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

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By thea Minister for Lands: By-laws of
Public Cemeteries and Commnons.

By the Miitrfor Railways: 1, Returns
of Receipts and Expenditure of the Govern-
ment Tramnways for the quarter ended 33at;
December, 1916. 2, Reports and Returns in
accordance with Sections 54 and 83 of "The
Government Railways Act, 1904," for the
quarter ended 31st December, 1916.

QUESTIOIN--WHEAT SOLD TO LOCAL
MILLERS.

Mr. CARPENTER asked the Minister for
Industries: 1, Under what terms or condi-
tions of payment is wheat sold to local
millers by the Government? 2, What sum is
due to date by millers for wheat supplied?

The MINISTER FOR INDUSTRIE S re-
plied: 1, Millers buy from the pool and thle
arrangement for payment agreed upon is
that the wheat should be paid for weekly as
gristed. 2, £50,329 16s. 24. to date fully
covered by the value of the resultant flour
which is vested in the Crown under "The
Wheat Marketing Act, 1916."

QUESTI ON - WHEAT Ml'ARKE9TNG
BOARD AND APPOINTMENT OF
Yr. SIBBALD.

Mr. GARDINER asked the Minister for
Industries: 1, The names of the members of
the hoard controlling the Wheat Marketing

Scheme? 2, The total remuneration paid
themi 3, Are they a competent board? 4,
Wcre they consulted before Mr. Sibbald's
appointment was made? 5, Did they eon-
cur? 0, Is Mr. Sibbald a servant tinder the
board? 7, If not, from whom doces lie take
instructions? 8, What will be the total ex-
pense of his employment, including- offli
rent, travelling expenses and staffY 9, Who
pays this extra cost?

The -MINISTER FOR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1, There is no board controlling the
Wheat Mlarketing Scheme. 'Under Clause 4
of "The W-1heat Marketing Act, 1916," which
reads, "The Governor may, if he thinks fit,
appoint a committee of not exceeding five
persons to advise the M-inister upon matters
relating to the administration of this Act;'
Messrs. T. E. Field, H. S. Bickford, and .J.
Deane Hammond have been appointed as an
advisory committee. 2, None. 3, They are
not a board. They are a competent commit-
tee of advice. 4, No. 5, Answered by No. 4.
6, No. 7, Thle Mlinister for Industries as
provided by Clause 6 of "The Wheat Mfar-
keting Act, 1916." 8, Salary £1,000 per an-
num. Travelling- allowance to date £2 Is. 3d.
Rent of office occupied by Mr. Sibbald, £1
per week. The staff is the same as last year,
with the exception of two additional inspect-
ors at £2,52 per annum each, whose appoint-
mnent is not a consequence of Mr. Sibbald's
employment. 9, The pooi, which will bene-
fit by his expert management. It is expected
that in this way his salary will be saved
many times over.

QUESTION-PERTH TRAMWAYS.

Holid4 ay Traffic and Workmen's Cars.

Mr. SMITH asked (lie 'Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, In reference to his reply regarding
Cte tramway service, can hie quote one in-
stance during the past two years when the
mianageuent were able to successfully cope
with holiday traffic? 2, What steps did the
department lake to procure the necessary
material for the new ears? 3, What is being
done at present to overcome the alleged diffi-
culty? 4, Why cannot the department ob-
tain car wheels from any other reputable
manufacturer instead of from Strelitz Bros.
company?1 5, Will he arrange to have all
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workmen's cars prominently labelled as
Stich 9

The M1INISTER FOR RAILWVAYS re-
plied:- 1, The department claim that the
Tramwvays have successfully coped with the
holiday traffic on every occasion, except dur-
ing certain periods of the evening, when the
available cars are insufficient to accommodate
the crowds of passengers who desire to re-
turn home about the same time, and this ap-
plies to an extent on all tramway systems on
similar occasions, otherwise excessive stock
would be required which, in normal times,
would have to stand idle. 2, Tenders were
called and orders placed for the material re-
quired, in accordance with the recognised
Jrocedure. 3, The Agent General has been
requested by cable to do all possible to expe-
dite delivery. 4, Car wheels are not being
obtained from or through Strclitz Bros. The
tender was let to a firm of British manufac-
turers. 5, It is considered undesirable to
label workmen's cars, but particulars of the
cars on which workers' tickets arc available
will be advertised for the information of the
public.

