there was surelv no objection to giving
her evidenee on cowmission.

The Attorney General: She did not
wish to complain even in the first in-
stance.

Mr. BATH: One bad only to read the
evidence to realise that if the woman did
not wigh the facts to be known she took
very few precautions to prevent it, for
she discusséd the whole question with a
number of people. As a resulf of the en-
quiry instituted hy the Commissioner ap-
pointed by the Ministry, Behan was ex-
onerated. We now had the Ministry, in
order to avoid the necessity of ecarrying
out the finding of their Commissioner,
sheltering themselves behind the faet that
the Solicitor Cieneral had submitted a re-
port traversing, or in opposition to, that
of the Publie Service Commissioner. The
Solicitor General was in the position of
the Crown Proseeutor conducting the
ease on behalt of the Crawn, and was
really. after the decision bad been given,
in the position of the defeated counsel.

The Attorney General: The then At-
torney General came to the same con-
ciusion as the Solicitor General.

My, BATH: He might have done so in
order to support the attitude of his de-
partmental officer. The opinion of the
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Bolieitor General conld not he aceepted
as an impartial one on the merits of the
case, seeing that he had heen defeated at
the inquiry, That officer had the oppor-
funity, when appearing before the Pub-
lie Service Commissioner, to urge the ar-
guments he raised subsequently to the de-
eision being given, Surely that was the
time for him to pat forward his best ef-
furts, and not after the finding was made
known,

The Premier: Every Government since
1903 have considered the case, and were
of opinion that Behan had no claim for
compensation,

Mr. BATH: Mr. Drew’s minute did
not hear out that contention,

The Premier: That minute apparently
did not have much effeci on the Ministry
of the day.

Mr. BATH: After everyone had im-
agined the whole question had been left
to the jumsdiction of Mr. Jull, the Solici-
tor General traversed the decision of the
Commissioner, and in that respect was
doing an injustice towards Behan. In
faet, upon the whole question the Minis-
try had not acted in a proper spirit. They
seemed to be desirous of evading respon-
sibility, for they appointed a Commis-
sioner and, afier lie had investigated the
case, they refused to accept the verdiet.
The motion should be earried.

Mr. KEENAN (Kalgoorlie}: It would
be searcely fair in view of the faet that
he bad held an official position during the
time the inquiry took place before fthe
Public Serviee Commissioner, and was
cognisant of the whole matter, that he
should refrain from taking the full re-
sponsibility, or be silent in  a maller
where the conduct of one of the officers,
who had been under him at the time. was
impugned. The member for Subiace had
asked the House to act as a eourt of ap-
peal in the malter concerning the gentle-
man whose ease he put forward.

Mr. Daglish: No, T do not; but to
carry out the decision the Commissioner
arrived at,

Mr, KEENAN: The member had asked
Parliament to aet as the final eonrt of
decision, and had set that forward as the
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prerogative of the House, If that weie sv
ihe House would never exercise the pre-
rogative without possession of all the
faets. They would be putting themselves
in fhe position of any court of appeal,
which veserved to itself the right not
merely to eonform with the position taken
up by some other person, but alse if the
facts justified it to substitute any other
decision in len thereof. In the present
case it would he futile to ask the House
to come to a deeision unless all members
were vonversant with the faets in  an
equal degree to the Minister of (he de-
parinient eoncerned, who knew all about
them, by reason of the perusal of ewi-
dence, aind the advice on that evidence
eiven him by the responsible officers.
There were features in the case which had
not heen touched upon. The orviginal tran-
saction took place early in 1903, and an
inquiry was held whieh it was to be ad-
mitted was open to some eritietsm. State-
nients were iaken at that inquiry from
both parties. and as a result Behan was
callesl upon to resign. He tendered his
resignation on the 4th May. and for a
congiderable time afierwards no com-
plaint was heard as to the justice of the
decision,

Mr. Daglish: I wrote on the matter in
May, 1003.

Mr. KEENAN: If a person agsrieved
fell himself to he an innocent man, he
would, on being eulled on to resign, im-
mediately protest. One did not find inno-
cent men tendering their resignation
inmely. Tt was obvinus that such a man
would in the shape of an official remon-
stranee resent the request., There was no
such thing in this case. If one were to
comte to any conelusion on the eonduet
of the principal, apart from the inquiry
into the faets, it would be that the party
cancerned had no real defence.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30
p.m.) .

Mr. KEENAN: It was impossible not
to take into consideration the fact when
aceusations were made against Behan
thai he was ecalled upon to resign.
He did so without any protest whatever.
Tt was irne that the memher for Subiaco
on the 20th May, sixteen days after the
date of the resiznation, wrote to the then
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Colonial Secretary and the hon. member
had =een the Colonial Seerelary mnd dis-
cussed ihe matter with him previcusly
to writing the letter. That really did oot
alter the strength of the faet that the per-
son himself who was mostly interested
had not made any remonstranee whatever.
It eould not be denied that te all persons
in an official capacity there was an open
and easy method, and a prompt ethad of
remonstrating against what they consid-
ered to he improper I(reattment. We found
in this case that until members moved My,
Beban had woi taken any zction in lhe
nature of a protest. Tt was true that the
membher [or Subizeo dil move in the mat-
ter on the 20th May, 1903, Tie no (Joubt
then felt, as his letter intimaled. thal it
was a case of pross injustice, but it re-
mained a case of injustice in May. 1904,
and continned to be a erving injustice.
to use the hon. member’s own phirase, dur-
ing the thirteen months that the Govern-
ment that he so ably led was in power.
When the hon, member found himseli in a
position of greater responsibility, and less
freedom, he rightly perceived that one
eould make a complaint as a private mem-
ber, but as a member of an executive
Government he must hesitate to enter-
tain these complaints: and so in faet the
malivn maved by the member fiur Subiaco
was a motion of ecensure against every
Government that had heen in power since
Behan’s dismissal. If it were a erving
injustice. and if Government after Gov-
ernment had not dealt with the matter, it
must be said that it was greatly to the
discredit of the Government, and wreatly
to the discredit of the Government that
presided over the affairs of the country
during 1%4-5. He (Mr. Keenan} pre-
ferred to eome to the conelusion
that all the Governments had dis-
passionately  considered the eirenm-
stances, and they had arrived at
the determination, however reluctanily,
that there was no oceasion for any aetion
on their part. With regard to the taking
of Mrs, Hillyar's evidence, some import-
ance was attached to the fact that she re-
fused to be a witness, and that no means
were taken to compel her to give evidence.
Myrs. Hillvar had not resided in the State

for a conciderable time past. Tt wonld
*
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not have been possible to compel her at-
tendance before the commission. Even if
an appliecation had been made to rake
evidence on commission he doubted
whether it would have been possible to
compel Mys. Hillvar to come forward and
give evidence in the State in which she
resided. One could understand her re-
luctance; she was a woman who was made
for the time being almost a vietim of per-
secution by Behan. She must have felt
not merely embarrassed, but more than
that, and it was not a matter for surprise
that she should bhe extremely reluctant to
in any way again be brought into the mat-
ter. One had to respect the feelings of a
woman, and the feelings of the woman
in this particular case. Tt was his inten-
tion next to deal with the matters which
were inguired into by Mr. Jull who was
appointed as the Commissioner, and with
the findings he made. If the House were
‘to adopt the motion moved by the memher
for Subiaco it must do so after it had
taken upon itself the functions of a court
of appeal that had inquired exhaustively
into the evidence, and after it had fully
satisfied itself that a proper verdict was
found was one in favour of Behan. What
was the case that Behan put forward be-
fore the Commissioner? In the words of
tire Conimissioner it was that the Superin-
tendent of the gaol did not pet on well
with Behan, and for that reason this offi-
cer deliberately conspired with Mrs. Hill-
var with a view to proeuring Behan’s re-
moval from the serviee, and that this
eonspiracy enlminated in the Superin-
tendent of the gaol declaring that Behan
had agreed to ronvey a letler from Mrs.
Hiliyar to her hnsband who was then in
ganl. If the evidence sustained the, case
put forward by Behan it would warrant
action of a drastic character against the
Superintendent of the prison. Tt would
he a most damning piece of evidence
against him to imagine that he conld enter
into a conspiracy with a prisoner’s wife
becanse it was alleged that he was not on
good terms with one of the State officers
who wag under his control. PBefore such
a charge conld be accepted as proved, we
shonld reruire more evidence and evidence
far different from that brought forward
hy Behan at the inquiry. Dealing gener-
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ally with the inquiry, when a gentleman
like Mr. Jull was selected; no doubt for
some purpose it would have been difficult
i select a better man, but when Mr. Jull
was asked to aceept judicial funetions, to
fully weigh the evidence and diseriminate
belween witnesses and direet himself to
come to a conelusion whieh the evidence
warranted, we were putting on  that
gentleman a duty that he was wholly un-
snited for, Tt was not his (Mr. Keen-
an’s) intention to offer one word of criti-
cism on Mr. Jull in the matter; it was
sufficient thot he was wholly unsnited tor
the duty he was called upon to discharge.

Mr. Hudson: The hon. member had
only six more minutes to go.

Mr. KEENAN: If there were only
five mere minutes to go, it might be pos-
sible for him to do very useful work in
that time. The House had only to eomn-
sider the main line of evidence and the
main faecls produced_before the Commis-
sioner and it would be pointed out how
the Commissioner’s finding was entirely
opposed to any just inference that could
he drvawn from sueh evidence. The
case for the publie serviee was that
Mr. Behan for reasons that were
best knowu to himself was attracted
to Mrs. Hillyar, when he sought her com-
pany, followed her about, and thrust his
attentions on her, and that she was under
the impression that he was a detective
who was watching her, hecause unfor-
tunately her husband had zot into trouhble.
She thought his object was to connect her
husband with certain letters relafing to
the internal management of the gaol
which were appearing in the daily press
at that time.  According to her state-
ment, n order to ingratiate himself he
offered to convey a letter from her to
her husband. Evidence in support of
Mrs. Hillyar's story was given hefore Mr.
Lilly. She stated that she was emploved
in a certain office at Fremantle, and for
the purpose of her employment she was
given by her employers a free pass on
the railway from Fremantle to Perth.
She used to travel between Fremantle
and Perlh, and no other station. She
could not fix a definite date when Behan
first spoke to her, but she mentioned the
names of two reputahle persons to whom
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she spoke at the time, and {o whom she
complained of the attentions this man
was offering to her. Both these persons
were examined, and they confirmed her

story.

Mr. Enderwood: Was that statement
made on oath?

Mr. Bath: She was not put on oath
then.

Mr. KEENAN: The position was thal
the inguiry held before Mr. Lilly was not
held in the form that perhaps an inquiry
of such a character should have been held.
We could attach less or more weight fo
the statements of both Behan and Mrs.
Hillyar according to how we felt in our
own consciences. She did complain, but
she conld not take Behan to the court
and show bhim. She merely complained
thai she was annoyed, and the people who
suported her confirmed that. Could it
be suggested if the House were acting as
jurors, that it was not a matter of great
importance that if aecording o the
wolan's story she was being persecuted
by Behan and had spoken to others about
him, and that such a statement should be
confirmed by others. It should weigh
very strongly with them. There was one
admission made by Beban it was true—
it was not made on oath, but it eould be
ireated as being equally as important as
if it had been made on oath—and that
was that he was returning from his work
and a lady who was Mrs. Hillyar was
occupying the compartment in a railway
carriage which he entered. This state-
ment was taken down by Mr. Lilly, and
was signed by Behan. It could not for
a moment be doubted ihat to that extent
ber story was corroborated by that ad-
mission. Again, Behan said that he saw
the lady on two or three other occasions,
and on one of these occasions she entered
the same earriage of the train in which
he was travelling. There was no doubi
about this, that on one occasion Behan
entered the earriage in which she was
travelling, and that on another oceasion
she entered the earriage that be oceupied
first, and they travelled together. Of
course Mr. Behan had denied that he
offered to take the letter. To have ad-
mitted that would have been to put an
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end to his case. One point for the House
to consider was as to whether, after a
matter had been exhanstively dealt with
in departmental inguiry, an aggrieved
person was to go to some pember of Par-
liament and ask him to use the Honse as
a final eourt of appeal in which to thrash
out his ease. Ewver since 1903 that had
been going on. Mr., Behan had had the
valnable assistance of his member., He
(Mr. Keenan) did not object to that:
what he ohjected to wasg the prineiple of
using the floor of the House as a final
eourt of appeal .

Mr. Johnson: We would soon have a
nice state of affairs in the Service if that
right did nof, exist.

Mr. KEENAN: The hon. member
would have one assent to the doetrine
that the permanent heads of departments
were prepared to sacrifice the officers
under them, and that for the proteetion
of the subordinate officers it was neces-
sary to have Parliament perpetually sit-
ting as a court of appeal. Tt seemed to
him (Mr. Keenan) absurd that Parlia-
menf, should be ever prepared to rein-
vestigate any charge brought forward,
notwithstanding that it had been already
dealt with by the heads of departmenls.
Why was not one proper and complefe
inquiry sufficient?

