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There ia no necessity to bring such land
under this confiseatory measure. Indeed, it
ig not right that the Lolders of such land
should be interfered with whilst they are
carrying out the improvement conditions.
There is very little to complain of as re-
gards the enforcement of the improvement
conditions, I shall vote against ths amend-
ment.

Hon, M. F. TROY: T support the amend-
ment, because I do not see any &istinerion
between freehold land and leasehold Iand
in connection with a Bill of thia ckaracter.
Whatever the conditional purebase holder is
entitled to, the frecholder is also entitled to.
iMostly the freeholder is a conditional pur-
chase bolder who has complied with the
conditions of his conditional purchase lense.
I, 83 a conditional purchase holder, am will-
ing to take the risk of this measure; indeed, I
would welecome it if the Goverument por-
ehased my property. Thera are quite a
number of pastoral areas in the South-West
district. SBome of them are poor land for
pastoral purposes, because they bave earried
heavy timber. TFor that very reason they
are good agricultural land. The raiefall on
the gum belts with deep soil makes those
belts good agricultural country. At present,
if a man takes up an agricultural bloek on
a pastoral lease, he has to pay for the im-
provements in a lump sum, aed not wver a
term of years. If there is no harm to the
ficeholder under this Bill, how can there
ke any harm to the leasehoilder under it? I
dn not deny that the conditionni purchase
kolder on the wheat belt has doma more
development in 10 years than the old settler
ia 50 years. But there aro conditional pur-
eliase holders alongaide the rnilwavs who
are holding land out of use. As regards the
man who is holding such land out uf wnse
becanse he is utilising other land some dis-
tance away, I say we want that unused land
from bim.

Progress reported.

House adjourned ot 10.59 p.m.
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BILL—PUBLIC EDUCATION ACTS
AMENDMEXT.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Legisative Asgembly.

BILL—NURSES REGISTRATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—STATE TRADING CONCERNS
ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN (Metropolitan) [4.33]:
Although this is a very small Bill, it is of
some importance. At the same time, I shall
not detain hon, members very long iun
moving the second reading. The object of
the Bill is to amend the State Trading Con-
cerns Act of 1917 by striking oot the pro-
vise to Section 25, which prevents the Gov-
ernment tonsummating the sale of any
State trading concern without the consent
of Parliament. Last session I asked the
Leader of the House whether it was the in-
tention of the Government to bring forward
a Bill of this character. The Minister as-
sured ns that it was the intention of the
Government to do so. A similar ques-
tion was put to a Minister in another
place, #and he too said it was the im-
tention of the Government to introduce
such a Bill. The session passed by and no
Bill was placed before hon. members. Dur-
ing the course of the Address-in-reply debate
this session, I drew the attention of the
Leader of the House to the fact that there
was no mention of the Bill in the Governor’s
Speech, and I informed lim that if the
Government did not intend to introduce
snch a measure, I would endeavour to do so
and so test the sincerity of Ministers on
the point, The Minister made no reply to
the matter when he was closing the debate
on the Address-in-reply. I have kept my
promise and I have introduced this small
Bill in order to ascertain where we stand re-
garding the Btate trading concerns. 1 will
not discuss the merits or demerits of State
trading. Al desire to do is to see that the
Government have an ordinary business
opportunity to negotiate the sale of these
concerns. No individual could negotiate a
gale or a purchase with his hands tied. No
Government ean dispose of any BState
trading concern advantagecusly to the State
if their hands are tied by having to go to
Parliament for permission to sell. TFollow-
ing ordinary busipess conditions, 2 person
will not place the whole of his cards on the
table if they are to be submitted subse-
quently to another bedy and, perhaps, be
turned down to his disadvantage. The Gov-
ernment must have power to consummate
a deal. We are supposed to have responsible
government and, therefore, Mimisters must
take the respensibility of their actions. The
Government are really pledged to deal with
these State trading concerns and all I seek
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by the Bill is to give them power to carry
out their policy. The memorandum to the
Bill sufliciently explains its nature. It
simply repeals the proviso to Section 25
which, as I have already indicated, prevents
the Government from negotiating the sale
of any of these undertakings without first
securing the consent of Parliament,

The Minister for Education: It does not
prevent the Government negotiating.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: 1 should have usged
the word ‘‘consummation.’’

The Minister for Education: It prevents
us giving possession.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: That is so, it pre-
vents you from consummating the sale with-
out the consent of Parliament, I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

Hon. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[4.41]: I bave pleasure in supporting the
Bill. We all know the difficulties under
which the Government have laboured in the
past in not carrying out their clearly ex-
pressed desire to dispose of {hese trading
concerns. IPor a considerable time past,
Ministers have announced that they wish to
get rid of these undertakings, We wish to
see them disposed of, but, at the same time,
no one would wish to see them sold at a
sncrifice which would adversely affqet the
finances of the State. We must realise that
80 long as these State trading concerns are
in existence, so long are other industries
imperilled, and the development of our
secondary and other industries is retarded.
The simple amendment which is suggested
in the Bill will accomplish exactly what
members of the Ministry desire, namely, the
power to dispose of the trading concerns
without reference to Parliament. Anyone
in business must realise that if an intend-
ing buyer came along, he would not submit
his proposal to be discussed in open by Par-
Tiament. If I were to seek to sell a business
or property, I would not wish to submit the
details to be diseussed in Parliament or be-
fore any other public body. It would be
unfair to the buyer because all the details
cencerning his business would be mgde
public. These negotiations should be carried
on in a reasonable and proper way and we
can rely upon Ministers to use their best
efforts to sell to the best poasible advant-
age. If these trading concerns are disposed
of, we shall then be able to encourage other
capital to come to Western Australia, so as
to develop the resources of the State.