QUESTION-EXPEDITIONARY
FOR CES.

Soldiers and Sleeping-berths on Railways.

Mr. IMUNSIE asked the Minister for
Railways: Why were soldiers in the various
camps, who had obtained leave at Christmas
time, refused the right to book a sleeping-
berth in the second class of the goldfields
express, prior to the date on which they
intended to travel, when other citizens have
that privilege I

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: No one having a voucher or ticket
entitling him to book a sleeping-berth has
been refused -when berths were avail able.

QUESTION \- RAILWAY FARES,
PERTH TO KALGOORLIE.

Mr. 1'tNSIE asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is it hrue that on 23rd Decem-
ber, 1916. special fares were charged from
Kalgoorlie to Perth (fL2 2s. 6d. return, sec-
ond class), and that from Perth to Ralgoor-
lieon the same date the return fare was only

£l11s.? 2, If so, will he in future grant the
same concession to the people on the fields
to visit Perth, as was given the Perth people
to visit the goldfields?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, At the special request of the Kal-
goorlie local representatives, special cheap
fa-res were issued both in 1915 and 1916
from Perth to Kalgoorlie, The coaches used
had to be returned to Kalgoorlie for the
"Up" traffic, otherwise they would have run
empty. The ordinary excursion fare to
Perth from the fields is £2 3s. 6id., and fares
on the same basis are in force from all in-
land stations, the exception being the special
cheap excursions form the fields to the Coast
for women and children, which arc as fol-
lows :-Adults, 30s.; children not exceeding
14 years, 12s. 6d. 2, It is not proposed to
further reduce the fares from the fields.

QUESTIONS (2)-HOSPITAL FOR
INS ANE, CLAREMONT.

Annual reports.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Pre-
mier: 1, Are the Government aware that
the last report of the Inspector General for
Insane presented to Parliament is for the
year 1914? 2, Why have not reports for
the years 1915 and 1916 been presented to
Parliament in accordance with the provi-
sions of Section 89 of the Lunacy Act, 1903,
which expressly provides that an annual re-
port on our hospitals for the insane, and the
care of patients, shall be presented to Parlia-
meat within 21 days of the commencement
of each session of Parliament? 3, Will the
Government have the law complied with in
this respect without delayl 4, If so, when
may the reports for 1915 and 1916 he ex-
pected to be laid upon the Table of the
House?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, It
has been customary to include in the calen-
dar report of the year just past the six'
months of the current financial year ending
30th June. The 1916 report will not there-
fore lie available until after nest June. The
1915 report is now ready. 3, Yes. The
matter is now being inquired into with a
view to altering the practice which has
caused this delay. 4, Answered by No. 2.
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Patients admit ted and discharged.
i;r E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Pre-

mier: 1, How mlany patients are there at
thle Hospital for the Insane at Claremont?
2, How many patients have been discharged
during each of the past three years? 3, Are,
certain patients detained at Claremont, '*ho
consider that they are sane, afforded proper
opportunities to apply for discharge? 4,
Are such patients given facilities to apply to
a judge for an examination for discharge,
under Part 3 of the Act? 5, Who are the
official visitors to the Claremont Hospital
for the Insane? 6, How many reports have
the official visitors made to the Minister dur-
ing the past year, under Section 94 of the
Act?

The PREMIER replied: 1, 1,062. 2,
1914, 98; 1915, Si; 1916, 85. 3, Yes. 4,
The Supreme Court will not consider any
application unless Section 107 of "The
Lunacy Act, 1903," is comlplied with. .5,
Dr. W. P. Birmingham, Mr. B. G. Darby-
shire, and Mrs. A. Cason. 6, Four, one
every three months.

BIILrSALE OF LIQUOR AND
TOBACCO.

Reports of Committee adopted.

BILL-AGRICULTURAL LANDS PULI-

CHASE ACT AMENDME~NT.

Second Reading.

Debate resuimed from the 24th January.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)

14.46]:, I trust lion, members will not judge
the importance of this Bill from its size.
True, the Bill is almost one of but a single
clause; but that single clause is so far reach-
ing, and means so much to the revenue of
the State, that 1 hope hon. members will
peruse the measure carefully and study the
proposal closely before giving it their sup-
port. The measure is another proof of the
debt which Western Australia has to pay
for what was called during the years 1909
and 1910 the optimism of the then Minister
for Lauds. That so-called optimism has
kept Parliament busy for the last five or six
years potting right the wrongs created dur-
ing the period in question.