Mr. Daglish: I definitely agreed to ae-
cept the Commissioner's finding.

Mr. KEENAN: If the hon. member’s
feelings were so hurt in this matter, why
noi, tell the House his reasons for re-
maining inactive for over 13 mouths.
Why bad he not taken action when
the power was in his hands to do so.
In the course of his (the Attorney Gene-
ral's) experience he had met men of the
highest character who would abhor to be
party to any act of injustice, but he had
never met ahy man more conscientious in
that respect than was the Solicitor
General. Had he (Mr. Keenan)
still been the official chief of that
officer he would not have said
this; bat as there was not the least pro-
bability of their relations in that respeet
ever being restored, he had no hesitation
in speaking thus of the Solieitor General.
And when Mr. Sayer had gone into a case
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as exhanstively as he had done in respect
to this case, and when he recommended
that there was no case made out for the
petitioner, then his finding should be
as exhaustively-as he had done in respect
If there had been the least room for doubt
in ihe matter the Solicitor General would
have been the first to have given the peti-
tioner the advantage of that doubt.
Resolved: That motions be eontinued.

My, CNDERWQOD (Pilbara): When
endeavouring a little earlier fo get some
information from the Attorney General,
Lhe {Mr. Underwood) had been told in a
superior manner that be was incapable of
taking a juwlicial view of the queslion.
Since then he had been trying to apply a
jndieial mind to the consideration of the
matter before the House; and he could
not help saying that be had been unable
to diseover anything judieial in fhe pie-
tare ot the Attorney General trying to
have accepted as conelusive, evidence of
what one woman had told another. From
the evidence it was seen that one lady had
told another lady that a gentleman h#
conme into the railway carmiage in which
she was riding and had annoyed her with

. his proposals. It was to be assumed that
in those days carriages running befween
Perth and Fremantle were made for not
mare than two. If hon. members would
apply a judicial mind to this point, it
would be found that the lady’s evidence
was somewhat erratic. Again, the evidence
diselosed that the lady, in order to aveid
the attentions of Mr. Belan, had delayed
from the train in which she was accus-
tomed to travel and had waited three-
quarters of an hour for another. Yet,
strange to say, Mr. Beban had turned up
on the later train. And it was to be re-
membered that on these trains eompart-
ments were set apart for ladies; eompart-
ments in which no man was allowed to
enter. If a jndicial mind were applied to
it, it would he seen that instead of waiting
three-quarters of an hour for another
train, all that the lady had required to do
was to catch her usual train and enter a
ladies’ compariment. He had come to the
conelusion that there was nothing whatever
judicial in what the Attorney General had
gaid, but that it was just plain “tripe.”

{ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. DAGLISH (in reply): It was to
be regretted that it had been thought ne-.
eessary to make advocates’ speeches in re-
gard to this question. Houn. members who
had pleaded that the House was not quali-
fied to act in a jndicial authority hkad at
the same time themselves made the
speeches of advocates. He had come for-
ward with no desire to discuss in detail
the evidence given at the ingmiry. It
seemed to him that this was undesirable in
the interests not only of the person ae-
cused, but likewise of the aceuser. It was
to be borne in wind that it was possible
even for a man to have a good reputation,
It was possible that while dwelling upon
the unblemished reputation of the person
who had made the eharge. the person who
suffered under the charge might have a
reputation equally unblemished. This he
thought could fairly be claimed in this
particular case. He did not think that the
evidence had heen fairly put before the
House by either the Attorney (eneral or
the member for Kaigoorlie {(Mr. Keenan).

fter all, there had been a great deal
more read into the evidence than the evi-
dence contained. The member for Kal-
goorlie had professed to he reading from
the Public Service Commissioner’s report,
matter that to the best of his (Mr. Dag-
lish’s) belief was really to be found in the
summary of the Solteitor General. Right
through ihere had been a large amount of
time given to the alleged allegation that
certain impropriety of conduet had been
commiited by 3r. Behan, even if no actual
offer, such as that he was alleged to have
made, had been preferred. The allegation
by Mrs. Hillyar made before Mr. Lilly
epnlained nothing whatever of a serious
nature refleeting on the person charsed,
except in regard to the alleged offer that
he would convey a letter. There was
merely a very little general conversalion,
And, right through, the ease had nothing
like the seriousness the Attorney General
had attempted to give it. The Attorney
General had made a great feature of the
corrohoraltion in favour of Alrs. Hillyar's
siatemenf, and had attached no import-
ance whatever to the corroboration given
to Mr. Behan’s stalement. Yel it was to
be remembered thai the corroboration for
Mrs. Hillyar's statemeni consisted simply
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in the fact that she had heen cousistent in
her story.  She bud told a consistent tale,
and, seeing that the tale was a very short
one, all that the consisteney intimated
was fhe possession of a good memory.
There wes no other corroboration what-
ever. She had told ceriain persons the
same tale which a little time afterwards
she told to the Sheriff.

Mr. Horan: That is no corroboration at
all,

AMr, DAGLISH: Probably that view
was correct. On the other hand there was
corroboration of Mr, Behan’s statement by
three witnesses who had corroborated cer-
taih cirenmstances that happened in the
train, and in regard to his getting into the

“train. It was a much more important
«corroboration than that given to Mrs. Hill-
var. It was pointed out by the Attorney
General that it was diffieult for Messrs.
Snell, Phillips, and Smitk to remember
what had happened so long ago, but the
matter was published in the Press imme-
diately after the diswissal took place, and
knowing Mr. Phillips and Mr. Snell he
{Mr, Daglish) was prepared to assert that
it was impossible to find more veputable
and reliable witnesses. Unfortunately,
Mr. Phillips was since dead.

The Attorney General: There is no evi-
dence that the woman Smith saw was
Mrs. Hillyar.

Mr. DAGLISH: There could be no
confusion in regard to the evidence of
Messrs. Phillips and Snell.

The Attorney General: It was relating
to a period antecedent to these events al-
together.

Mr. DPAGLISH: Onpe would not be
justified in disregarding anything they
swore to. Even the Atftorney General ad-
mitted that Mr. Snell's eorroboration was
important.

The Attorney General: No, it is a ques-
tion of dates.

Mr. DAGLISH: These gentlemen were
not acquainted with Mr. Behan; it was
qnite by aceident Mr. Behan came in
contact with them, They were in no way

_mixed up with either side, and the only
purpose they had to serve was that of
unprejudiced persons anxious to help the
inguiry, More relianee must be placed on
their evidenee than on the uncorrobor-

ated evidence on either side. If members
were to consider this matier from the
weight of evidence, they must bear in
mind that on one hand a man’s livelihood
and reputation were at stake, and they
must give the benefit of the doubt in fav-
our of what the man had at stake. The
repuiable citizen had as mueh right to
consideration as the law gave io the dis-
reputable, and the publie servant had the
same right to have his case fully sub-
slantiated against him as the prisoner at
the bar, bot in this ease British justice
had been denied to Mr. Behan.

Mr. Walker: He was iried and ae-
quitted, and then tried over again,

Mr, DAGLISH: Mr. Beban was noi
tried, bul was found guilty without trial,
and on appeal a trial was held at which
he was honourably acqnitted ; and the mo-
tion to-day was not an attempt to bhave
the case renewed but was an attempt to
have the acquittal registered and enforeed.
The member for Kalgoorlie {Mr.Keenan)
had made a great deal about the supposed
fact that Mr. Behan had resigned with-
out protest. That was not the case. Mr.
Behan could not be said to have resigned
in esseuce, beeause resignation as an act
was voluntary, and Mr. Behan’s instrue-
tion was to hand in bis resignation or be
dismissed.  Under the compulsion Mr.
Behan had written out a resignation, but
this not being couched in proper phrase-
ology in the view of the Superintendent
of Prisons, had to be re-written in dif-
ferent subslance. The Attorney General
had pointed to the fact that it was diffi-
eult to remember. This was also shown at
the inquiry before the Public Serviee
Commissioner, because the Superinten-
dent of Prisons, although able to remem-
ber conversations, was not able to re-
member whether iwo resignations were
written out. The Publie Service Commis-
sioner had drawn attention to this want
of memory on the part of the Superin-
tendent. However, it was not the business
of any member of Parliament to go into
the details of the ease. To form an opin-
ion, members must read those details for
themselves with unprejudiced minds. It
was a pity the issue had been confused.
The plain issue was: when the Govern-
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ment gave an unbiased inguiry and es-
tablished thieir own tribunal should the
Cabinet treat that tribunal with respect;
should they honour the judgment of the
body set np by themselves, or simply
transfer the judgment to the waste paper
basket ?

The Attorney General: This is an ap-
peal.

Mr. DAGLISH: No, That was where
the Attorney (eneral and the member
for Kalgoorlie had misled the House, per-
haps unintentionaliy; because they had
led the House to helieve this was an ap-
peal. It was no appeal; it was simply
trving to get the Executive to act on the
verdiet already given. That was the point
the member for Kalgoorlie had slurred.
That hon. member objected to the House
sitfing in review on a rueslion like this.
Tt was heeause che ohjected to the Gov-
ernment sitting in review on the matter
that the motion was submitted. The Gov-
ernment had appointed the Public Ser-
viee Commissioner to take sworn evi-
dence and to have the opportunity of see-
ing the demeanour of witnesses, which
opportunity had, apparently, settled the
inquiry before Mpr, Lilly; yet members
of the Cabinet, many of them not having
seen the file, not possessing the knowledge
the Public Service Commissioner had,
nor having had an opportunity of ob-
serving the demanour of witnesses, de-
cided o upset the verdiet of the tribunal
thev appoinfed. And Mr. Sayer, with or
without a brief, had written a review of
the Commissioner’s finding and of .the
very words in which the finding .was
¢ouched, As the member for Kalgoorlie
had said, Mr, Saver would not be wil-
fully a party to injustice to anyone in-
side or outside the public service, but Mr,
Sayer suffered from ordinary hummn fal-
libility. A man who was an advoeate on
one side of a case could not immediately
afierwards cease to be an advoeate and
give a fair opinion on the judgment. Yet
thut was the position in which Mr. Sayer
was placed, and it was an unfair posi-
tion in which to plaee him. It was impos-
sible for any advacate losing a case to
inmediately afterwards write an impar-
fial summary of the judsze’s decision.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Heitmann: Tt was not fair to ask
him.

Mr. DAGLISH : Nor was it fair to the
person appealing. The Attorney General
had made a lot of lengthy observations
with apparently no particglar purpose
except that of educating the person mak-
ing them. The hon. member had set out
to find out what were the facts of the
case, and as he eould hardly expect the
House to wait until he had read the evi-
dence, had read it out to the House, edu-
eating himself as he went along, not un-
naturally finding his edneation woefully
incomplete at the end. He {3z Dnglish)
had no desire to follow that precedent.
His desire was simply to read the judg-
ment unclouded by any of the surround-
ing comments, whose inelusion le re-
gretted, because they had afforded an-
other opportunity of dragging the atten-
tion of members away from the point at
issne. The judgment of the Commissioner
apart from the verbiage that helped to
confuse the issue, was—

“Your Commissioner is thervefore of
epinion that the charges made against
Mr. Beban are not only unsustained
but are probably also anirve. Your
Excelleney’s Commission directs vour
Commissioner to investigate fully into
the causes and circumstanees surround-
ing the retirement from the publie ser-
vice of ex-warder F., M, Behan. e
therefore begs to state that in his op-
inion the inguiry held by the late Mr.
Lilly, J.,, the result of which was that
Behan was compelled to leave the ser-
viee, was a most inadequate one, and
that it was inevitable that it should he
questioned if the nature of it beeame
lnown.”

The whole of the finding was comprised
in the sentence—

“Your Commissioner is therefore of
opinion {hat the c¢harges made against
Mr. Behan are not only unsustained but
are probably also untrue.” '

If we were to have regard to the feelinns
of those who made the charges, we mupst
equally have regard to the feelings of
those against whom the charges were
made. We must feel some derree of
sympathy towards a man who fur seven
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yeéars had been walking about, under tha
shadow of a charge which cost him his
living as a public servant, and which was
not only unsustained, but also probably
untrue. A deal had been said in repard
to the delay, but that was in no way the
fauli of the accused, who kept clamouring
for an inquiry until the matter went be-
fore Mr. Jull. The accused goi his in-
guiry eventually, and cheerfully agreed
to aecept whatever finding might bhe ar-
rived at as one against which he would
make no appeal. He was prepared lo
bow to the decision if it were adverse.
When the decision was given Behan
thought the vindieation would carry the
natural consequeunces; first of all that Lhe
decision wonid be published—it uever
had heen—and then that be shonld be re-
instated, a conrse necessary in order to
vindieate fully his charaeter in the eyes
of those who knew bim. That idea had
not heen realised. He hoped members
would. set aside all feeling of prejudice
in favour of or against public officers,
or in favonr of or against either party,
that they would forget the persons, und
in doing so render justice. He did not
ask that harm should be done to Mis.
Hiliyar, but merely that justice should
be rendered by the House to a man who
had suffered without deserving to, jus-
tice to a eitizen who had so long laboured
under an undescrved stigma. He hoped
the motion would commend itself to mem-
bers.