On motion by Hon. G. . Miles decbate
adjourned.

BILL—LIGHT AND ATR ACT
AMENDMEXNT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the Tth Septe!:nber.
Hon. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)

4.451: T moved the adjournment of the de-
I[mte ]in order to consider the effect of this
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measure. I understand the Leader of the
House intends to move an amendment when
the Bill reaches Committee. If this Bill were
carried in its present form, there would be
nothing to hinder any person, with the con-
currence of the Governor-in-Council, from
agreeing to some sort of easement which
might have a detrimental effect on the archi-
tectural view of adjoining buildings in the
city. It was thought it would be desirable
that there should be an amendment to pre.
vent any easement such as is proposed bzing
granted except within a eertain distance from
the main frontage of any building, so that
the architectural beauties of the frontage at.
least would be preserved. There was another
puint: one is accustomed to find difficulties
arising from time to time in connection with
the prescriptive rights acquired by persons
in respect of sueh things as overhanging
eaves or projections. The Act, whieh this
Bill is intended to amend, was passed in 1902,
when it was very fully and clearly discussed
and very lueidly explained by Mr, Moss, The
only thing membera at that time were con-
cerned about was the question of light and
air. Easements can be acquired for other
rights besides light and air. If, for esample,
[ erected a building with one of the walls
right on my boundary, T might allow my
caves to overhang my neighbour’s land. As
the law stands at present, after 20 years L
would acquire an absolute right against him in
respect of the eaves. I would have an ease-
ment on his land, and he could not possibly
build right up to his boundaty line; he would
have to leave my eaves standing. Twenty
years ago it was recognised that the principle

-of these easements being acquired by a man

who had paid nothing for them was wrong.
No man should get that right. I have taken
an opportunity to confer with the Solicitor
General, to whom I have snbmitted certain
amendments which I propose to move in Com-
mittee. These amendments seek to extend
the provisions of the Bill to such easements
as overhanging eaves or other projections.
A man might erect a verandah on an upper
story overhanging his neighbour’s land, and
in 20 years he would acquire a statutory right
to that easement.

The PRESIDENT: What is the statutory
distance ?

Hon. J. NICHOLSQON: There is no pro-
vision with regard to distance, so long as
there i3 nothing on the adjoining bloek at
the time the projection is put up. Such a
verandah wounld deprive the adjoining owner
of the right of using the land for which he
had paid. That would be unfair. There is
no reason why anyone who wishes to get
such a privilege should not in an honourable
way buy so many feet of his neighbour’s
land or arrange for the right to erect the
projections. I support the sceond reading of
the Bill, and give notice of my intention te
put my amendments on the Notice Paper so
that members will have an opportunity to
consider the effect of them.
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The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION (Hon.
H. P. Colebatch—East—in reply) [4.50]: If
the House agrees to the second reading of
the Bill, which I hope it will, I do not pro-
pose to take the Committee stage to-day.
Therefore the amendments suggested by Mr.
Nicholson, as well as the amendment 1 pro-
pose to move, can be placed on the Notice
Paper for the consideration of hon. members.
I have gone carefully into the matter since
the debate in this House last week. The Act
of 1901-2 is entitled ‘‘An Act to restrict the
operation of the law of prescription respect-
ing access and use of light and air to build-
ings.’” At the same time a similar Act was
paesed in England and, I believe, in the
other States and in most of the British
dominions. New Zealand went further, and
not only rcmoved the prescriptive right but
also set up barriers against the right being
acquired by sale or any other proeess from the
adjoining holder. An excellent illustration of
the position is afforded in many parts of Perth.
Looking north aleng Barrack-street from the
Commercial Bank there are one or two small
shops and a fruit shop, and adjoining the
latter is a tall building, the South British
Chambers. That building is evidently car-
ried right up io the boundary, but on the
seeond and third fleors are windows over-
Iooking the fruit shop. Had the Aet not
been passed in 1902 and had the posgition
remained as it was, the owner of the tall
building would have bad a preseriptive right
to the access of light and air to those win-
dews indefinitely, and the owner of the ad-
joining property would have been compelled
—had he desired {o build large premises—
to allow aceess of light and air to the South
British Chambers. What happened in a great
many eases, and what led to the passing of
the Act in 1902, wag that the owner of the
adjoining building, in order to take away
this preseriptive right when he at the moment
was not ready to build, put up a hoarding
and took away the light before the 20 years
elapsed. The Act was passed to obviate the
necessity for that. We are following the
New Zealand practice in addition to taking
away that preseriptive right by preventing
anyene from giving the right of access of
light and air for a period longer than 23
years, no matter what part of the property
be conecrumed. That obviously defeats the
object in view because in a city of tall and
permanent buildings, it is clearly essential
that it should be possible for the different
parties to obtain access for light and air
permanently.  Therefore, it should be pos-
gible for them to come to a mutaal arrange.

ment. I shall place on the Notice Paper an
amendment which will make it elear that

this permanent sasement for light and air
which, when this Bill is passed, one party
may grant to another only with the consent
of the Governor-in-Council, must not inter-
fere with the frontage of the building. It
must be kept back a certain distance. I
think the amendments suggested by Mr.
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Nicholson are necessary; in fact they follow
the main purpose of the measure.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

MOTION—IMMIGRATION, STATE-
WIDE SCHEME.