The Minister for Railways: There were
no wrongs created,

Hon. W. 0. JOHNYSON: I myself intro-
duced a Bill dealing with the price of con-
ditional purchase lands. That measure was
rendered necessary by the fact that numbers
of people had been settled on land and prom-
ised all sorts of things which could not be
ful filled. In fact, one ease has been brought
under my notice only to-day by letter. A
settler, after many years' struggles against
impossible conditions,' has bad to leave his
holding; and when that man took up his
land the then Minister for Lands promised
himi a railway within 12 months. That is
eight years ago.

The 111lnisler for Railways: Nothing of
file sort ever occurred.

Hon. W. D. JOH NSON: I have known
of such promises being made in this Cham-
ber, and I have read of their being made
elsewhere.

Thle Minister for Railways: You are ab-
solutely reckless in your statements-reck-
less and ungenerous.

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: The evidence in
this case is such as to justify me in taking
the word of the settler.

Mlr. Thomson: You yourself occasionally
promised railways.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: That is true. The
lines Which were- Promised by me ha8ve either
been constructed, or are uinder construction
to-day.

Mr. Thomson: I wish they were.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Any difficulty

arising out of slow progress with the con-
struction of those railways is due to the war.
The Bill deals with rep urchased estates, and
no doubt we shiall be told that the estates
were acquired by the Government on the ad-
vice of an expert board. It must be borne
in mind, however, that the expert hoard con-
sisted of departmental officers, and that de-
partmental officers are largely influenced
by the policy of the Government for the
time being. When one gets what is called
optimism prevailing in the office of the
Yinister, the departmental heads take their
cne from hiim, and from his pronouncements
and declarations of policy.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is a very im-
portant admission.

Ron, W. D. JOHNSON: No doubt it is.
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Air. E. B. Johnston: It applies to the
repricing measure.

H-on. W. D. JOHNSON: There is a vast
differene b)etween the two measures. 'lie
expert board, influenced[ no doubt by the
policy of Lte [ lien Government and by Minis
erial views, advised (ihat certain estates

should lie rep urcehased at prices far beyond
I nose at which thlnv can be resettled. Howv-
ever, tire land "'as piurrelased an(] subdivided,
andl quite aitl nuber of settlers haive been in-
cl iced to take it tilt at the prices which the
p~rincipalI Act provides5 shall be ch arged for
repiurchased estates. Thle settlers were not
long on their holdings before reailising that
they could not possibly farm them success-
fully and pay the capital cost they had
undertaken to pay, wvithI the result that from
time to time there has been agitation for
relief. I was disappointed that the Minister
for L ands, when introducing thIiis Bill, didi
not endeavour to give Parliament sonmc indi-
cation of what the measure, if passed, would
cost the State. The Bill is at proposal to
write off a proportion of the capital ex-
pended in pu rchasinug thre estates; but there
is no indication of the" amount to be written
off. The amount is left absolutely to the
discretion of the Minister, and Parliament
has no information on the subject. In pass-
ing- this Bill Parliament will he signing at
blank cheque, as it were, allowing the M~inis-
ter for Lands to use his discretion. One
wvould not object to tlrat so much if there
were any intimation of the amtount of the
probable loss, oir if the Bill contained a pro-
viso lim iting Ilie repricing to amiounts
approximating . the oritrinal cost of the
estates. But lte measure goes to the very
extreme in the opposite direction. It states
that lite Nlinister for Lands shall have power
to reprice, adding that the altered prices
shall not he less than thle m ininium under the
measure for repricing conditional p~urchase
lands as introduced] by myself last year.
Titus it would be possible-though I admit
it is not likely -that the Minister might re-
duce the price of repurelinsed estates land
to 3s. 9d. per acre. In order to show lion.
members the seriousness of the matter, let
me instance some of the repurchased estates.
The Avondale estate, which is constantly re-
ferred to, consisted of 9,635 acres, and its
total cost was £:50,764, or slightly over £5