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

Ayes . .. 10
Noes .. . o2
Majority against .. 2
AYES.
Mre. Bdih Mr. O’Loghlen
+ Mr. Colller Mr, W. Price
Mr. Daglish Mr. Scaddan
Mr., il Mr. Swan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heltmann Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Ware
. Mr. Horan Mr. A. A, Wilsen
, Mr. Tlud:ou Mre. Troy
Mr, Johnson (Teller).
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Noes.
Mr. Apgwln Mr. Hayward
Mr. Brown ! Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Butcher ! Mr. Male
Mr. Caraon Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Davles Mr. Nanson
Mr. Draper | Mr. Qaborn
Mr. George Mr. J. Price
Mr. Gordon " Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Gregory Mr. Layman
Mr. Hardwick (Peller).

Question thus negatived.

MOTION — AGRICULTURAL MA-
CHINERY, STATE MANUFAC-
TURE.

Mr. HEITMANN (Cue) moved—

That in the opinion of this House it
is desirable that, in order to assist the
farmets and at the same time provids
work for people within the Stale, the
Governmen! should al onee undertake

the manufacture of agricultural ma-
chinery,

He said: In introducing the motion
standing in my name I desire first of gl
to make it as clear as posstble to memboers
that T bring it forward entirely without
party feeling. I remeniber some few
nights agzo, when discussing the question
of the civil serviee. I was accused by in-
ference of pandering to a certain section
of the ecommunity, Although repre-
senting a mining constitvency I belicve
it is my duty, as it is that of every mem-
ber, to look beyond the particular indus-
try npon which my electors depend, anad
view rather all the industries of the
State. We all know we cannot depend
on any one industry for the future wel-
fare of Western Australia.  Although
representing, as I do a mining eonstirn-
ency, I am one of those who helieve that
agriculture will, before many years lhave
passed, be the chief industry of the Siate,
and the chief factor towards the welfare
of Western Australia. As one who has
had, perbhaps, a bitter experience in the
mining industry and while prepared to
admit that Western Australia has a great
deal to thank the mining industry for, [
shall welcome the time when we ean re-
move our wining population on to the
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agricultural lands of the State. I think
- that becanse, from my experience, I know
the mining industry is one that, while
giving great returns to Western Aus-
tralia, and while giving great returns to
some individuals in and out of this State,
is not what one might call a permanent
industry, and does not benefit to any great
extent the workers in it. Therefore, I
have come to the conclusion that we must
look to the agrieultural industry for the
future welfare of the State. I am pre-
pared to go even beyond the lengths of
some of the agricultural members them-
selves in  assisting that industry.  The
farming industry has been fostered to a
very great extent, and that fostering is
justified, as will be realised in a few
years.

Myr. Gourley: Fostered at the expense
of the mining industry.

My, HEITMANN: That may be so,
and by the motion I am now moving I
will assist the farmers to an even greater
extent, but in this case without asking
apything from any other industry. My
proposal is that the Government sbhould
undertake the manufacture of ag’riculturf'll
machinery, I might be said that this
work should be left to private enterprise,
but I wounld say in reply that if it is good
enough to assist the industry with the
funds of the Savings Bank, which belong
to the people of the State, it is good
enongh to go further and assist the indus-
try by providing it with a,g,q*icultur?l
machinery at what I believe to he a fair
price. We assist the settler in various
ways, for we have very liberal land laws,
we give him the assistance of the Agrieul-
tural Bank, we are prepared from the
moment he goes on to the land to lend
him money from the bank on the work
he does on his selection. We have heen
forced to do that simply because private
enterprise was not prepared to give 'the
assistance the Government now provide.
If it is wrong to assist these settlers by
giving them agricultural machinery at a
reasonable cost, it is also wrong to assist
them with the funds of the Savings Bank.
Instead of following the proposal of the
Government as outlined by the Minister
for Lands, when introducing the Agrienl-
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tural Bank Aet Amendment Bill the other
evening, whereby special grants are to be
made for the purpose of enabling the
settlers to obtain agricultural machinery
manufactured here, it would be better to
devote our attenfion to the price agricul-
turists Lhave to pay from the funds of the
Agricaltural Bank or otherwise for mach-
inery obtained from the manufacturers
in this or the Eastern States, or beyond
Australia. After travelling through vari-
ous parts of the State and diseussing the
question with the farmers, I am salisfied
that the price charged for agrieultural
machinery is far beyond what it should
he. The other evening the member for
Swan gave us an outline of what he
thought was the initial eost to a farmer in
providing himself with machinery when
going on the land. That hon. member set
the sum down at about £270 for a start.

Mr. Bath: That was to pay the cash
instalinents,

Mr. HEITMANN: The member for
Swan, when diseussing the question of
agricultural machinery said the initial
outlay for agricultural machinery, in-
cluding horses and plant, generally was
£270 to start with, .

Mr. Jacoby: It is over £500.

My. HEITMANN: We will take £275
as being the initial expenses.

Mr. Jacoby: The machinery wonld cost
£225 alone.

Mr. HEITMANN: My desire is to as-
sist the men when I think they should
be assisted, and that is the peried when
it is stated they require machinery to the
extent of over £200. T want to make it
as easy as possible for the man going on
the land to make a suceess of his under-
taking. I think that the life of the
farmer as compared with that of the
miner is an ideal one. The farmer in his
occupation has something to ook forward
to, he has some ambition, and also some
security, whiech is not the ease in
mining and other industries. I am quite
prepared to go a long way to assist that
man in settling on the land and to assist
him when we have put him on the land.
With reference to the manufacture of
machinery under the provision of the
Agricultural Bank Bill now before the
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House, we provide that paymenis of
something up to £100 may be made by
the bank for the purchase of machinery
manufactured in the State. I am of
opinion that even this will pot induce
manufacturers to start operations in
Western Auiralia. We are forced to the
position that for vears, ever since Feder-
ation. one might say, although I do not

altogether Dblame Federation for this
state of affairs, comparatively few
manufacturers have remained in

Western Australia, and 1 believe it is
true that some of those big firms whieh
lhad branches in Western Australia, since
the removal of inter-State duties have
transferred their works to Melbourne, and
are manufacturing there on a bigger scale.
That i» only natural, and instead of look-
ing forward to the time when a private
individual will start manufactures, I
think the only way we are going to give
agrienlturists assistance in this direction
is by the State itself manufacturing the
machinery. We will be giving farmers
machinery at a fair price, at about 40
per cent. less than they are paying at the
present time, and we will be ereating a
better market for their produce, and we
will also provide work for our own peo-
ple. We are complaining of the very
small increase in our population, and at
the same time the farmer complains of it.
Yet if we want to buy a plongh or a
harvester, or a drill, it is ten chances to
one that the man who is eomplaining of
want of populafion sends to Ameriea or
fo some other part of the world for mach-
inerv. T want to get over that difficulty,
and T believe it can be got over.

Mr. Jacoby: A lot of these machines
are covered by patent.

Mr. Gordon: If you have not the
patent you cannot mannfacture the
machinery.

Mr. HEITMANN: We can get patents
and manufaecture for less than the farmers
are paying at the present time. I will
show later on the cost of manufacturing
these implements, and the estimated cost
given hy an expert who was appointed
by a HRoyal Commissien in Vietoria, and
I will also give the prices charged to the
-farmers in Western Australia and other
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parts of Australia. It may be suggested
that we cannot compete with these big
firms. It is well koown that they
produce in great numbers. The Sunshine
Harvester Company in Victoria has a
huge factory and its output is very con-
siderable. I will say that it will be al-
most impossible for a small manufacturer
to start in Western Australia and expect
to be able to compete with such a firm
in the Laslern States, The Minister for
Lands when introducing his Bill, eom-
menting upon this aspect of the question’
said that he desired not to eentralise, not
to have one factory in Perth, but he
wanted to see agricultural implemenis
manufactured in the various agricultural
towns throughout the State. If he gave
a second thought to that question he must
see that it was absnlutely impossible for a
small manufaeturer to compete with rhe
bix people in other parts of the world,
It wounld be impossible for a man to
start say at Northam and turn out three
or four, or a dozen agrieultural imple-
ments a year. It is well known that the
suceess of the big firms depends entirely
upon the namber of implements theyt
turn out and sell during the year., There
is no doubt in my mind that the State
can ecompete with outsiders, and there
is no argument against the Siate manu-
factaring as far as the cost of produetion
is concerned. This argmment has been
applied to the eonstruction of railway
rolling stoek. The Premier himself has
argned that the Government can build
volling stock cheaper than a private con-
tractor can, and this has also been proved
in connection with the manufacture of
pipes at Fremantle,

Mr. Daglish: At Subiaco.

Mr. HEITMANN: We were paying the
manufacturers at Subiaco a certnin price
for a mile of pipes, and we were able to
get for the same price a mile and a quar-
ter made at Fremantle, That is according
to the evidence obtained by the Royal
Commission. The same thing applies o
Government eontracts in this State. I was
told by & public servant only reeentiy that
during the time some big works were beine
constructed at Midland Junetion the Gav-
ernment were paying £14 a ton for lattice-
work girders. and they desired to push the
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work on and they let some of it to con-
tractors, They were really paying a littie
over £7 to their own men for doing the
work, and the part let to contractors cost
this State something like £14 a ton.

Mr. George: Were they payng £7 for
wages, or did it inelude material?

Mr. HEITMANN : I eannot say for the
moment. I know it cost £14 a ton for pri-
vate constroetion. The same thing applies
to our railways, and there is not the sligl-
est donbt that no private contractor can
compete with the State in the constraction
of the State’s own work. It is palpable
that the difference beiween the Public
Works Department and the confractor iz
the profit that must go to the contracter.
There is one aspect of the gquestion which
I would like to dwell on for one moment,
and it is that even in a contract like the
construetion of the-Marble Bar railway—--
a2 work which in my opinion shounld nor
have been let by contract—we cannot get
away from the faci that it is necessary fo
employ a Government staff there to super-
vise what is being done by the conlractors’
supervisors. Another thing I take inlo
consideration is that when a contractor
puts in a tender he has always a certain
time in which to complete his work, and
ke can always allow a certain amount for
the money he will earn in the shape of
freights over the line until he hands that
line over. When the Works Depariment
are asked to eompete and put in a tender
they are not permitted fo make allowance
for what might be eavned by the railway
during the time it is wnder their control.
Coming back again to the guestion of ma-
chinery, I find that during 1907 our im-
ports into Western Australia were of the
value of £34,000, and in 1908 we jmported
machinery to the value of £104,000. 1t
shows that when we are calling out for
population it is time that we gave sowe
consideration to these matters, and just as
the Minister for Agriculture is endeavour-
ing to stop the importation of bufter and
other dairy produce it is time that we
turned our attention to fhis question of
wanufacluring machinerv. If the Agri-
cultural Bank is prepared to advance to
the farmers the sum of £100, will it goar-
antee the farmers that they will get their
machinery at a lower price than they are
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paying at present 7 1t is almost a certainty
that the prices will be regulated by the
prices existing outside Western Aunstralia,
angd ir will mean practically the same as
the farmers are paying at the present time,
I would like to mention a few figures in
connection with the cost of the manufae-
ture of this machinery. A Royal Commis-
sion was appointed by the Federal Gov-
ernment (o investigate the manufacture
of agricultural mnachinery, and they found
it was almost impossible to get what they
believed to be a fair estimate of the cost
from the manufacturers. At ail events
they found that the prices given to them
by eertain witnesses were quite different
from the prices given by other wit-
nesses, and particularly did they find
that the wanufacturer who manufactured
on a big scale gave his price as much
higher than the man who manufactured on
a small scale, To get as near as possible
to the aetunal eost of production of one of
these machines, the Federal Government
asked Mr. Woodrofie, the Chief Mechani-
cal Engineer in Vietoria, to purchase two
or three of these machines and go into the
question with Mr. Smith, the workshops
manager at Newport, and find ont what
the actual cost was. Tt was foond in con-
nection with the Suoshine harvesters that
the eost of labour was £28 10s. 5d., and the
material £16 0s. 3d.; a total of £45. In
eonnection with the International Har-
vester Company’s machines, the cost of
labour was £15 3s. 3d., and the material
£15 0s. 8d., or a total of £35.

Mr. Jacoby: Any interest on capital ¥

Mr. HEITMANN: T will come to that
in a moment. There is some doubt as to
whether it was really given in connection
with the estimate of the Newport work-
shops. It did not cover factory burden.