Debate resumed from the 12th Septem-
ber, on the following motion by Hon. G. W,
Milea—

That in the opinion of thia House, the
Government should, at onee, enter into ne-
gotiations with the Imperial and Common-
wealth authorities in order to arrange joint
schemes for development and migration,
which shall apply not only to the South.
West Division of the State, but also to
Euels, Central, Eastern, North-West, and
Kimberley Divisions.

Hon, J. EWING {Bouth-West) [4.57]:
This very important question which has now
heen brounght before the House by Mr. Miles
has not received the attention it should have
received. I congratulate the hon. member on
the way in which he presented his case. 1
thank him for the great work he has done
not only in the State but in the old coun-
try on behalf of Western Australia. He
must have gone to great personal expense to
work in thns way for Western Australia and
much of his work must have been dore under
econditions which made him feel he wown
rather be at home. I do not think it possible
for any member to vote against the motion,
beeause it simply states that the Government
should at once enter into negotiations with
the Imperial and Commonwealth authorities
to arrange certain joint schemes. I am sure
the motion will receive the approbation of
this House and the consideration of the Gov-
erument. The hon. member has been gener-
ous enough to take a broadminded view of the
guestion in placing his motion before the
House, one which I feel will secure for it full
eonsideration. The hon, member said he was
entirely in favour of the Premier’s policy for
the development of the Sonth-Western di-
vision. Most members of Parliament are,
and they wish the Premier well in the carry-
ing out of that important scheme. Knowing
ag the hon. member does, the great resources
of the northern portion of the State as well
as the other portions mentioned in his mo-
tion, he desires to see them developed on prac-
tically similar lines to those laid down hy
the Premier for the development of the
South-Western division., In that he has my
most hearty support. But the manner in
which he desires to attain his object is some-
what different from the settlement scheme we
have under consideration at the present time.
The hon. member has heen to the old coun-
try endeavouring to enlist the interest of peo-
ple in high places for a certain purpose. That
purpose is that, as the Govermnent are not in
a position to seecure the necessary money or
do mot propose to secure it at thoe prosent
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time, he desires that these important, portions
of Western Australia. be developed by pri-
vate cnterprise. The hon. member is opening
up a big question and one which will require
our greatest consideration. I do not know that
I have any objection to the proposal, so
long as it is thoronghly safeguarded. If the
Government of this State cannot find the
neeessary money to- develop that portion ef
Western Australia, let those who are pre-
pared to put in their money develop it under
eonditions which guarantee the safety of the
settlers and of the State. In the South-West
Division we have the. best rainfall and the
best conditions for devclopment quickly and
safely that can be found in Western Aus-
tralia.

The Minister for Edueation: There is just
as good rainfall in the Kimberleys.

Hon, J. EWING: What I am struck with
in looking at the map I hold ir my hand is
that the South-West Division of Western
Australin. is comparatively so small, vast
though its potentialities may be. Those who,
like myself, are without real knowledge of the
importance of the north, wonder what wealth
we really have in Western Anstralia. Tn con-
nection with the development of the State the
Premier has done marvellous work; and 1
regret one remark made by Mr. Miles, to the
effect that Sir James Mitchell might have
done more in the Old Country.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: You buttered up
the Premier anyhow.

Hon. J. EWING: 'I spoke as T felt. If it
had been possible for the Premier to obtain
the sixty millions recessary for the develop-
ment of the north, I am sure he would bave
done it. Sir .James Mitchell desires not only
to develop the South-Western division, but
every portion of the State, and every one of
its industries.

Hon. A. Lovekin:
tock it too cheaply.

Hon. J. EWING: , I am not going inte
that question. I am sure the motion will be
carried, and I am sure the leader of the
House will give it his most earnest support.
In the Kimberleys I understand there is a
tropical rainfall. . The surveyor who exam-
ined that tersitory _not long ago made
a glowing report, showing that there
ig great merit in such a propesal aa
that eontained in Mr, Miles's motion. Some
members of this House and some members of
apother place made a trip through that por-
tion of the State, and the Leader of this
House spoke in the most glowing terms of
the portion which he traversed. 1 have read
the very instructive and interesting pamphlet
written by the Minister on the subject of his
trin, and I was particularly struck with his
reference to a place called Millstream, which
he deseribed as ‘‘a terrestrial paradise.’’ If
there is a heaven on earth, T feel sure, after
Jistening to the Minister’s most illuminating
and interesting lectures, that it is the North-
West. T wish now to ask Mr. Miles one or
two questions with a view to elucidating the
position and in the hope of being able to help

Colonel Amery said he

[COUNCIL.]