per acre. That estate bas not been resold;
it is still on the bands of the Government:
and under this Bill the Minister will have
power to reduce tire price of that estate to
3s. 9id. per acre. That fact in itself, surely,
is serious enough to cause members to reflect
befure giving the measure their unreserved
supjport, unless further investigations are
made~t or unless the 'Minister supplies fur-
tiner details of the prospective loss to the
State. Altogether there are 25 or 26 of
these estates. The Bowes estate contains
38,233 acres, and its cost was £56,314, or
about 30s. per acre. Yet this measure pro-
poses to empower the Minister to reduce the
price as I have stated. Then there is the
.Jellaeubine estate, of 6,000 acres, which ran
into a sum of £3,523. 1 mention that estate
in order to show, that some were bought
comparatively cheap. The Mount Erin
estate, of on acreage of 58,000, was bought
for £00959. Evidently a fafir amount of that
property 'vas leasehiold and pastofal coun-
try. The Narratarra estate, of 23,000 acres,
cost 1:23,350, or about £1 per acre. The Oka-
bella estate, containing 44,000 acres, cost
the Slate £C23,955. Then there is Yanda-
,iooka, of 1.40,000 acres, which ran into
£C142,000, or about £:1 per acre. A large
proportion of the Yandanooka estate was
leasehold and pastoral country. Taking the
whole of thne estates, there is a gross area of
-1,6,804 acres, which has cost the country
U478629. Thus, in dealing with this Bill
we are dealing with a proposal to give the
Minister for Lands powver to reduce the price
of assets which have cost the State close on
half a miiliion, sterling.

r. Thomson: How many acres in all
of these estates have been taken up?

IHon. 11. D. JOHNSON: About 160,000
acres are still available for selection, but the
Bill1 proposes to make the repricing retro-
spective. deatling with all the land in repur-
ehased estates. The question does not arise
how much1 has been selected and how much
remains available. If the measure passes,
the whole of the lands contained in all the
repurchased estates will he subject to review
as regards price. The original Act makes
it perfectly clear that the Minister shall add
5 per cent, to the cost of the land repur-
chased, and then that amount shall be the
purchase price, divided into 40 half-yearly
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payments to he made by the selector. The
proposal now is to apply to these
lands the provisions of the measure
dealing with conditional purchase lands
which was passed ia 1915. In reply to
an interjection I stated that there is a
great difference between the measure deal-
ing with conditional purchase lands and the
present Bill, which deals with repurchased
estates. The measure repricing conditional
purchase lands was introduced as the result
of an agitation, and that agitation was sup-
ported by the fact that during recent years
the price of conditional purchase land had
been raised by almost 50 per cent. Until
about 1910 conditional purchase land was
,generally sold at 10s. per acre. From. that
period onwlird, however, conditional pur-
chase land was increased in Price until it
reached £1 and even 30s. per acre. The
settlers who took nip land as fromn 1010
were, generally speaking, selecting land
more remote from railway communication,
and further distant from ports and mnarkets.
Consequentl ' they claimed that their land,
instead of! being higher in price, should have
been lower, than land wore favourably situ-
ated fromt these aspects. The amending leg-
islation, therefore, merely brought condi-
tional purchase lessees from 1910 on-
wards into line with those who had
selected holdings prior to that year.
Wh'len we deal with repurehased land, we
deal with a different thing altogether. It is
land which has been offered to the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Piesse: You are dealing with thle same
error.

Ion. W. D. JOHNSON: I will admit
that; hid we are dealing with land 'which
has been offered to thle Government and
which has heen reviewed by an expert board,
wich hoard recommended the p~urchase and
thle actual piivmients for which have been
made to individuals. Therefore, we are in
the position that thle land has been acquired
hy the Government. the lprivate owner tias
been paid for it, and now after a few years
it has, been discovered that a mistake has
been made by the expert officers who ad-
vised the Government to buy, the result
being that we are now asked to reduce the
price so as to give relief to the settlers.
Unfortunately, however,. we have no power

to get a refund from the man who was paid
too much for it originally. It will be seen,
therefore, that there is no comparison be-
tween condifional purchase lands and these
repu rchased estates.