Mr, George: Simply labour and ma-
terial,

Mr. HEITMANN: Yes. That was the
estimale, allowing for the purchase of
larger quantities of material and making
a general allowance. The man who inves-
tigated the matter was thoronghly well
versed in it.

Mr. George: Mr. Woodroffe is all right.
What was the estimate?

Mr. HEITMANN: I will give the priee
which is charged to the farmer in different
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parts, particularly in relation to Western
Anstrelia. The cash price in Jerib from
Gardner Bros. is £82 10s., that is Mitchell
& Company’s harvester. For the Inter-
national harvester, Messrs. Georre Wills &
Co. agents, the cash price is £76, while for
the Sunshine harvester the cash price in
Perth is £78 10s.

Mr, Butcher: It cannot be bought for
that in Western Australia.

Mr. HEITMANN: I find I have made
a misiake in respect to the Sunsliine har-
vester, altkough the otheis are eorrvect.
Messrs. Mel<ay charge for the Sunshine
karvester in Melhourne £70; in Adelaide
£77; in Sydney £74 10s.; in Brishane £30,
and in Ferth £73 10s. That mmakes my
case all the better. If ii is said that you
ceannot purchase thers at the priee, then
we must consider this printed evidence as
heing incorrect. We can only expeect that
these agents will make out as good a case
as possible. We find that the cash price
for the Deering harvester in Perth is £85.
Messrs. Sandover & Co., agents for Messrs.
McKay, charge £78 10s.; Messrs. Throssell
& Company’s price is £77, while Messrs.
Wills & Co. charge £76 for the Deering
harvester. Coming, however, to the price
of drills, it will be seen that the same
difference cxists hefween the faclury price
and the priee chareed to agrieniturists, Tt
esn be seen by how. members in lonking
through this report of the Roval Commiz-
=ion that the price is altogether heyond
what could be expected. While we admit
that there are certain heavy charges in
connection with selling, ete., T think when
it goes to as high as 50 per cent. it is
altogether beyond a fair thing.

Mr. Gordon: Is that with terms?

Mr. HEITMANN: No, that is the
cazh price.  The interest charged for
terms runs as high as 23 per cent. in the
price of drills. I might say the manager
of the workshops in  Aelbourne, the
chief engineer, also purchased drills. He
hought a drill from the Deering Company
and one from the Mitehell Company.
The price of the Deering International
ran out, for labour and materisl,
£17 Gs. 7d., while that of the Miiehell
Company was £19 3s. 11d. It might be
interesling to turn over azain and see
w'at price is charzed to the farmer. The
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Ferth price for a drill 13 x 7 i3 £33, On
half payment with one bill they charge
34 per cent. interest; with two bills, 23
per cent. interest; and with three bills
20 per cent. interest.

The Minister for Works:
long are the bilts?

Mr. HEITMANN: This is taken as
purchased on the first November, 1008,
With one puyment as on the 1s{ June,
1809, £37 is charged. They are charged
34 per cent. interest. Then with the
payments extending over two years it
rons to 28%% per cent.; for three years
24 per cent.; and for four years, 18 per
eent.

The Minister for Works:
something wrong there.

Mr. HEITMANN: That is on the cost
of the machine. If is given here as the
rates of interest on a Sunshine drill. In
respect to Massey-Harris harvester you
pay £73 on one bill due and vou pay 27
per cent. interest on a two years' bill.
They charge £82.

The Minister for Works:
27 per cent.

Mr. Baih: He did not say per annum.
He has given the fizures as worked out
in the table.

The Minister
are wrongz: if
cent.

Mre, HEITMAXNN: The report reads—

“Tt will be seen from the above =fate-
ments that the rates of interest charged
reach as high, in the case of stripper
harvesters, as 27 per cent. for one
promissory note, for two promissory
notes, 17 per cent.; three promissory
notes 18 per eent., and on four promis-
sory nates 151% per cent.; while in the
caze of drills for one promissory note
it varies from 16 per cent. to 33 per
cent., for two promissory notes fram

13 per cent. to 2815 per cent., on three

promissory notes from 16 per cent. to

24 per cent., and on four pramnissory

notes from 13 per cent. to 20 per cent.

It has heen contended that these ex-

ceedinxly high rates of interest are

charged {o cover risk through default
of purchasers or lhose who fail to weet
the promissory notes when they become

For how

There is

That i+ not

for YWorks:
dzes 1l

Well. they
make 27 per
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due, but " your Commissioners would
point ont that in such cases an addi-
tional 10 per eent. is charged on all
unpaid or renewed promissery notes.
It has been further eontended that
there arve some few cases where the
purchasers fail altogether to complete
their contracts. As an answer to such
contention your Commissioners refer to
the statement of Mr. L. H. Cowles, of
the Tnternational Harvester Company,
who, at page 101 of the evidence (Q.
2118), estimates all losses on the sales
of harvesters for the year 1908-9
at 2 per cent. Your Commis-
sioners are therefore of opinion that
there is no justification for charging
such high rates of interest. Mr. Davis,
who has had 30 vears’ experience of
the trade, states that a few years ago
the rates of interest did not exceed 10
per cent. or 11 per cent. These figures
prove beyond any pessible doubt that
selling tliese implements on terms at
the high rate of interest charged is
moch nore remunerative than selling
for cash. With the present duties, if it
were not for the terms sales, the im-
porting firms wonld have to abanden
the business of selling harvesters. Your
Conunissioners are of opinion that an
attenipt should be made to liniik the in-
terest so that it shall not exceed 10 per
cent., which, in their opinion, is ample
to cover interest and risk.”
Then it goes on to give the siaiement of
interesis charped in the different parts.
Mr, Jacaby: What is the date of that
report?
Mr. HEITMANN: Ii was ordered io
be printed on the 30th July. 1909,
Mr, Jacoby: It is out of date.
Mr. HEITMANN: So far as the eost
of =elling and distributing machinery is
eoncerned the report goes on to say—

“The evidence is elear i(hat the cast
of selling and distributing the stripper
harvesters and drills throughout fhe
Commonwealth adds greatly to the cost
of the machines to ihe farmers, and in
some seazons it is alleged that they
rone as high as 30 per cent. on the cost
price. The rales usnally range from 15
per cent. to 34 per ceni.: averazing
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slightly over 24 per cenl.” In your
Commissioners’ opinion his pointz to
the necessity of the eonsumer and the
manufacturer being brought closer to-
wether,”
T think it is clearly to be seen by hon.
members that it is desirable to bring, if
possible, the farmer. the man who uses
the machine, nearer to the manufacturer,
and it seems to me the only way it can
be done is by the State indueing the
manufacturers here. It might be said that
the private enterprise people are pre-
pared to manufacture, but in view of the
years we have had and the opportunities
given them te manufacture here, it seems
to me almost hopeless to expect that they
will begin now. If it were possible to
creale manufactures in the small towns
as ontlined by the Minister for Lands,
and at the same time give the farmers the
machines at a small price, I would be pre-
pared to support it hy voting for the Bill
and advancing the farmers certain mo-
neys out of the Agriculiural Bank to pay
for the machinery, but T am satisfied 1t is
impossible for the small man to compete
against eompanies like the Sunshine Har-
vester Company and the Deering Inter-
naiional Harvester Company. In faet, in
the report of the Royal Commission it
is stated that in a short time the whole of
the harvester trade in Australin at all
events will be in the hands of the Sun-
shine Company, and it will rest wilh that
company to charge exactly what they like.
Tn Western Ansiralia they put on heavy
eharges. Tt costs as mueh as £7 10s. to
bring a harvester to \Western Australia
from Melthourne, and it is something
like £3 10s. on the cost of a drill. Alto-
gether, it may be coosidered that the
cost to the faymer is too high. A farmer
told me that he is paying £103 for a har-
vester. Of course, that is on terms. The
machines are built for something like
£45 each; that is the Vietorian machines.
There is a good deal more work in the
Vietorian maehine than in the American
machine. There is about 5cwt., more ma-
fertal in it, consequently there is more
work in it, and it costs considerably more
than the American machine. They are
turning them out in America at a much
less eost. However, I am afraid, if some-
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thing i= not done in the direciion I bave
indieated. very scon the cost of the -
chinery, instead of going down, will go
up. It is often said that without the pro-
tection now in Australia machines would
be cheaper, but it has been poinled out
that this is not so, and thal withouni State
interference it is impossible to regulate
the price. The machinery we get at from
£82 (o £100, according te the terms, is
heing sold in Argentine for £144, and
there they have free ports, any machines
heing allowed in beenuse there is no duty.
This does away with the idea that com-
petilion will bring down the price. 1 am
satisfied (hat when the Sunshine erowd
get hold of all the trade the machines will
be made more expensive to the farmers,
and I move this motion to get the matter
diseussed by the Government and by
members of tlie House, believing that the
farmer is paving a great deal too much
for his machinery. As 1 said previously,
by giving the machines to the farmer at
a reduced price 1t will assist him, and by
manufaeturing the machinery in the State
it will provide work for our people, and
at the same Lime a better market for our
farmers. There is nothing to prevent the
State from producing the machinery. The
patents will not prevent it. The State can
set (he patents just as well as private
people.  If private peuple started here
they would nat bave any advantage over
the Siate. [ am zatistied that nnless the
State bezins the mwanutacture of machi-
nery we will never be able to give it to
fhe farmers at a cheaper price, nor will
we he able to have it manufactured in the
State.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): I second
the motion,

Afr. BUTCHER (Gaseoyne): I move—
That the debate be adjourned.
Motion negzatived.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon,
Frank Wilson): I ean quite understand
ihat every member of the House will
he in sympathy with the member for
(=0 in s far as we wish o preserve ihe
wenufactrres we have in Western Aus-
frabia, and to extend thers as far as pos-

Sibln. It seems o e that the only cues-
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tion we bhave to consider is as to whether
the means the bon. member suzwesi~ in
the wording of this motion are thuse that
will have the result we so much desire.
I candidly admit that I have not had the
opportunity of reading the report of the
Royal Commission from which the fon.
mermber guoted so extensively and, there-
fore, have no figures before me in vrder
te come to a correet conelusion as re-
gards the costs and selling prices the hon,
member quoted, but T must at once cast
great doubt on the figures the hon. em-
her gave us, more especially as regards
the rates of interest charged for extended
aceommodation in conneetion with the sale
of agricultural implements.  When the
hon. member was spealing T poinied ont
by inlerjection that the difference he men-
tioned—the increased prices hie mentioned
as Leing charged for harvesters on terms
in eontradistinetion to the prices charved
when cash was paid—did not veach any-
thing like the percentage he quunted as
being the percentage wmentioned in the
report of  the Royal Commission us
charged tur that aceommodation. T tenk
uate of the coxis the hon. member vend
out iy regard te lie construetion of these
machines, and the eonelssion T ocame 1o,
with rezavd 1o the Sunshine hnpvester
at ony aate, was that the selline prie
in Perth seemed to be reasimahle as « -
paved with that in the otler States. andl
also reasonahle as compared with  the
costs, 1 have no feeling vne way «or the
other in this matter, except that with rhe
hon. member T would like to see the
farmer able to purchase these implements
at the very cheapest price possible, bnt
I want te point out that we are not going
to attain that end unless we can put up a
stronger case than the hon. memher has
made to-night. For instance. the hon.
member zave us the cost of a Sunshine
harvester; labour £268 10s. 5d.. and mater-
ial £16 0s. 34.; he made it ont at £45: it
eomes to £42 10s. 8d. far lahaur and
material. Thase connecled with the ».ann-
factoring  indnsire, more paperiallv e
eineering, will clearly realize thers ix a
big item to be added (o these laree por.
tions of the eost of eomstructions there
are 1] the warkine espences, (e wenern)
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expenses of the engineering works to ac-
count for; there are depreciation, inter-
est, lighiing and rates; and the stock of
tools has to be kept up, and there are a
hundred and one different eharges of an
establishment to be added to these items
of labour and material. The percentage
generaily allowed is 30 per cent. on the
wages oh construetion.

Mr. Bath: That is a pretty liberal al-
lowance; vou cannot work that out on
the Government workshops basis.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
we can. I do not care what works fhe
hon. member takes, in engineering he will
find ihat it is universally the enstom,
though it may wvary slightly, to charge
50 per cent. on the wages to cover the
lmdred and one different charges of the
establishment.