him, I want to know, first of all, something
more about the country he intends to de-
velop, if he pets the necessary conditions.
Then I want to know what arrangements are
likely to be made with the Government. The
hon. member has dealt with only one small
portion of this vast territory, namely thirty-
two million acres north of Meekatharra. That
may be the best portion of the territory—I
do not kuow whether it iz or not. The Min-
ister for Eduneation shakes his head. At any
rate it is an important portion of the terri-
tory. Mr. Miles suggests a policy of 100
stations comprising 200,000 acres cach, which
would carry 10,000 sheep or 2,000 cattle, In
conjunction with that, he said, there would
be a settlement of 2,000 people, including of
course the families of the men who take up
the stations. Now I want to know what each
station will cost to put in proper order, in-
cluding the eoat of fencing, sinking wells, and
stocking. Will the cost be £1,000, or £2,000,
or £3,000%

The Minister
£15,000.

Hon, J, EWING: That of course means
one and a half million for the scttlement of
that portion.

Hen. G, W, Miles; Two millions altogether
for that portion. .

Hon. J. EWING: That is exaetly the point
I want to get at. 1 understand the hon.
member desires to obtain the assistance of
the State Government, the Federal Govern-
ment, and the Imperial Government. Tf they
are to guarantee the interest at five per cent.
on this amount, which will be about £100,000
per year

Hon. ¢. W. Miles: A working capital of
half a million is required.

Hon. J. EWING: Is the guarantee to be
in respect of the mominal capital, or only the
capital actually expended? We should be en-
abled thoroughly to understand what ia ex-
pected of the State Government, the Common-
wealth Government, and the Imperial Gov-
ernment,

Hon. A. Lovekin: They are asked to gunar-
antee half a million in all.

Hon. J. EWING: That is a proposition
which, if it appeals to private enterprise, will
T am sure benefit the whole of Western Aus.
tralia. Moat of us look upon this State as
requiring development; and if the Govern-
ment cannot do it, we may, by the scheme
which Mr. Miles suggests, open up this por-
tion of the territory immediately. So long as
the intarests of the State are safeguarded,
we ean allow ofier people to do this develop-
meni work. The hon. member seems to have
heen very fortunate indeed in his visit to the
Old Country, where he met many eminent
men, at whose hands he received the
greatest consideration and much creonrage-
ment,  They laock upon the matter in the
same way as the hon. member does, namely
as an Imperial question. That is the only
way in whieh it ean be looked upon satisfac-
torily. It is the desire of the Empire to
gettle ber territories o= to populate this por-

for Education: About
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tion of Western Australin in order to safe-
gnard the nation. Unless the proposal is
looked at in that way, the onteome will pot
be satisfactory. As has been said, unless we
people our lands we eannot expect te hold
them. The hon. member referred to the
mineral wealth of the North-West, in which
ccnnection some concessiong, he said, would
be required by the company. I shall be very
pleaged if the hon. member, in replying, will
reiterate what he said on that point, as un-
fertunately I was not in tte Chamber during
the whole of his speech. It seems to me that
the mineral wealth of the North-West has not
been prospected at all. If there is any hope
ol pgreat mineral discoveries there, then I am
here to support the proposal. While at this
juncture I give my support to the motion, I
hope the hon. member will realise that every
memhber of this Couneil will desire to know
exactly what the conditions are going to be
for the taking over of the territory, and
under what conditions people arc going to be
settled there. I think T know enough of the
hon. member to be able to say that he would
not take up a question of this magnitude un-
less he had practically settled those points,
which arc certainly arguable, I wish the
hon. member the greatest success in his
scheme. If that scheme iy placed before the
House in a concrete form favourable to the
State and to the people to be settled in the
North, it must prove of great advantage not
only to the North-West, but to the whole of
Western Australia.

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION (Hoen.
H. P. Colebatch—East) [5.13]: I am very
heartily in accord with the motion moved by
Mr. Miles, and T wish that it were competent
for me merely to devote a few remarks to
supporting the gencral purpose of his motion,
But unfortunately the hon. member himself
hag made that impossible, because under cover
of the motion he has devoted the greater por-
tion of his speech, not to elaborating the de-
sign which the motion might be assumed fo
cover, but to an attack upon the Premier and
the Government generally, His aspeech was
really more an attack vpon the Government
than a proposal for the development of the
North-Weat; and if I devote a few remarks
to defending the Premier and the Govern-
ment, T hope that neither the hon. member
nor the Houge will for that reason think I
am the less in accord with the motion pro-
posed. Mr. Miles made reference to the
recessity for develoning the Esperance lands.
I do not know whether he suggests that the
present Govermment, or any Government dur-
ing the last eight years, could have done any-
thing more than has been dome in the matter
of developing the Esperance lands. As the
hon. member must be aware, it has been en-
tirely impossible to obtain rails for the con-
struetion of the Egperance railway until prac-
tically the present moment, gince the out-
break of war. TFrom the time when it be-
eame apparent that rails would be available,
the work of comstruction has been pushed
ahead with all expedition; and the railway

will be built as soon as it can be built;
and whilst it i3 being built farms will
be  established so that produce will be
ready for the railway to carry. I do not
know what mere could have besu done. I do
not see how the settlement of the Esperance
lands ecould have been undertakem more ex-
peditiously. The otier night I gave the
House certain figures, which I do not wish to
repeat, as to the number of blocks thrown
open and the number taken up in the Esper-
ance district. The policy of the Government
is to push forward with the development of
those farms, so that wheo. the railway reaches
themt the produce will be ready for the rail-
way to carry.