Mr. Piesse: You admit. that we paid too
much for those estates?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Unqu estion ably.
I do not want to be misunderstood. I have
said over and over again that p~eople who
are on these lands connot farm profitably,
and pay the capital cost they are called
upon to find. They are trying to do the im-
possible, and they never will do it. When
Parliament is dealing with the subject, we
want to realise the importance of it, and
see that we go into it with our eyes open,
and not have such little information as has
been placed at our disposal in connec-
tion with this Bill. There is another
important matter. I have emphasised
over and over again that some relief should
be given, and I stated that I considered
the time for the repayments should be ex-
tended. I realised that to write off capital,
after it was paid to the individual, was so
seriouS; a matter that I was not quite sure
whether Parliament would review it with
favour; neither did I think that it was a
practicable proposition which should be sub-
mitted to Parliament. A Minister's function
is to overcome a difficulty by giving- relief
to the individual, and at the same time not
rob the State. I am satsned that wve could
have given a good deal of relief by extend-
in 'g the payments over a period. I do not
Wish to convey that a certain amount of the
capital cost should not be wiped off, but I
would not agree to wipe off the amount pro-
posed in this Bill. I would not introduce
a measure asking for extended powers such
as this Bill seeks to give. In any case the
Bill should provide for an extension of the
lime for repayment. In regard to thle con-
ditional purchase lands, it was proposed to
make the payment fid. per acre per annum
and] the itlinister had the power to extend
that up to .30 years. In this Bill it is not
proposed to alter the lime of repayment. I
think some relief should be given in that
regard by extending the time, and not make
suich a drastic reduction in the price of the
land. The Bill does not deal with that at all;
all it does is to ask power for the Minister
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to repirie land and not go below the mini-
mum of 3s. Pd., and setting out that any
paymients made in excess of the repr icing
simall not be refunded, but shall be paida to
reduce the ternm of thie lease. I think that
the Bill is of such iniportance, running into
what might hie anl enormous sum of mloney',V
that it ight be advisable to appoint a select
comimittee to investig-ate it.

Mr. Aiilany: Why not appoint a Royal
Cunmi ibn ?

Mr. Hudson : Whly not get a report from
thme existing Agricultural Commiission?

Hon, W. 1). JOhINSON: I think it would
take too long for a eoinimisison to deal with
thie subject, lint it would be possible for a
select committee to investigate it and give
Parliament sonie informatmon as to what the
cost will be. 'In regard to the provisions of
file Bill dealing with conditional purchase
land, an indication was given as to how it
was proposed to reprice. We did not pr~o-
ride in our Bill how it was proposed to do
that, but, in order tliat Parliament should
hare some idea as to what it would mean to
the farmers and also to the State, we pre-
pared a schedule showing the zones where
the different prices would apply, and where
the zones existed, and in that way we were
able, by rough calculation, to estimate what
amount of revenue would be lost to the State
per annum. After getting the figures care-
fully compiled by an expert officer, I esti-
niated that it would cost £30,000 a year. and
the actual results hare worked out to within
a few pounds; of that amount. Parliament
was not asked to rote on thle blind: it was
told what the farmers would have to pay.
We should now have information of this des-
cription, and, failing' that, I consider that a
select committee should be appointed to in-
vestigate the matter. I will not vote against
the second reading, but I would like to see
a committee of investigation appointed. T
hope that before the Conmnittee stage is
reachled, the Minister will agree to what I
sug-gest, so f list we may have more informa-
tion at that stage than we hare at the pres-
ent time.

Mr. O'LOOHLEN (Forrest) f[5.9] :Un-
like the last speaker, T am- not prepared to
support the appointment of a select commit-
tee, but I think it is the duty of members to
rote against the second reang of thme Bill