Mr. Heitmann: If that is fair, the
Sunshine Harvester Company are selling
at a loss.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Will
the hon. member allow me to work out
my own salvation? He will have an op-
portunily of replying. If we add £14,
or, if memhers like, £13 to the price to
cover the very necessary charges, the
management and other incidental charges
to which I have veferred, we get £56 as
the works cost of the machine. Accord-
ing 10 the hon. members figures, the cost
of hringing one of these machines to Fre-
mantle iz £7 10s,

Mr. Bath: That is what the machinery
people eharge, but it i not the cost.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
suppese 1t is what the shipping people
charge. At any rate it is for delivery
from ihe works to the port, for wharfage,
shipping charges, insurance, ageney,
freieht. and, T presume. also landing
eharees at this end: and I venture to
think that £7 10s. is not very far out. Tt
will eust very nearly that to et fthe har-
vester from the Sunshine works to the
port of Fremantle,

Mr.
item.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: Thus
we have a total enst of deliverine on the
wharl at Fremantle. or infn fhe wape-
house at Fremantle, of £63 10s.; and if we

Hayward: harfage is a big|
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deduct thai from the aeknowledged sel-
ling price of £73 10s. the lion. member
has given us, there is a margin of £15
for profit, 1 veninre to think that no
member in the House will say that £135
is too maeh profit on the sale of a har-
vester,

Mr. A. A. Wilson: The wmemher
Gascoyne said that it cost £83,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T
am quoting the fipures as to the cost that
the member for Cue gave us in his speech..

M. Hudson: Do you not prefer the
figures of the member for Gascoyne?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am faking the official figures the member
for Cue quoted, and that is a fair basis
on which to go. 1 say that £15 is not
an excessive profit on the sale of a har-
vester at £78 10s,, and it is not excessive
to charge a reasonable rate of interest iff
one is going to give extended terms to the
producer. T could not follow any more
than other members the percentages the
lion. member read oul, because to say a
promissory note costs 20 per cent. means
nothing, as it depends on the eurreney of
the note, en how long it has to run. If
it is for 12 months or two years, then of
course, 1f 20 per cent. is charged the rate
per annum will be rednced accordingly;
and if it is spread over three years, as
the memher for Kanowna interjected, 20
per cent. would only mean six and two-
thirds per cent. per annum, which is very
reasonable. I have had considerable ex-
perience in selling these harvesters. Some
vears ago in Queensland T had, in the
course of my oeceupation, to handle the
Deering harvester, one of the machines

for

referred to by the hon. member. I re-
member that we then purchased these
maehines at £55, e.i.f., Brishane. We pnut

them intg our stores, erected them. and
then sent them oul, of ¢ourse accompanied
by an expert, wha put the farmer into the
proper way of handling and managine
the machines, and we sold the implement
at £75. That may appear rather a biz
profit. certainly it was larger than this
one.

Mz. George: Was there any dutv?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: ¥o.
the price T mention was the price landed
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at bBrisbane. We had a profit of £20.
After several years of handling the har-
vesiers the firm | was with were only
tov zlad o throw the business over. We
found we had to keep an expert continu-
atly woinge in and ont of season. at a high
salary, while his travelling expenses were
no mwean item, By the time he had sold
onte of these muchines, had spent a day
or two in one centre, and three or four
dayvs in another. showing how the ma-
chines were to he managed. and by the
time we had given extended terms for
two or three vears., and made scores of
bad debis, it was a losmg transaction.

Mr. Angwin: How long ago was thai?

The MINISTER FOR 3WORKS :
Twenty years ago.

Mr. Angwin: Tt was a new machine
then.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
principle is the same whatever machine
is in question. My personal experience
went o show that the £13 or £20 profit
on the machines of thiz deseription left
no profit, unless there was a very large
turnover. This was owing to the facts
I have already enumerated. The mem-
ber. in biinging forwawl this motion, in-
cluded generally the principle of State
consiruction of all manner of things, He
helieves that the State could constroet
cheaper and o better advantage than a
private individual, I must join issue
with hun on that seore, and say af once
that while I am every bit as anxious as
he that we shounld assist the farmers, yet
I do not for one favour the ecarrying
of a motiion of this description, which is
to affirm the prineiple that the State
should indulge in competing generally
with its own citizens.

Mr. A. A, Wilson: Why not?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
not believe we could ever build up an
honest, self-reliant people whe will do
the best for themselves, and by so doing
do the best for iheir comntry, if we in-
voke the aid of the State to compete with
the citizens. I have voiced this idea on
hundreds of ocecasions, and I venture to
think members will not form an opinion
that is sure to work defrimentally to the
country. One might just as well say the
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State should establish saw.nills in ihe-
timber distriets, take over the mining in-
dustry and work the mines, and da all
work in eonnection with the erection of
bnilding=. 1f the last-named were done
the occupation of my friend, the member
for Guildford. would le gone. The
State wight go still further. If we are-
to Le State-owned entirely, we should
have our own gang of lawyers, who would
appear for the eitizens when charged in
the court for being disorderly, and run
all the farms of the country under Staler
supervision amdl control, and for the peun-
eral henefit of all. What a happy pevple
we would be. T venture fo thing that out
of e 30 members of this Chamber there-
would not be more than one leff in 12
months” time, for 49 would have packed
up their bags and eleared off to the next
country where there was no State enter-
prize, but where there was scope for their
individual energy and ability.

Mr. Walker: But the State would own
all the ships and would not fake them
away.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: I am
afraid to think what would happen then.
1 helieve the hon. member wounld annex
the “Lady Forrest” at ¥remantle and,
wiih his collearues, leave the State in her.
We should have to invoke the aid nf the
Federal (Government and get them to send
a man-of-war after the hon. member and
bring bim back, and we shounld be com-
pelled to keep him for a year or two at
the State’s expense. The member for
Cue said his motion was in favour of the
farmer, and was with the object of as-
sisting the farmer, and at the same time
providing work for our own people. 1
do not think the establishment of a State
factory of this deseription is going to
assist the settlers any mere than ihe
scheme, or even as much as the scheme.
projeeted by my colleague, the Minister
for Agrieulture, the other evening. I do
not think any siretch of the imagination
can make us believe that a State estab-
lishment of this desecription will extend
any further employment to the people
than private enterprise manufaeturing
nnplements of this deseription within our
borders. To my mind we should direct
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<our energies into tbe ebannel which will
assist the farmers best, and in doing that
I think the other result hoped for will be
achieved. First of all if we start a State
factory here, does that mean that our
farmers are going to be in a better posi-
tion to pay for the implements they re-
quire so hadly? No, I do not think it
will,  Therefore, we shonld concentrate
onr etforis in puatting farmers into the
best positivn to pay for the machinery.
They have to pay for it whether the State
o private enterprise provides it. The
foundation of the whole question appears
to be the ability of the farmer to pay for
the implements he requires. My col-
league suggests we should start by putting
the farmer into that position. He de-
sires power to
Bank funds so as te enable the farmer
to buy his implements as he requires
them, and furiber, that he should be able
to buy them at the cheapest possible
price, as he will have the eash to pay for
1lieni. )

Mr. Walker: Tt is provided that he
must only buy implements manufactured
in the State. .

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
ihink T have made it clear from my own
experience Lhat the loss sustained in this
business of selling agricultural imple-
ments is due first of all to the heavy
eost of having to send experts inte the
country to sell them, and secondly to the
extended terms of payment that have to
he given and the consequent bad debts,
It must be undersiood that when o veaper
and binder is sent to a farmer it is in
nine case ont of ten neglected by the in-
dividual who purchases on the time-pay-
ment system, and the implement depreci-
ates in value some 20 per cent. in the first
vear or twe.  In three years probably
30 per vent. of the machines sold are
merely scrap iron and would not bring
£5 each if sold. Very few farmers know
how to look after their implements. One
eannot sell these machines on narrow
marpina of profit because of the huge
expenditure to which I have referred. If
that enuld Yo done away with the position
warnd he very diffesent. My oeoliengne
prsposes Lo Jo awny with it by providing
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the capital. He says to the farmer, I
will provide you with £100 for the pur-
chase of a harvester, if you want one,
a reaper or binder, or a plongh or dvill;
you ean have the cash and yon can give
an order on the bank to the manufacturer,
who must be in Western Australia.”
By that scheme the manufacturer is able
to quote the bed-rock price. It is also
proposed that there shall be regulations
to stipulate the maximum price. which
shall not be exceeded. Under this seheme
the manufacturer will be sure of his cash
and can quote a low price to the farmer,

Mr. Heitmann: You iransfer the risk
from the manufacturer to the State.

The MINISTER FOR WORILS: Ouly
to the extenl of £180, and the State has
the security of the maw's property which
ig a muech greater security than the value
of the implement.

Mr. Q’Loghlen: Who has to fix thie bed-
rock priee?

The MINISTER T'OR WORKS: | did
not say the hed-rock price, but the waxi-
mum. The argument has been nsed thai
a Stale factory should lurn  out  betler
work Than a private manafaetory. [ wish
to emphasise (he point, as expressed by
the Minister for Agreulture, hat i is
mueh Tetler fur vs to distribnte this work,
if we exn, Uwoughonr ihe different agri-
cultural eentres than to have it euvicen-
trated in one State factory in tle metro-
polis or port. Tt seems to me alsu that it
is 1o the advanlage of the eountry, and a
rigitt that ear small manufacturers ean in-
sist apon, to have this irade in their hands
and be able to extend their operations and
get the beneflit of such extension and ex-
pansion, We have many mecharies now
at work, and among them ave blacksmitls
who could develop into meehanics and eon-
structing engineers, and it is rigist that
they shonld have the opportunity iu the
different eenlres throughout the agiicul-
tural areas of manufacturing these im-
plements if they ean he induced to
do so. I believe it only requires eareful
handling, time, and patience when we will
have these implements mavufacturad by
the perzans 1 have referved (0. The next
point that was wade by the hon, aepher
urou point e attempted tu auke, T
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think, was that we will provide work for
the people in the State. T want {5 argue
lhat we¢ provide much more work in the
way | have snggested. At the present
lime we liave noi the skilled labour neces-
sary o consfruet these huplements, exeept
the rourhest kind of implements in the
shape of ploughs, which an  ordinary
Macksmith can with a little attention and
experience construet. To say that we can
stari straight away with a large factory
and enuip it from our awn people at the
present time to manufacture harvester
machines is quite a fallacy, and T am sure
we have not the skilled workmen within
our own borders.

Mr. Swan: Would it not be easier to
get them in one big factory than to have
themn employed in a number of small ones?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for Cue said that we would pro-
vide work for our own people, nnd T want
to point out that to earry out his sugges-
tion would mean importing skilled kabour
to equip these works.

Mr. Heitmann: That is what we wanl,

Mr. Bath: It is not necessary to import
skilled labour.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: At
present we have not the labour that is ac-
customed to construeting harvesler ma-
chinery as Lhey have in Vietoria, and in
some of Llhe other States and elsewhere.
That portion of his argument falls tn the
ground. Another point which was sug-
gested some time baek, not by the hon.
member but by others, was that we should
call i the aid of our locomotive works.
and indeed at the tine it was suggested
that the Fremantle workshops, such as
they are, should he turned into a factory
to eonsiruel machinery of this Jescription.
T do not know whether this has heen put
forward with any earnestness. It will be
seen at once that such a thing is absurd.
We cannot make havvester implements
suceessfully with the elass of machinery
that we employ in the building of loco-
molives and wagons. The same lhing ap-
plies to a pipe foundry, and to the repair-
ing of machinery workshops at Fiemantle.
Hon. members must disabuse their minds
of the belief that we have a plant in Wes-
tern Australia capable of manufacturing
these articles. There must be a speeial
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plant for such work in order that the im--
plements may be constructed with the
greatest faeility, and the preatest economy. .

Mr. Swan: It should be as easy for the-
State to get new machinery as a private-
emplover.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Per-
haps easier, because the State can always
command funds, even if it has to borrow
for the purpose of equipping a factory, .
but il is easier for a State to have a num-
ber of its ecitizens gradually warking up-
to a trade of this deseription tn meet the-
demand and find out the right elass of
imp}ement that is wanted, because T want
to impress hon. members with the faet
that the success of a factory of this des-
cription depends upon the standardisation:
of this work. Qnee you find out the ploagh
that is going to suit ihe greatest number
of farmers and standardise that plough
you can turn it ont ¢cheaper and he sure nf’
getting « ready sale for it.