Hon. G, W. Miles: Are the Esperance
settlers treatel by the Agricultural Bank in
the same way as other settiers?

The MINISTER ¥YOR EDUCATION: Yes.

Hon. G. W. Miles: The same advances are
given?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: Yes.
Everything is dome to assist those settlers.
The people are dissatisfied that the railway
has been so lony delayed, but anybody who
looks with reason on the eondition of affairs
which has prevailed since the war started,
must acknowledge that we eould not have
completed the railway sconer. Then there is
the question of settloment on the goldfields,
The hon. member, I take it, referred to
settlemnent of areas already served by rail-
ways. The hon. member made particular
reference to the Transeontinental railway.
Well, the railway is tharc and the land is
there, and I do not know of any
obstacle that has been thrown in the
way of people wishing to take up that land.
The Premier was also attacked by the hom,
member because he did not correct some re-
mark by Lord Northcliffe to the effect that
Australians spoke contemptuously of the new
arrivals from England as ‘‘pommies.”” It
geems to be a very slender string on which
to hang a charge against the Premier. No
doubt the Premier did not attach any im-
portance to it. But to say that the Premier
showed a lack of backbone because he did
not correct the remark:

Hon. G. W. Miles: He did, too. ¢

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: —is
a most ridiculous siatement to make.

Hon. G. W. Miles: The Premier, going
there to get immigrants, actually left such a
statement unchallenged!

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: If
the Premier, in reply, omits to correct some
statement made, is that evidence of lack of
Iackbone? What backbone was required to
make the explamation which Mr. Miles made
at 2 subsequent funetion? It certainly needs
some hardihood to definitely state that that
is the origin of the term, although I think
the origin put up by Mr. Miles is very ac-
ceptable.  Still, there is a great deal of
difference of opinion as to the real origim,
and it is a faet that by some people the
term ‘‘pommy’’ is used as a term of conm-
tempt.
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Hon. G. W, Miles: By a minority.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: The
hon. member’s explanation was an entirely
right and proper one, and we are indebted
to him for having wade it; but I cannot see
any grave charge of lack of backbone to be
brought against the Premier because he did
not make guch explanation. The chief charge
laid by the hon. member is that the Premier
has not agreed to this proposed scheme for
development in the North-West, this 32 mil-
lien acres proposition.

Hon, G. W. Miles: One cannot even get an
anawer from him.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: The
hon, member knowa that the Premier has dis-
cussed it with him and Mr. Shalleross over
and over again, and that at the present time
he ig awaiting an answer from the Common-
wealth Government in regard to the guaran-
tecing of interest. This proposal was first
put up in the latter part of last year, It was
that 32 million acres north of Meekatharra
ahould be handed over to this company free
of rent and taxes for the first 10 years.
The 32 million acres includes 12 million acres
at present held under pastoral lease, and
about 20 million acres now unoccupied. The
proposal was that the rent on the 12 million
acres already takem up should be foregoue,
and that for a period of 10 years no rent or
taxes on any part of the 32 million acres
should be payable. It was further proposed
that the dividends of the company should be
limited to a maximum of 123% per cent. per
annum on the capital, and that a minimum
dividend of 5 per cent. per annum should be
guaranteed by the State Government. No-
thing. could be done under this proposal until
the Land Aect, limiting the area which any
person can hold under pastoral lease, should
be amended. The promoters of the scheme
set out, amongst other things, 2 plan of the
proposed subdivision. The idea was to divide
the prorerty inte 100 stations of approxi-
mately 200,000 acres each. They submitted
to the -Government a plan of one of those
200,000 acre stations, divided into 16 pad-
docks. They also set out the eapital outlay,
the estimated working eosts and the revenue,
together with a statement showing railway
freirhts to be debitzd to eapital account, and
to working expenses each year. It was esti-
mated that the carrying eapacity of the land
would be one sheep to the 20 acres. That
is one of the points which requires very care-
ful consideration. This territory, pastorally
speaking, is within fairly reasonable distance
of Meekatharra, The reason why of the 32
million acres only 12 million aeres have been
taken up, is that the country is not by any
means the best of our pastoral country.
There is a great deal of doubtful country
within it, country whereon the rainfall is
very poor. I have had many conversations
about this proposition with Mr, Canning, the
surveyor for the North-West, who says that
is the reason why this 20 million acres is
still unoccupied, namely, that it is not really
an inviting pastoral proposition. We know
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that must be the case, because the demand
for fairly good pastoral country is very keen
indeed. But Mr, Canning says that by sink-
ing wells an average depth of 40 feet a per-
manent supply of water would be assured.