and to defeat it. It is an old and hackneyed
phrase that "time is not opportune." That
phrase emanates from Tory winds, bat on
this occasion I am prepared to subscribe to
it and to say that the lime is not opportune
for the introduction of this Bill, It we hare
any wares to sell, it is no use putting them
on a falling market; we must wait for a
favourable opportunity. The very introduc-
tion of this Bill is a serious indictment
against Parliament and all Governments.
Lookin at the figures running into half a
million sterling, which we have paid for es-
tates, wre have to ask ourselves whether that
expenditure was justified. We have to admit
that abnormal conditions have jprevented the
successful subdivision and settlement of those
estates. But it is incomprehensible, in a
State such as this, when Ministers for Lands
tiara boasted that we have millions of acres
of undeveloped country, that past Govern-
merits slhould have found it necessary to re-
purchase private estates. We have spread
it broad east that we have millions of acres
of land awaiting settlement, and yet, daring
the last decade, we have paid half a million
to acquire the 25 properties in Western Aus-
i ralin which are the subject of review at the
present time. If we continue this policy, we
shall have a rejpetit ion of what occur-red in
South Australia. Many years ago the Gov'-
erniuent of that State repurchased large
areas of country within the Goyder line of
rainfall. '[her' had to do that because, if
they went beyond that line, the rainfall
would hare been so limited that settlers
would hare met with disaster. The Govern-
ment parcelled out those areas, -and it was
only af'ter a short period that many of them
got back into the hands of one owner. The
result was that the Government again had
t o come along and rep~urchlase many of timose
estates. The member for Guildford said
that this was the debt thme Government had to
pay. It is incomprehensible to me. why the
late Government persisted in this policy' , ini-
listed by the present, occupants of the Trea-
suryv bench. I fail to see the necessityN for
Purchasing the Yandanooka estate, when wve
remember that we had millions of a9cres of
land awaiting settlement. Yet we acquiiredl
that and other properties and p)aid huge
sums for them when we were hard uip, and
afterwairds found it impossible to dispose of
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them. The member for Guildford enumer-
ated seine of those estates, to some of wichel
we may give passing attention. Take Den-
mark. That was acquired for £48,000. Cer-
tainly that property had 30 miles of rails of
-an indifferent quality upon it. Denmark is
in a favourite locality and from all over the
State caine inquiries as to when it was likely
to be thrown open.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: It was not repur-
-chased in the samle sense as the others.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Well, nearly £50,000
-of public mooney was paid to the people who
owned it, and, I take it, that the Denmark
:settlcrs will come under the provisions of the
Bill we are noiv discussing. That being the
case, it is no use locking thle stable door after
the horse has been stolen. But the present
.Minister for Industries erred at the time in
not putting that estate on thle market when
thle public appetite had been whetted. The
position in regard to Denmark was that the
people from the goldfields were anxious to
acquire land where they could cultivate a
:small area. The preparations for the dis-
posal wvere dr-agged over a period of some
eight months and tile result was that those
who wanted land there got tired of waiting
and, when the auction sale was held, it was
almost a fiasco. Denmark has been a strug-
gliug settlement ever since those people
missed the oportunity of investing their
money thereP and the outcomle is that it is
now Onl a par with miany other of the ac-
qnired estates. Take the Avondale estate,
which has; been thle suhject of discussion onl
numerous occasions. We have it on the re-
port of departuiental officers that in that es-
tate there are 1,700 acres of granite rock,
which would not be worth, the minimumi of
3s. 9d. per acre. That means that if we are
to take thle poorer quality of the land onl that
and some of the other estates, and- assess it
at the minimum rate allowed by the price-
fixing board, tile good land will he charged
for at such a rate that it will be a burden on
anyone who might take it up. It is quite imf-
possible for the ordinary settler to go onl tine
Avondale estate and try to make a success of
farming, if he has to pay £4 an acre for the
land. I am not going to say that the Gov-
ernment should go down to the limit, bit
even if they made a reduction of 50 per cent.
,on thle capital cost of those estates, such a

reduction would mean a serious blow to the
revenue of the State. The main thing is to
get the land brought under a state of de-
velopment, but thle present time is not oppor-
tune. If next year the Minister brings for-
ward his Bill, I will be prepared to support
it, because I think that the demand will then
be at little keener thtan it is at the present time.
We can hope, at any rate, that some of our
difflicultics will have passed away, and the
Minister can be trusted to make the best
bargain possible with those who might be
looking- for land, without seriously jeopar-
dising the finances of tile country, The
position of the estates is deplorable and a
distinction has to be made between those
which failed to find purchasers and those
which have bjeen taken up and partially de-
veloped, The Bowes estate has been men-
tioned, and whether the Bill passes or not I
believe sonic wore facilities and greater con-
sideration will have to be shown to those
settlers heroically struggling to make suc-
cesses of their holdings.

The Premier: All that you say is in favour
of the Bill.

Mr. 0 'LOGH LEN: Not at all. Some
discrimination must he made between estates
with settlers on them and those with no set-
tHers. If we give the Miffnister increased
power just now, lie may seriously affect the
revenue of the coun try by, perhaps, fixing
too low a minimuim, owing to there being no
demuand for the land at the present juncture.