) My, Swan: I quite ngree you ave not
likely to get uniformity in a number of”
shops as you are in one big shop.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Your
get a variety of brains to play upon the
work, and vou get the man who starts in
a small way and feels his way, gradunily
aseertaining the requirements of his eus-
tomers and eventually he overcomes the
difficulty that originated over the Brst
plough that he construeted. The same
thing will apply to all machinery. If to-
morrow we started a State faclory on a
large scale in Western Australia for the
construction of these harvesters and other
1mplements, the result would probably be
failure. Certainly it would be a loss for
the first two or three years. To my mined
the result would be that eventuaily we
would be glad to hand the works over to
some cxpert individual who lad more
knowledge than we possessed ourselve:
It does not follow hecause the Staie
handles an industry that we are going tu
have the success that the hon. melgber
prophecies, and that we are going o
sell ¢o the farmers any cheaper than they
ean purchese through private channels,
What we want in the State is a number
of factories, factories of every deseription,
and it would be dealing a death blow to
the enterprise, the ambition, and the as-
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pirafions of our own ecitizens it we were
to start a factory of this description, and
thus indicate that the State was going to
undertake such works. I venture to think
that it would kuock the heart ount of ihe
emall mechanies I have referred to, and
who might have been looking forward
to the exercise of their abilities and to
this as an avenue for the expansion of
their industry. We have works, I know,
in Northam, I believe there are vther
places too where there are blacksmiths
who are now taking up largely ‘the re-
pairing and overhauling of these imple-
ments as they are sent in by the farmers.
It is only a step from repairing to mana-
faeturing, and it only wants the initial
diffienlty whieh has been the vruination in
other Stales to he overcome, where there
will be a general expansion in the direc-
tion indicated. The main thing is that we
should guarantee, as my. eolleague pro-
poses 1o da, through the Agricultoral
Bank, payment to the manufacturer. The
next thing is that we should do away
with the heavy expenditure of selling, so
that the fariners will go to the registered
manufacturers who will be recognised by
lhe Agriculiural Bank, without these
manufacturers having o engage expen-
give men and agenis to seck tle farmers
and place orders. Qnee you get them in
that position I venture to think we will be
on the fair road to having a big industry
established wifhin our borders. In con-
clusion let me again emphasise this point
that the Government is anxions to do
what is right in this diveetion. The Gov-
ernment throughout the past three or
four vears. since we have had the honour
of oceupying the Ministerial Benches,
have endeancured to enconrage wherever
possible the establishment of industries
within the State, and we intend {o go on
doing that, but we do not think for one
moment that the way to enenurage and
establisl: these industries is to show the
people of the State that the State is go-
ing to use their money to enter into se-
vere competition with the individual eiti-
zens. 1 hope thai the House will not
agree to this molion on aeconnt of its
fendeiey to afficr a principie which I do
nof think the conntry demands at the pre-
sent juncinre,
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My, BATH (Brown Hill): The Min-
ister for Works in his desire to reply to
the arguments of the member for Cue, 1
venlure to say, hag made out a most dam-
aging case againsi the proposal eontained
in the amending Agrienlturai Bank Bilt
which his colleagne the Minister for
Agriculture has submitted to the House,
He has practically, from his point of view
or from (he arguments he has used,
proved that the alleged diffienliy which
is contained in the Bill is no diflicuity
whatever, because 1 say here {hal the am-
ount of £100 to be advanced for machi-
pery is of very little advantage to the
farmer in the State wnless we as mem-
bers of this Assembly e¢an also guarantee
the farmer something more, and that is
an assurance Lhat his agricultwral imple-
ments will be cheaper than they arve fo-
day. That is the adavanfage the farmer is
looking for, and this proposed advance
of one hundred pounds without the other
advantage will not be regarded with fav-
our by the agricultural communily in the
State, With his usual eleverness the Min-
ister for Works has made out what he
probably will vegard as a very plausible
case. against the fizures advanced by the
member for Cue, In order {o point out
how mueh greater the cust must be to the
manufacturer of the agricultural imple-
ments, he has enlered into an inventory
of ull those details which make up the
factory barden, and by naming a great
number of them he has tried to impress
on hon. meinbers that it must ‘be a very
large matier, If T were to adopt the same
puerile style of argument, and were to
start detailing all the different classes of
labhour required in a fagtory, and name
the bolts, serews, and pieces and parts
that are included in one of these ma-
chines, T e¢ould make up a hig case for
the cost which has been laid down by the
meuiber for Cue;.but we have no need to
accept the Lon. member’s assuranee (hat
the factory burden is 50 per cent. of the
cost. The manufacturers themselves set it
doewn at a lower minimum. As pointed
oul by the Commission they must have re-
presented it as a ligeer amount than it
is because otherwise they would be selling
the implements for less than the enst of
nanufaeture, Mr. MeKav, maker of the
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“Sunshine” harveslers puts it down at 25
per cent,

The Minister for Works: Twenty-five
per e¢ent. on what?

Mr. BATH: Twenty-five per cent. on
the cost of labour and material.

The Minister for Works: That is an-
other maiter altogether.

Mr. BATH : Mr. Mitchell maker of the
Mitchell drill, also estimates it at the
sane percelage. Mr. Moore of T. Rob-
imson & Co., Mr., May of May Bros, Mr,
James Ferguson of the Gawler Imple-
ment Co., Mr. Henderson of Hendersun
Rroa., Mr. Trigg of the Meadowbank Co..
all state that the shop or factory burden
is about 10 per cent. It was pointed out
through the ecourse of the inquiry that
with a large turnover a factory charges
must necessarily be reduced, and as all
the manufacturers just mentioned are in
a mueh smaller way than Mr. MeKay, the
Royal Commission were aof opinion that
10 per cent. was a fair esitmate. The
(‘ommnission added :—

“If that amount be added to M
Smith’s estimale of the value of the
work and material in a 5-foot ‘Sun-
shine’ harvester the faeiory cost inelud-
ing faetory burden may be fairly put
down in round figures at £47.”

The hon. gentleman then next proceeded
to deal with the socialistic inelination of
Lon. members on this side of the Houxe.
Now we have gentlemen of socialistici
inchnations on the other side of the
House; but they are socialists who are
pulled along by the ear. You talk to
thein of Government railways and they
say they believe in that; you talk to them
of an agricultural bank, and the Minister
for T.ands waxes enthusiastic about that
institution, talks about the magnificient
work which is done for the agricultur
ists. mud the stimulating effeet it has bad
uwpon the private hanks of the State.
Then azain, when the Budget Speech is
delivered we have an hon, gentleman
dilatine upon the excellent character of
lhe Savings Bank. And so on. Every
visitor who comes to Western Australia
is trotted aleng fto see the Goldfields
Warer Scheme: he is taken out to see
the  workshops at  Midland  Junetion.
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Probably, if he has iime, ha is takén down.
to sec the State farm at Brunswick or at
Narrvogin. And where the State has al-
ready embarked on some socialistic ex-
periment, or what is more than experi-
ment, an established fact aecepted by the
whole of the Stafe, we find Ministers.
speaking in glowing terms of our social-
istic institutions. But they say “We are
socialists sn far, but in other socialistic
propositions you bring forward we are-
deadly apposed to them.” And we find
them rising up in arms and using all their
eloquence to stem the tide of socialism.
But I will undertake to say that ten years
henee—and that is not a long peried—
we will find these same hon. gentlemen
aceepting other instalments of social-
ism  with the best faith in the
world. and pointing out what a
magnificent  thing it is for the
eountry; but to anything not socinlised
at that time they will still be the same
hitter opponenis as they are to-day. I
say if these things are goed—and they are
accepted as good by the majority of the
House—it is a fairly reasonable argument
that departure by the State in other direc-
tions—espeecially where private enter-
prise has failed to give velief to those
most intimately concerned—is a course
that the State or Parliament or those
charged with the administration, can rea-
sonahly adapt. In trying fo make out a
case For the harvester companies, and try-
ing to make aut a ease for the manufae-
turers and a justification for the prices
charged at the present time, the Minister
for Works has not taken a certain very
important fact into consideration. I say
the Minister has sought to justify the
manufacturers in regard to the prices they
charge for implements to-day. He has
aroued very plausibly in favour of these
manufaeturers in order 1o prove that they
are only taking a reasonable profit. Now
T want to point to one faet, which, in
my opinion is responsible for the very
ereat disparity hetween the price of the
machines sold, and those set down by
acknowledged experts as the price at
which thex can be turned out of the fae-
tory. Tt is that we have the agents eross-
ing one another. In any one distriet you
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will find half a dozen agents selling rival
implements and crossing one another’s
‘track. It is just the same with any other
business in the metropolis to-day. Take
the milk supply. Take the street in which
I live; you will find there half a dozen
milkmen crossing each other’s track, one
serving one customer, one serving another,
It is precisely the same in regard to other
lines of every day use and in regard to
agriculiural implements.  These peopie
-are continually overlapping, and the cost
-of their overlapping las to be found wut
-of the price charged to the long suffering
-consumer. Now we are told, and ii is a new
doctrine, probably bronght in specially
for the occasion, that this proposal for
the .State manufaciure of implements is
not desirable hecause we want to distri-
bute the manufactures, and to decen-
tralise the business of manufacturing im-
plements in order to give each centre a
-chance, This is an entirely new docirine
from the Government benches. We do not
find them proposing fo cstablish railway
workshops for the manufacture of roll-
ing stoek or railway requiremenis in dif-
ferent centres throughout the State, The
practiee has been, wherever possible, to
- coneentrate nof only the minnufacture but
the work of repairing into the eentral
workshops; and only where it is abso-
lutely necessary are branches retained in
-centres outside the metropolis. In this
connection I wani to point out that the
private manufacturers not only in this
but in other lines are setting an example
in regard fo the coneentration of manu-
facture. Take fhose eountries from which
are derived the hulk of the agrienltural
machinery of the world, namely, the
United States, and Canada. They are
praetically under the control of the Inter-
national Harvester Company, and you
will find that works all over the country
were closed down when the trust was
formed. It is just the same in connection
with the paper mills and in the manu-
facture of fabries. In every direction as
soon as a trust is formed and the various
firms combined into one trust you find
factories closed down in different parts
-of the country. and the manufacture as
mueh as pussible eoncentraled in one fae-
tory. You will find in the steel irade that
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they have gone to the extent of ervecling a
great lown in order o concentrate ihe
manufacture of steel under the opera-
tions of the steel trust in America. The
same, too, in other directions. Aund even
if wider private enterprise we were to
bhave small faectories established in dif-
ferent parts of the State, I amn szatisfied
in my own mind that they would be wn-
able lo compele with, say, the Sunshine
firm, which wounld be able by its coneen-
tration of wanufactare to undersell. The
Lion. member for Cue in dealing with this
question haz referred to the fact that the
Snnshine Company is likely to secure the
control of the manufaecture of agrieul-
toral machinery in Avstralia: but T say
that the firm likely to seeure that control
is the Internaiional Harvester Company
From the commercial columns of the
West Auslralion I have taken a pard-
graph which appeared some months ago.
Tn ibis it is stated that this company
conirels two-thirds of the output of the
harvester machinerv of the world, and
that their ehicf enstomers are the Arger-
tine, Canada, Russia, and Aunsiralia,

Alr. Jacoby: They have cheapened the
cost of machinery.

Mr. BATH: Certainly, but not neces-
sartly 1o the purchaser.

Mr, Jacoby: Yes.

Mr. BATH: I doubt that, They have
not necessarily cheapened it tv the pur-
chaser. [f they have cheapened it il iz ouly
in pursuance of their uswal practice of
cheapening it for {he purpose of puiting
rival firms out of the way in order ulti-
mately to secure the entire conirel. We
know that the Standard Oil Trust cheap-
ened the cost of kerosene in order to drive
their competitors off the market. and ul-
timately they not only secured ihe con-
trol nf the trade in the United States, but
throughout the whole of the world. To-
day they practieally make it impossible
for the kerosene oil industry in the East-
ern States to develop into anything like
a proposition of importance. Later on
they will probably be able to.assume
control of that industry, and then the
trust will work it in conjunetion with
their other operations in other parts of
the world. To show what profits there
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are in connection with rhis manufacture
of machinery: this same paragraph
pointed out that Lov 1908, [ ihink it was,
lhe enmpany’s sales totalled £14.798,321;
their net profit was £2.637,707. T have
worked that out roughly at 18 per cent.
on their ouiput. That dues not go to
show that it is an unremunerative in-
dustry .

Mr. George: That is the net profit?

My, BATH: Yes. the paragraph was
in the 1est Awstralion of June 28th of
tuis year.

Mr. Jacoby: What was the capiial?

Mr. BATH: Of course the eapital is
nothing like that 14 million pounds. In
order to show what the vesult of State
mannfacture in regard Lo machinery and
the requirements of rhe people is likely
to he, we have the repori. not only of the
depurtment but of the Rowval Commission
on  the manufacture of locomotives in
Vietoria. It was there proved that the
saving to the department, under the ten-
der of ihe Phmnix Foundey Company,
was £1,539 on each locomotive: and the
evidence addueed was so convineing lhat
Mr. Trvine, than whouwn there is no greater
advocate of private enterprise in Aus-
tralia, said he was so convinced of the
resuli of the Commission’s investigalions
that he was a strong supporter of the
manufacture of railway vequirements at
the Government workshops in Victoria,

The Minizter for Works: What De-
came of the Phenix Fonndry?

Mr. BATH: T am going to deal with
that question. I want to point ount to
the Mimsier for Works that T loock on
this question, entirely from the point of
view of the welfare of the people. I ob-
jeet to the silly prejudice which so many
people have, that beeause a thing is social-
- istic, they musl oppose il. 1 say any-
thine that ean be proved by experience
to be advantagecus to the people should
he accepted. no matter what it is ealled.
1f for instance. by the Slate manufacture
of aerienltural implements in Western
Australia we eonld supply not only a
cheaper article but, what is of greater
importabee, a more durable article, then
1 would not eave if the Minister for
Waorks ealled it nihilism or amarchism,
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I wonld support it.  The name would
not mtfer one jot to me so long as by
experience it was pioved to be advan-
tageous to the people. Next we come to-
the argument of the Minister for Works
that we have no meehanies in Western
Australia with sufficient skill.