Hon, G. W, Miles: At a depth of from 6
feet to 50 feet,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: Mr.
Canning by no means speaks ill of the c¢oun-
try, but it is a country neglected because
it is less inviting than a good deal of other
country. So this company who put forward
the proposition ecannot be charged with try-
ing to pick out the eyes of the State or to
get anything of extracrdinary value for them-
selves, In that respect their proposition can-
not be challenged, but it is open to question
whether the carrying eapacity is wp to what
the company thinks, or even near cnough to
it to give a reasonable prospect of success.
The area of cach station is 20 miles by 16
miles, or 320 square miles. These stations
were spoken of by the hon. member as a
group settlement, Speaking pastorally, they
do constitete group settlement. But when
the hon. member speaks of group settlement
from the point of view of providing educa-
tional facilities, and essential things of that
sort, it i3 altogether different, Even in the
agricultural areas, where the average
gize of a farm may be set down as
a square mile, we find great dJdiffieulties
in providing educational facilities. It
is because of that our edueational cost is so
great in proportion to our population, and in
more than half of the total number of our
schools the average attendance is less than
20 children. That is catering for a territory
where the average farm is a square mile or
at most two square miles, whereas here each
station is 20 miles by 16 miles in extent! So
it is not one of those group scttlements which
makes it easy to afford the necessary facili-
ties of life. The idea of telephonic com-
munication between the proposed stations is
an excellent one, and if it can be carried out
in a proposition of that sort, surely it should
bo easy to connect up every farm in the
agricultural areas, to the very great advant-
age, not only of the farmers, but of the
whole State. FEach station is to be divided
into 16 paddocks of 12,800 acres each,
each paddock to contain four waters. There
will be required on each station 180 miles of
feneing plus 20 miles for homestead pad-
docks, Then we have the statement of capital
outlay., On a 10,000 sheep station, the
improvements required are as follows:—200
miles of 5-wire fencing to provide 16 pad-
docks each of an area of 12,800 aeres; 200
miles of fenecing at £30 per mile, or £10,000.
Since the estimate was sent in the cost of
wire has considerably deecreased, and the
£10,000 provided for that purpose might
cagily be redueed to £8,000, or even to
£7,500. Then there are 25 wells at £250 each,
or £6,250. Homestead buildings, yards, ete.,
£2,500, and the proportionate cost of a cent-
ral shearing shed and equipment, £500; or a
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total of £18,250. From this we deduct por-
tion of eost of such fencing aa will serve for
two properties, £1,800, and half the cost of
some of the wells which would be made to
serve adjoining properties, £2,000, bringing
the total cost of an established station, with-
out any stock, to £15,450. As I say, the cost
of the fencing is probably over-estimated.
Hon. JJ. J. Holmes: If you put sheep there,
Fou will have to provide netting fenees,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
That may bring up the cost again. I ean-
not express an opinion on that. My purpose
is to place hefore the House the proposition
which the hon. member placed before the
Government and then to ask members this
question: This proposition was placed before
us 12 months ago. In the circumstances, has
the hon. member a case against the Govern-
ment when he accuses us of not having final-
iged it as yet? I approve entirely of the homn.
member’s motion, and I commend the enter-
prise of those gentiemen who put forward this
proposition. Az far as I ecan see, it is a pro-
position which may be made into something
workable to the great advantage of the State,
I am speaking solely from this point of
view: that the hon. member, under cover of
his motion, launched a venomour attack on
the Premier beeavse the Premier has not yet
given approval to the scheme and wndertaken
what the company asks. I want each member
to put the question to himself, asking is it
fair to condemn the Premier in that fashion
becanse up to the present he has not de-
finitely and finally accepted the scheme?

Hon. G. W. Miles: You have your own
proposals in the South-West, and you won’b
listen to anything else.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
‘Then it is intended to purchase 2,500 breed-
ing ewes and 75 rams, at a cost of £2,000,
mazking a totzl for the establishment and
equipment of each station of £17,450. That
is for each individmal settler. Then there is
the estimate of the working expenses and re-
venue for a 10,000 sheep station. No doubt
hon. membera such as Mr. Holmes, who have
had praetical experience, will know whether
these figures are to be relied upon, Estimates,
whether put forward by Government officers
or by private persons, do not always pan out
exaetly as expected. The estimated working
costs and revenue of each station are as fol-
lows:—Working costs—railway freights, £1,-
000 annually. It seems a large sum for one
station owner to pay.. The figures are given
there—

Cartage on 49 tons at £7, £343; wages
of three men at £4 per week, £665; shear-
ing 10,000 sheep at 9d. each, £373; cost of
stores, £317; rent, of 200,000 acres at 19a
per thousand aeres, £10C; interest om bor-
rowed eapital say, £7,000 at 7 per cent.,
£490; rates and taxes and destruction of
dogs £210, total £3,500.

Revenue—200 bales of wool at £15 per
bale or 11d. per 1h, £3,000; sale of 2,000
sheep at 10s. each, £1,000; surplus £500.
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In a subsequent return the figures are varied
slightly, It was apparently recognised that
if the concern was to cost £17,450, it would
not be sufficient to provide merely the in-
terest on £7,000. In aunother returun interest
on the balance of capital is provided, and
that has the effect of wiping out the aurplus

and making instead a loss of £650.
It is explained, and I think quite
rightly, that ecosts generally in the pas-

toral indestry will have to be reduced
if the industry is to prosper. It is
assumed that upon a reduction heing made
in these costs, this will prove to be a finan.
cial proposition, paying 7 per cent. interest on
borrowed eapital, and allowing the person wheo
puts in £10,000 of his own money interest at
7 per eent. There is also a statement show-
ing the amount of railway freight payable
in connection with the development of a 10,
000 sheep station, and to be debited to eapital
accounnt.