Mr. Thonmson: Are not the settlers onl the
repurchased estates entitled to redress?

Air. OlfOGHLENT: Yes, and I think thle
Minister could meet them without a Bill giv-
ing hini unlimited power to reduce the price.
W~1hilc those settlers have had serious difficul-
ties to overcome, we must admnit that the
present Government-and in this I would
bracket thie late Government-do not; seem
to be making any great attempts to settle
somle of these estates which have been in
their hiands for some time. Tue Avondale
estate was hawked all over the country, and
flamboyant advertisements were published to
induce settlers to take uip blocks. But it was
puit on the market too late. The present
Mlinister dangled the Denmark estate for
mlonths.

The Minister for Railways: I was not the
MiNlnister then.
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Mlr. oLOCGLEN. You were.
Hon. P. Collier: Avondale was declared a

sp~ecial settlement area.
Mr. O'LOGHLENV: Yes, and the only

prospective settlers who came along were a
couple of Nor'-Westers.

The Premier: Of course--you and your
party damned the Avondale estate.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: We did nothing of thle
sort. The Liberals turned it into an experi-
mental farm for the edification of the coun-
tryside. Although they advertised their
settlement scheme all1 over Western Austra-
lia, none hut two solitary settlers could be
induced to take up any blocks.

Hon. W. D). Johnson: The Nor'-West
squatter left it some time ago.

Mr. 0'IsOGHLEN: The price paid for
the estate was altogether too big. No less
than £E55,000 was paid by the then Govern-
ment to one of their supporters for Ihe
property.

The Premier: Your Government could
have had the money back long ago.

'Mr. 0'LOC4FLLEN: What reply has the
Minister to make regarding the delay in
throwing open the Harvey estates People
are hungering for those p~articular blocks,
situated in a favoured region, where the rain-
fall is anmple. Since those blocks were
cleared, twelve months ago, they have been
allowed to go hack t o their virgin state and
the Mlinister is making no effort to throw
them open.

The Premier: Yes, lie is. He is pushing
them all lie knows. Your people would not
move in rtme matter.

Mr. 0'LOGH ILEN: The late Government
repurchiased the estate and put on 120 men
at clearing. When the clearing was finished
the estate should have been placed in the
market.

The Premier: WVell, why did not your Gov-
ernment see to it?

Mr. 0'LOGHLEN: Because it was not
ready until a little while after the late Gov-
ernment went out of office. It is now being
allowed to revert to its virgin state. I have
heard of some land beingf earmarked for
returned soldiers. That is a very proper
policy, which all must endorse: but if re-
iLurned soldiers are not available for those
blocks, it mjust not lie put forward as a

reason wvly development of the South-West
should be retarded. There are no difficulties
about the Harvey estate, It is the one estate
which will show good results. In regard
to the others, the Bill simply means giving
thme Government a blank cheque, giving them
the power to reduce prices to an inordinate
extent. lUnder it we shall be putting our
wares on a falling market, If, twelve months
hence, our troubles are over, and prospec-
tive settlers are looking for a home, it will
then be a good time to give the Ivlinister the
lpowver hie asks, when Parliament shall have
becomec possessed of all the facts. And we
may thea seize a real opportunity for dis-
posing of some of these estates, hanging
like a millstone round the Treasury. In
the case of Avondale, Yandanooka, and other
repurchased estates, it is absurd to expect
thenm to be profitable, considering the pur-
chase price paid for them. The very intro-
duction of the Bill, will serve to lay it down
that for many years to come no Government
shall he justified in purchasing estates from
either political friends or political enemies.
After all, where is the necessity for repur-
chasing estates? I ani not going to blamec
the present Minister for his optimism; hie
wvas led away, indeed we were all. led sway,
onad we thought tlhc land of Western Aus-
tralia better than it is.

TIhe Premnier: It is excellent land.
M~r. 0'LOGHLEN: The hon. member does

not take it on. The experience of some of
those on this side wvho have taken it on has
not been very encouraging.

The Premier: Because they know nothing
abhout it.

Mr. 0'LOGl-ILEN: Here we have speak-
ing, a walking encyclopedia on agriculture.
He has made a success of all the fastfs he
took on in the past, but he is not likely to
take up a selection at the present lime.