The Minister fur Works: 1 was point-
ing that oul in reply to the member for
Cue,

Mr. BATH: T want to do entire jus-
tice (o the Minister.

The Minister for
are nnt doing it,

My, BATIH: The Minister pointed out
that we have no mechanies here to under-
take the manufaeture of agrieultural im-
plements, and 1 undertake to say there
are plenty of imechanies in Western Aus-
tralia just as skiiled and compelent in the
particular branches of the trade that
would be required as there are in other
parts of Australia ov of the world, 1t
inay bhe true that we would require to get
special instructors or a certain number
of men with skill in this line, but I want
to point out to the Minister that the pri-
vile emplover would have to do exaclly
the same thing. If, as the Minister says,
they are not here at present, then the pri-
vate manufacturer would have to bring
themn here just the =ame as the State would
have to do.

The Minister for Works: Tlhey arve
working themselves in the trade, say as
blacksmiths or working mechanies, and
they would not come here.

Mr. BATH: XNow the Minister says
they are here and that we would have to
import them.

The Minister for Works: You are very
clever!

Mr. BATH: Which story are we to
helieve? [ am afraid the Minister is
something like the Attorney (General, who
picks out his arguments as he goes along
and makes a very bad fist of it. I sup-
port the motion, becuuse [ have had the
opportunity of eoming into contact with
those who are on the land, nut those who
are in possession of a great deal of eapi-
tal, but those who aie having a hard
struggle and whbo have had a still barder
struggle in the past; and to them this

Works: Then you
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is a question of great iwportance.  The
price they have to pay for their agricul-
tural implements has the effect of erip-
pling them for years; and as I said be-
fore, to lend them £100 with the necessity
of providing terms for the balance of
the money necessary fo purchase machin-
- ery is not going to he a great advantage
to them. Tt is true I agree with the Min-
ister so far that if the machinery is manu-
factured in Western Australia it will be
. some slight advantage; put I say we want
to go further, and that we want to look
at the advantage to those whom we pro-
fess to benefit; and I am satisfied that
from the experience we have had in other
- directinns—experience which has been
tested for a number of years—the State
whieh can manufacture its railway re-
quirements and produce a better finished
article and a roore durable and cheaper
. artiele than that imported can, I believe,
also produce a better agrienliural imple-
ment, more durable and more satisfactory
to the agrienltural community, at a cheap-
er rate than is done by private individu-
als now. That being so, 1 consider it is
something that would be of advantage to

the agricultural esmmmunity:; and though-

I do not represent an agrieulfural eon-
gtitueney, I am prepared to support the
mofion, believing it will have the result
1 have stated.

[Mr. Daglish took the Chuir.]

Mr. JACOBY (Swan): The difference
between the views held by the hon. mem-
ber who has just spoken, and the views
held by members on this side of the House
with regard to State enterprise, is ihat
members on this side are anxious to dJde-
velop the serviees of the State for the pur-
pose of assisting the individual, whereas
members opposite, aceording to their
theories, are anxions to develop the ser-
vices of the State in order to supplant
the individual,

Mr. Bath; You are entirely wrong,

Mr. JACOBY: That is the impressiou
1 have formed. The member for Cue stated
that in every instance the State could do
betier than the individual. When the
Minister fur Works pointed out the
various directions in which the hon. mem-

[ASSEMBLY.]

ber’s theories would take him, I think the
hon. member assented to the propaesition
then that the State should 1un the farus.

Al Bath: I have never assented to the
proposition that we advocate State enter-
prise to supplant the individual. Qur idea
is to give the fullest development to indi-
vidual capabilities.

My, JACOBY: In other directions I
have heard (he hen, member urge his
theories to supplant the individual. The
hon. member who moved the motion said
that in every direction the State eould
do better than the individnal, and he was
anxions to exiend in those directions. It
is peculiar that whenever we hear
these arguments there is oply one de-
duction that ean be made, that is that
members opposite wish to go in entirvely
for socialism. At any rate, the essential
differeuce between members on ihis side
of the House and those opposite is that
we wish to utilise the services of the State
as far as we possibly can to stimulate the
enterprise of the individual.

Mr. Bath:
jeet.

Mr. JACOBY: 8o far as ihe theories
of the hon. wmember are eoncerned, I am
afraid I have possibly noi been able to
understand them, but the hon. member
wishes to extend the services of the State
in all directions =o as to practically sup-
plant the individual and to make every
man in the State a man working for
wages, whereas the policy on this side of
the House is to make every man his own
boss, to allow every man to raise himself
to the position of working for himself
instead of working for other people. [
agrec with the mover of the motion that
there has been a good deal of cause on
the part of the farmers for complaint at
the price of agricultural machinery, and
T listened with interest to some of the
fisures be quoted from the report of the
Commission that sat in the FKastern
States some time ago. I do not know
whether it is a result of the work of that
Commission or from some other eause, but
at any rate the priee at which agricul-
tural machinery is now available to far-
mers in the State is certainly conzider.
ably cheaper than the prices mentinned

That is eertainly our ob-
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by the hon. member. I regret the House
did not agree to the adjournment of ibhe
debate so thai some of ns might have had
an opporiunity of getting the actnal
figures. I am quoting from memory,
but I think I am nearly correet in saving
that the Sunshine harvester, so fre-
quently guoted, sells here for cash at £33,
and on terms extending over three vears
for £96; so when the hon. member
quoted some high rates of interest
charged on the machinery he must have
heen speaking of conditions that existed
some lime ago, because certainly they do
not exist in the State to-day. Perhaps
the (lovernment have given the hon.
member some justifieation for moving his
ngtion because of the tweopenny-halt-
penny scheme proposed in the Agrienl-
tural Bank Aet Amendment Bill for the
purchase of machinery. As 1 pointed
out when speaking en that Bill, the £100
proposed to he advaneed to farmers is
ahsolutely inadequate. The farmers will
leal partly with the Government and will
have to finance otherwise for the rest of
the maehinery.

My, George: Not Lo start with?

Mr. JACOBY: Yes. I showed the
other night thaf, i & man wishes to har-
vest 100 acres of wheal it will eost him
in machinery alone, on a eash basis, £223,
in addition to which he must have horses,
horsefeed, and harness.

The Premier: Thev do not call horses
and horsefeed agricultural machinery.

Mr, JACOBY: No: I am saying that
for machinery alone on a cash price the
farmer to start with will have to pay
€325, and that is without horses.

Mr. Seaddan: And machinery withont
horses is no good.

Mr. JACOBY: If the Government are
woing i1 for a sehewe to help the fanners
they should help them altogether over the
. initial part of the work, and not go in
for this twopenny-halfpenny scheme.
The member for Cue perbaps forgot,
when referring to the possibilities of the
(iovernment manufacturing this machin-
ery, that a zood deal of the machinery
that is popular in this State is covered
hy patent, and though the Government
might manufactore a zood deal of mach-
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inery, it would be guite anolber proposi-
tinn to get the farmer to use it.

AMr. Bath: The private manufacturer
has tn provide for-the patents.

Mr, JACOBY: Anyone knowing any-
thing about these things knows that every
little man who starts fo manufacture a
plough frequenily does so with his own
patent.  All the large plough-manufae-
inring establishments built up in Aus-
(ralia have been started in a small way.

Mr. Heitmann: (‘an yon tell the differ-
ehce between a Sunshine harvester and a
Deering? Can any man tell it? It shows
that patents do nof affect it a great deal.

Mr. JACOBY: There are other things
besides a harvester that are required. For
instance. the Oliver plough, whirh s
argely used in this Stale, could not he
manufactured here. It is made of a
special steel and s of varving qual-

ities for speeial eonditions of soil
and those who use the plough would
net  use any  other. And =0 on

with all classes of machinery. TE a
man uses one class of harvester le will
siiek to it providing it gives him satis-
Faction.  The farmer cannot afford to ex-
periment; when he uses a machine he will
rontinue to use it.  Does the hon. member
suggest that the Government arve going
to turn out bhetter bharvesters than the
Svushine or any other harvester pul on
1he market in this State? T question very
mueh whether they ecan de it quite as
cheaply.  Workmen in Government de-
partments work under certain conditions.

[Several interjections.]

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I must ask
hon. members to stop these eonstauf in-
1erjections.

Mr. JACOBY: We have had freguent
instances of eases where, nnder tremen-
dous provocation, some foreman in the
(tovernment has darved to dismiss a man,
and we have had all =orts of courts of
appeal, and Parliament has been fre.
yuently appealed 1o in order 1o interfece
heeause some poor Government servant
has heen dismis<ed, We all know that
the suecessful management of any indus-
trial concern dependds largely on the man
in charge, and that it is impossible [ur
the matr to work sueeessfully unless he
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15 given absolute puwer lo employ whom
and how he likes, providing wages and
hours are properly attended to. No one
admits that a man dismissed from puri-
vate employment shonld bring his case
before Parliament, yet here we would be
crealing, in these new works that ave
proposed, employment for a great num-
ber of civil servants who will be placed
un an entirely diffevent plane to the onrii-
nary individual.

Mr. Bath: Private employers have
often had to take on a dismissed man
again.

My, JACORBY: I hope inembers who
bring these cases hefore the Honse will
rementher the great body of iaxpayers
who have to submit fo dismissal without
enuse, who have to aceept it, and who
have no one to bring their cases hefore
Parliament, before expensive boards and
Commissions, upsetfing everything, tak-
ing up the tinre of Parliament. itself in
the discussion of their grievances. We
have all had to suffer injustices, but ihe
man employed by the Govermment is. in
the minds of some memhers, a demigod,
different from anybody else, and if any-
thing happens to him his case mast he
broughi hefore Parliament and deali with
as if 1 were a matter of great State eon-
cern, That is what [ ohjeet fo. apart
from the peneral principle which pudes
me (o oppose an undue extension of en-
pioyment by the CGovernmeni. In con-
nection with agrieultural machinery we
have the principle that most of the im-
nlements we now have, and which are en-
abling us to do work much more economi-
cally and better than was possibie a few
vears ago, are the results of the inventive
zenius of small implement-makers. It is
{hese men who have built up their busi-
nesses by eontinual and important im-
nrovement to their machines. and have
heen stimulated fo new inventions as the
vesult of ecompetition. It is gratifying
that in a very large number of cases
workmen have reached positions of great
influenre and imaportanee through having
made small inventions i agricultural ma-
chinery,

Mr. Swan: They invent (he machines
aid the employers get the profit.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. JACOBY: The priee of agricuf-
tural machibery has come down very eon-
siderably. 1t is always open to the far-
mer by co-operation to still further bene-
fit his position in eonneetion with the pur-
chase of machinery, but the Government
wiil certainly take a very important step
forward if in their proposed amendment
of the Agrieultural Bank Act they per-
mit the Bank to buy machinery for their
enstomers at bedroek prices at  the
fagtory and sell it at a small in-
crease. [ eannot support the motion for
the reasons I have stuted. 1 disagree
with it in prineiple; buot, even if [ agreed
with it in principle, I am sure, if pui
into practical effeel, it would be a failure.

Mr. W, PRICE {Albany): It is with
sone degree of diffidence that 1 rise to
make this, my first speech in the House.
However, [ am certainly encouraged to do
so in view of the very remarkable stand
taken by the member for Swan and the
Minister for Works with regard to this
question, I believe the member for Swan
must he suffering from an aberration
of mind when le gets up and so bifterly
opposes the propesal put forward by the
member for Cue. I believe it is a fact
that quite recently the member for Swan
was oue of a deputation who endeavonred
tu secure a certain sum from the Grovern-
ment for the purpose of founding a janr
faetory. 1 eannot undersiand a member
who goes to the Governmenl and asks
them for capital to start a manulaetory
and wilhin a Tew days prets up in .the
House and bitterly opposes a propusal
such as thai now before us.

Mr. Jacoby: T was not bitter I hope.

Myr. PRICE: So far as the member
was able to be bitter I believe he was on
that oceasion. To my mind the supporters
of the Ministry on this question find then-
selves befween the devil and the deep sea.

The Premier: Whal is the analogy?

Mr. W. PRICE: On the one hand the
supporters of the AMinistry Lave to de-
cide whether they are sineere in  their
desire to support the farmers, and on the
other hand they have io decide whether
lhey are to support pood old private
enterprise. If they are true in their pro-
lestationa ol tueir desire (o support the
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farmers, to push forward their interests
and assist them, they must vote for this
proposal, meaning as it does that the far-
mers will be able to seecure machinery at
a cheap, reasonable and fair rate. On the
other hand if they vote for the proposal
then they will eall down upon their un-
fortonate heads the odium of good old
private enterprise, a fetish which the
Minister for Works seems so lavishly to
worship.

Mr. Bath: Slavishly you mean.