200 miles of five-wire fencing to Meeka-
tharra, 70 tons at £2 1ls, 6d., £205; 25
mills, tanks and troughing to Meeka-
tharra, 40 tons at £8 13s. 7d., £347; build-
ing material for homestead, ocutbuildings,
and wool shed, to Meekatharra, 70 tons at
£5, £350; passenger fares, £98, total
£1,000.

There is also a return sctting ont the rail-
way {reight to be debited annuaily to work-
ing expenses of a 10,000 sheep station after
construction iz completed. 'Those whe have
sheep stations will know whether these figures
are accurate or not. T have no doubt they
are approximately correct.

200 bales of wool equals 33 tons, Meeka-
tharra to Perth, £7 16s. 104., £258 15s¢. 64.;
2,000 sheep equals 15 bogies, Meckatharra
to Perth, £32 10s., £487 10s; 8 tong
stores, Perth to Meckatharra, £11 6s., £90
8s.; 8 tons horse feed, Perth to Meeka-
tharra, £1 14s, £13 12s.; passenger fares
and parcels, £149 14s. 6d.; total £1,000,

I do not know whether the cheapest way of
disposing of bales of wool would be to send
them by rail from Meekatharra to Perth.
That was the proposition at first put vp. It
involves the expenditure of a large amount
of money in respect to cach properiy, namely,
£17,000. What the Government were asked
to do was to amend the Land Act so as to
permit the company to take up these 32
million acres of land. There was to be an
arrangement under which 12 million acres
were to be acquired from existing owners.
After that had been Jone the Govermment
were to forego all rents and taxes on the 20
million acres of vacant land, and upon the
12 million acres already acquired, and to
guarantee 5 per cent. on the eapital invested
in the company. The company in turn was
to be limited to a dividend of 1214 per cent.
Obviously, the dividend would not acerue
during the earlier years of operation, but
wounld come later. In faet, it may be taken
for granted, without in any way condemning
the scheme on that account, that during the
first five years the Government would have
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to find the 5 per ecent. inferest. The company
could not pay dividends out of profits while
they were developing these propertics.

Hon. G. W. Miles: You are doing the
same thing in the South-West.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
do not put that forward as an objection to
the scheme, but I say nevertheless it is a
fact. After several discustions had taken
place upon the matter, the request that rents
and taxes should be foregone om the whole
of the 32 million acres was withdrawn. The
peoeplo concerned agreed that in respect to
the properties at present ocerpied they
should continue te pay rent and tuaxes in the
ordinary way, but claimed that for 10 years
thero should be no rents or taxes on the
remaining 20 million aeres. That position
had only just been reached when the Premier
left for England.

Hon. G. W, Miles: It was reached hefore
the Premier went to the Premiers’ confer-
enee in January.

The MINISTER TFOR EDUCATION: T
know, but he went to England direetly
afterwards. I ask hon. members to ba
fair, and to put this question to themselves:
Would the Governmment have been justified
during the last session of Parliament in in-
troducing the necessary legislation and giv-
ing this company the concession it required
and the guarantee of & per cent. interest?
Wonld it have been reasonable to put such
a proposition forward towards the end of
last year and expect the Government to
carry it out during the last session of Par-
liament? It would not have been reasomable.
Some amendment te the proposition was
necessary before the Government could con-
sider it. Jt was inequitable to ask that there
should be a relief from all rates and taxes
on 12 million acres of land from which the
Government were then receiving rents and
taxes, and this had to be withdrawn before
the matter could be considered at all. It
was withdrawn. The Premier then went to
the Premiers’ conference. and directly he
returned he went to London, and Mr. Miles
went with him. The Premier has only becn
back two or three months. On his way back
Mr. Miles had a confercnee with the Prime
Minister., The wroposition now hefore us,
and before the Federal Government, is that
the Federal Government shall make the neces-
gary monetary guarantees, and that the State
Government should do the other things asked
far. Up to the present moment we have not
received any word from the Federal Gov-
ernment as to whether they are prepared to
make the necessary guarantee. In the eir-
cumstances, is it fair to say that the State
Government have not given due consideration
to the seheme, or to condemn the FPremier
because there is not already a Bill before
the House and an agreement on the linea
suggested by MMr. Milea? The scheme is a
bold one. I do not think we will develap
that portion of Western Australia except
by bold schemes. There is a great deal to
be said in favour of this one, and I hope it
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will be possible for the I'ederal Government,
the State Government and this company to
come to terms tor the taking in hand of
such a proposition. Dut surdy it is not a
Jrroposition to be rushed into. 'The hon. mem-
ber quoted from some remarks by Cel. Amery
to the effrct that the Imperial Government
desired at the outset fo take in hand a
scheme that presented the least element of
risk.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
really believe that is a sound policy for the
State to adopt. It cannot be said that an
enterprise of this kind presents ne element
of risk until it has been carefully analysed.
It is entirely proper that such an investi-
gation should be made, and I hope some
good will eome of it. I do think the hon.
member has been entirely unreasonable and
abrolotely unfair in his attack upoen the Pre-
micr because that hon, gentleman has not
already finalised a proposition of this mag-
nitude, involving the State in so much re-
sponsibility. It is not only & matter of the
& per cent. That would not amount to a
large sum of money in comparison with the
whole scheme. As Col. Amery said of the
Premier’s scheme, so much depends upon
making a success of i, If we lost the 5
per cent., it would be nothing provided the
scheme was a suecess. Before the Govern-
mient can embark upon it they have to sat-
isfy themselves that it has a thoroughly
good prospect of being a success.