Mr. W. PRICE: Yes, slavishly. He
and other members are slaves to private
enterprise. We are told it takes £225 for
machinery te start a man when he goes
on a farm. According to the evidence
of the engineer in charge of the New-
port workshops, Vietoria, a harvester can
he produced for £47. I wish members to
bear that in mind in view of the state-
ment by the member for Swan that on a
three years' agreement a harvester ma-
chine eosts a farmer £96. Tf must be ad-
mitted, despite the statement of the Mini-
ster for Works that we cannot produnce a
harvester here, that we can produce a
machine as cheaply here as they ean in
Victoria, That being so we should be
shle to sell to the farmer a harvester for
£50 which, ot the present time, according
to the statement of the member for Swan,
costs him £96. Tf we can sell to the far-
mer a machine for £50, which in existing
eonditions he has to pay £96 for, we shall
be doing him a decidedly good turn and
will certainly assist him to become sue-
cessful on the land.

Mr. Bath: If we can sell it to him for
£65 it will be a great advantage.

Mr. W. PRICE: It has been stated,
and [ was surprised o hear such a state-
ment made in the form of an interjeetion
by the Minister for Works, that we cannot
make harvesters in this country.

The Minister for Works: When did I
say that?

Mr. W. PRICE: By an interjection.

The Minister for Works: Nothing of
the sort.

Mr. W. PRICE: 1 was surprised to
hear the interjection, for T think the
average infelligence of this country 1is
equal to that in any other; and T will not
sit here quietly and bear such a reflection
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cast on the intelligence ot ihis State. I
helieve our workmen are ns highly intel-
ligent, as competent, and as fully qualified
to carry out any work entrusted to them
as these in gny other State in the Com-
monwealth, and to say otherwise is a
libel on owr workmen, a libel 1 will noi
allow to go unchallenged. One reason why
I strongly support the proposal put for-
ward is that it will provide a wmueh
needed opening for those youths of our
vommunity desirous of taking up en-
wineering pursuits, .\f the present lime
there ave very few openings for them.
11 has been stated that good old private
enlerprise will come along. I have been
here for 14 years, and have vel fo see
that private enterprise is goinz to make
the State hoom,

The Premier: You are engaged in pri-
vale enterprise,

Mr, W, PRICE: I may be, I am en-
terprising for Albany. If instead of pay-
ing money to Victorian or American
manufacturers we have a State manu-
factory, the money the farmers now pay
for the upkeep and support of workers
m other parts of the Commonwealth, or
of the world, will go to the support. of
the workers here. Thal is one strony rea-
son why I think every member should be
prepared to support the proposal. By the
State manutacturing implements and
providing opportunities for the appren-
ticeship of our youths, we would not only
he encouraging the loeal vouths to be-
come mechanies and help in building np
onr industries. but by having works here
we would encourage those youths to make
inventions and institute some of those
patents which we are told exist elsewhere,
and preven! us from manufaeturing cer-
lain machinery here. The Honorary
Minister smiles.

The Honorary Minister : T was thinking
of the wretched farmers vou want these
vouths to experiment on.

Mr. W. PRICE : I am asking that the
farmer shall have the benefit of the
machinery which will be produced by
competent men. The youths 1 am
referring to will be given an opportunity
to learn their business as mechanics,
and in their torn grow up to be competent
workmen and inventors, and thus help
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forward the progress of the State. I
do not want to ecxploit the farmer.
It is the desire of our friends opposite
to exploit the farmer, and they make
no secret of it, for they say it is far better
that private enterprise should carry
out these things than that the State
should interfere. We were told by
the Minister for Works that the cost of
delivery of a harvester in this State
was £7 10s. ;

The Minister for Works :
for Cue said that.

Mr. W. PRICE : It was stated that
£7 )0s. was the cost of delivery of a
harvester machine in this State. I ask
is it not better that the machinery shonld
be produced in this State, and that the
cost, £7 105, should remain in the
pockets of the farmers?! Ts that not
an argument in favour of State manu-
freture ¥ T think it is. In fact right
through we find every argument put
forward by the Minister for Works
supports the proposal as put forward
by the member for Cue. We are asked
would the farmers be in a better position
to pay for the implements if they were
manufactured by the State. 1 say they
would. The cost would he a little more
thun half that which they pay at the
present time. In other words taking
the figures given by the member for
Swan. £225, and admitting that the
fignres given by the engineer in charge
of the Newport Workshops ihat the
harvesters can be produced for £45
and sold for £47, to be correct, we find
that instead of it costing £225 to.set a
men up, on the same basis the cost
would be £150; and the farmer who
is recciving the sincere consideration
of membgrs on the other side of the
House would be saving £75.

Mr. Jaecoby : The price quoted by the
member for Cue wa<x for machinery
end lJabour. :

My. W. PRICE : 1 azk in view of these
facts which side of the House is it which
is showing the most sincere regard for
the best interests of the farmers,

The Minister for Works: “This side
of the House.

Mr. W. PRICE: Of course it is.
While we desire to aid the farmer.

The member

[ASSEMBLY.]

hon. members opposite, not content
with putting him on the land, are doing
their best t0 worry him underneath it.
It is stated that at the present time
we have neither the lasbour nor the.
plant here for the purpose of constructing
agricnltural machinery. What a terrible
charge! If we have not the plant
here, or the labour here, it is I say be-
cause we have been lacking in our duty,
and there again we have an argument for
the manufacture of machinery by the
State ;  because who is there hetter
fitted or what body is there better fitted
to start the manufacture of any kind of
implement than the State ? We have
the money—

Mr. Gordon: Where ?

Mr. W. PRICE : T believe that would
not worry the Ministry, because according
to the speech made by the Premier
last night there is a good time coming.
T suppose that is one of the reasons.
why hon. members are opposing this.
motion. I believe when the time comes.
that the Ministry is occnpying this
side of the House, it is possible that those
who are advocating State manuiscture
of machinery may be able to find the
money, and I would suggest if the
present Covernment cannot do it they
should step over to this side and give us.
the opportunity.

The Premier :
very quickly.

Mr. W, PRICE: With regard to the
plant :  while it is possible there may
be some smell difficulty T certainly ean-
not see any great difficulty, or how any
difficulty counld arise in procuring such
a plant. As for the labour; T am as.
tounded to think that any Minister
should get wp and say we have not the
labour here. I helieve that hon members.
opposite are advecating bringing into
the State all the labour they can possibly
find. They are even sweeping it up
with & fine tooth comb [rom all over the
world and bringing it here. They should
be the last to =ay that. T repeat the
labour is here. 1 bhelieve that labour
equal to that in any other State con
be found here. HReference was made
to the standardising of certain agricul-
tural - implements_ and machinery. It

He wants 1o get warm
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was stated if we atanderdised différent
implements they could be produced at
& much cheaper rate. That again is
an argument in favour of State manu-
facture. What institution is more quali-
fied to find out exactly what the fariners
require and provide them with that
implement than the State *  Esch mana-
factory that might be scattered through-
out the country would have its own idea
and system with regard to what was
required. Each would turn ont separate
and distinct implements, and each carry
out its own system. How could any
implement be standardised if there were
a dozen or twenty different manufactories
scattered throughout the eountry ? That
in itself again is an argument in favour
of the State manufacture of agricultural
implemcents. There was one admission
meade by the Minister for Works which
came somewhat as & shock to me, and
that was the suggestion of the possi-
bility of the Agricultural Bank acting
as the agent on behalf of the manufactu.
rers of egricultural implements. The
sum of £100 is to be made available
for the purchase of agricultural im-
plemients when they are produced in
the State. and it was seriously suggested
that the Agricultural Bank would know
the manufacturers and guarantee the
farmers to the manufacturers. and thereby
induce manufacturers to provide the
implements specially required by them.
In other words, carried to its logieal
conchision, the Agricultural Bank is
to aot as the agent and the canvasser
for certain agricultural implement manu-
facturcrs. I think if our Agricultural
Bank is to be agent for any institution it
should be for a State institution. We
have certainly a strong argument in
favour of that, but none in favour of
the bank acting on behalf of a private
institution. With regard to patents.
many of which exist, this is not an
insurmountable obstacle to the manu-
facturer of agriculiural machinery by
reason of the fact that most if not all
patents can be easily acquired, and in
many cases machinery is produced by
manufacturers other than the patentees
without reference to the patentees.
T am going to instance Trewhella Bros,
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oi Victoria who patented what is known
as the ‘‘Kangaroo Jack.” and I am
given to understand that hundreds of
similiar jacks with very slight alteration
are made every year in this State inde-
pendent of the patent. What can be
done with regard to those articles of
machinery may be done with regard to
others, consequently the question of the
patent is not an insurmountable obstacle.
and certainly should not be inade much
of when dealing with a matier of this kind.

Mr. George: [ think that patent
has expired. .
Mr. W. PRICE: Probably it has.

Every day there are new inventions :
hence my desire to see our rmechanics
studying machinery and thns becoming
themselves inventors. Now I do not
intend to Jabour this question. 1 feel
sure that after the extraordinary oppo-
sition which has heen fortheoming from
the other side of the House there is
little doubt that members will decide
to support this motion. 1 say, again,
that if members are sincere in their
protestations regarding the farmers, if
they are desirous of assisting the farmers
and seeing this country becoming, not
only an sagricultural country, hut a
manufacturing country alse, then 1
say they ust support the motion.
On the other hand if that old fetish of
private enterprise has such a hold upon
them that they cannot do their duty
towards the farmers of the State. they
will oppose the motion. I sincercly hope
that on this oceasion hon. members on
the other side of the House will en-
deavour to forget that there is such a
fetish at all, and decide to do that which
is right in the interests of the farmers,
and hest caloulated to build up a strong
and sturdy yeomunry which shall be
independent, end which can look to the
State, i need be, to help them out of
their difficulties by providing them with
machinery which the State itself shall
manufacture. I do not desire to say
anything further on thiz motion. I feel
sure the motion is such that it must
receive not only the sincere vonsideration
of members, but also their support if they
are sincere in regard to the settlers on
the snil of this State.
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[Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Me, ANGWIN: T move—
That the dchbate be adjourned.
Question put and a division taken,
with the following resalt :—

Aves . e o021
Noes ‘e e w17
Majority for .. . 4
AYER,
My, Angwin ' Mr. Hayward
Mr. Brown Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Butcher , Mr. Male
Mr. Carson Mr. N. J. Moore

Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Nanson

Mr. Cowcher
Mr. Daglish

Mr. Davies Mr. Osborp

Mr. George . Mr. J. Price

Mr. Gordon Mr., F. Wilson

Mr. Gregory ! Mr. Layman

Mr, Hardwick ' {Teller).
Nogs.

Mr. Balb Mr, W. Price

Atr. Colller Mr. Scaddan

Mr, G Mr. Swan

Mr. vourley Mr. Underwood

Mr. Heltmann Mr. Walker

Mr. Holman Mr. Ware

Mr. Horan Mr. A. A, Wilsen

Mr. Jolinxan Mr. Troy

My, O'Loghlen {Peller).

Motion thus passed ; the dehate

adjonrned.

BILL—-POLICE (COXSOLIDATION).
Received from the Legislative Council
and rend a first time.
Housr adiourned at 10-19 p.m.
Pam.
Fuor the day.

Hom. J. Mitelc 1l Mr. Boltim

[COUNCIL.]

Tegislative Council,
Thureday, 30th September, 1509.

Paugw
Papers preseuted . . . ]
Bills: Landlord nnd Tenant. 18, - T4l
Health, 3r. ... o 748
Abattoirs, ¢r., Com . 42
Public Edueation Endawmenu, Ir. 40
Munici p:l.l Corporations  Act Amendment.
Con - . 749
V.lccm.stmu Act Amendment ZR. . -

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

. PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Colonial Secretary: Annual
Report of Government Savings Bank.

BILL --LANDLORD AND TENANT
LAW AMENDMENT. '
Introduced by the Hon. M. L. Moss,
and read a frst time.

BILL—HEALTH.
Third Reading.
Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Legislative Assembly.

BILL—ABATTOIRS.
Serond Reading.

Debate resumed from the 28th of
September.
Hon. E. McLARTY {(South-West): 1

moved the adjournment of the debate in
order to have an opportnnity of saying a
few words upon this Bill. T would like to
have heard from the leader of the House
an approximate of what these abattoirs
are likely to cost.

The Colonial Secretary : They are al-
ready built at Kairzoorlie : that iz the
only place we propose to deal with just
now,

Hon. . McLLARTY : T understood this
Bill referred to abattoirs for the metro-
palis.

The Colonial Necretary: No.

Hon. F. McLAR1Y : With reference
to the abatteirs at Walgoorlie. 1 know
from the best authority, that they are
altozether inadequate for the require-
ments, and they can be made little use of
unless a congiderable amount of vuoney
i4 spent in addition to what has already
heen spent. The place is too small, and
is inconvenirnt for the trade. :-