Hon, G. W. Miles: We only ask you to
satis{y yourselves one way or the other.

The MINISTER ¥OR EDUCATION:
That cannot be done in a day. Although
the Government are entircly sympathetic,
they are by no means without advice from
people who have a great deal of knowledge
of the pastoral industry, and who say it will
not be a sneecess, and whbo, in faet, entirely
comdemn the scheme. It is not as though
it was something which a Iarge number of
cxperienced  pastoralists  felt would be a
success; a great many of them are more
seeptical concerning it than the most hostile
critics are of the South-Weat scheme of the
Premier’s, That, however, will not deter
the Government from giving the matter full
and careful consideration,

Hon. J. Ewing: There are always many
eroakers about,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
Yes. It is wrong to suggest that the Pre-
mier is one of them. It is also wrong to
suggest that he is unwilling to take any risk
that a man who einccrely loves his country
and is desirous of developing it would be
willing to take. I hope the motion will be
carried, and that it will have some good
effect. I omly ask each individual member
to put te himself this question—Is Mr.
Miles justified in launching a venomous and
malicious attack against the Premier be-
~ause that hon. gentleman has not already
finalised this matter?
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Hon. A. Lovekin: Are you going to vote
for- the no-confidence motiont

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
This is not a no-confidence motion. It is a
motion in favour of the development of thia
country, and as sueh I support it. It is im-
possible for me to explain the vindictive
and venomous attitude of the hon, member
towards the Premier. Ilas any member of
the Government failed to give him every
facility to further his scheme? I know I
have done all I could to belp him. The hon
member himself admits that we have en-
abled him to place this scheme before tho
Prime Mirnister.” We have gone out of our
way to hbelp him, but, because this big
scheme bhas not heen finalised in a moment,
ke attacks the Government in this way.
With these remarks, in the course of which
I have felt obliged to depart to a cnrtain
extent from the motion as it stands, on
account of the attaek made upon thn Pre-
mier by Mr. Miles, I have pleasure iu sup-
porting the motion,

Hon. A. J. H. BAW (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [5.44]: T do not profess to speak
with any knowledge of this subjeet. I
mercly rise to enter a protest. During the
course of his speech Mr. Miles read a nem-
ber of quotations from after dinner or after
luncheon speeches. We also were regaled with
a considerable amount of what I may term
private conversations. I further under-
stand, from an interjection on the part of
Mr. Miles, that he propuses in the course
of his reply to relate a private conversation
which he had with the Premier concerning
the ridiculons charge that he (the Premier)
did not reply to Lord Northeliffe with refer-
ence to the light in which the people of
Australia regard the immigrant. T protest
against these private conmversations being
retailed in this Chamber. The principle is
entirely wrong, and I hope the hon. member
will not again adopt sueh a course.

On metion by Hon. A, Lovekin, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 545 pm.
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NOTICE OF MOTION—URGENCY.

Mr. SPEAKER: I received yesterday a
communication from the member for Leeder-
ville (Capt. Carter}, who wanted to move the
adjournment of the House. While the sub-
ject matter of the hon. member’s motion was
definite in character—it iz in reference to
the dispute in the newspaper industry—I was
of opinion that the matter was before the
court and therefpre it would not be wise for
the House to discuss it. So the question did
not eome before the House yesterday. The
hon, member came to my room as L was com-
ing out just now, and told me he was very
anxious to have the matter disecussed. This
atterncon I tried to learn from Mr, Justice
Draper whether the ease was actually before
the court and therefore sub judice. I could
not get Mr., Justice Draper, but his associate
referred me to the Clerk of the Arbitration
Court, who found Mr. Justice Draper and was
instructed by the Judge to give me the history
of the case, which is as follows:—

Reference was made on the 28th August,
answers filed on the 7th September, and
issues settled on the 11th September. The
case has not been listed up to date.

Not being a legal man, and being unable to
get advice from Mr. Justice Draper as te
whether the case i3 sub judice, and sinee the
member for Leederville is anxious to do some-
thing this afternoon, I have decided to place
the position before the Housa and let the
House take the responsibility of saying
whether the matter shall be dealt with, ae-
cepting the risk of its being hefore the court.
If it he the wish of the House, I will read
the letter from the hon. member. Is it the
wish of the House that the letter be read?
Hon. M. F. TROY: It is extraordinary,
Sir, that yon should approach the House in
the manner you have donc and ask for a de-
eision, Tt ia a matter for your own decision.
The Speaker does not allow a motion for ad-
journment unless in his opinion the matter is
definite and of urgent public importance. I
submit that this is your peculiar provinee,