Trhe Premier: I have kept. clear of land
selection, because I do not understand farm-
ing.

Mr. 0'LOGHLEN: Apparently the infer-
ence is that you, A.Ir. Speaker, and others
who have taken up land, knew nothing ahout
the business. It would he interesting to get
a record of the experiences of yourself. Sir,
and others on this side who have been pat-
riotic enough to launch all their savings into
tile lanid of We:;tern Australia. I admit they
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have had at variety of difflicult ies to over-
come.

lion. W. 1). Johnson: It would not he so
had itC we had overcome the difficulties.

)Ir. O'LOGI-LEN: .I think the bon. memr-
ber is pretty well out of thle wood this year.
It would he hardlyv fair to condemn land set-
tlement in Western Australid, for we mutix
lake int o considerai ion the abnormld condi
tions uinder which farming ins ihad to be
carried on during t he pl few ye ars. Still,
this p~olicy of repurchasing estates is the
most inconsistent I have ever known. V
advertise to the world that we possess mil-
lions of acres of splendid land, and are not
able to dis1'ose of it. Then, side by side with
that, we find paternal Governments prepared
to buy.) from political supporters or others
laree estates whijel have been hawked all
over the country. I hope that policy will
not continue, and I trust thre IMinister will
take prompt action in making available the
Harvey estate, situated as it is in a particu-
larly favoured region, and consistilg of
blocks that could be put tinder cultivation
straightaway. If the Minister has any rea-
soi, for further holdingp up the Harve 'y estate

Ihope lie will give it to the House. It is
imlperat ive that somiething should he done
at once, because the vegetation is growving-
afresh, and if we could puat settlers on those
blocks nowv the threatened difficulty wvould
he removed]. 1 sugges~t to the -Minister that
hie withdraw I he Bill, and that, if hie be still
in office this lime next year, hie re-introduce
it then in all seriousness.

H~on. J1. Scaddan: This is not siious: it
is only electioneering.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: It may' be, but I
hardly see the point, because there are not
lnan)' votes to be caught on the Avondale
estate. In respect to one estate. I have some
concept ion of what the settlers thereon have
hadl to put up wilth-i refer to the Bowes
estate-btut there is a p-ossibility of giving
relief to t hem without such a Sill as this.

lIon. ,J. Seaddn: The Beverley people
are inlerested in Avondale.

Mr. O'LOG1-LEN: If hie townspeople
of Beverley are prepared to advocate a re-
duction in price from £5 to 30s. per acre
they should be able to make out a fair case
to the taxpayers before they' deplete the
Treasury to that extent. Of course, some of

the money will come back, but we cannot
h ope to get much of it unless we have a tie-
mand] for the land, and that demand cannot
be created within thle next fewv months. Thle
Bill is premature. It would be in ample
time next year, w'hen tile prospects, it is
hofed, will be more bouyant. The revenue
nighit, conceivably, be considerably enhanced
if these estates arc submitted at a time when
people are looking for them, but not now,
when land is virtually a drug on the market.

Thie ATTORiNIY GENERAL (Hon. B.
T. Rohinson-Canning) [5.25] :The lion.
memnbe r has adiva nced many arguments in
su pport of the Bill. I quit e agree [fhat we
miust hav e nil lands for settlement pur-
poses, without -1 oing in for any more re-
puirchased est ales. Personally I was not
concerned "'it I any of the Governments that
mladle these purchases, so I amn free to make
that statement. I certainly think no more
estates should he purchased by thie Govern-
ment wvhile there is land available for settle-
mient. But a second proposition following
that must he this: thle land that has been.
purchased must not be held. Holding land
and doing nothing will, it is a loes to the
holder, and in this instance the holder is the
State. It is not the concern of the House
which ( overnment bought the land or which
dlid not sell it, or whether file Labour Goy-
erment hield uIP the Avondale estate in
order- to make political capital out of t heir
opponents. Thant does not concern me, hut
w'hal does concern mie is that I o-day 'ye have
OI nilmlier of repu rchased estates that have
been sold under anr Act which fixes thle price
higher than we oughit to elharge for the land,
Land higher than set tlers can pay' far it if
they are to make a hivinwr off il. Then
conies thle corollary to thlit, namely, that
many% men w~ho have purchased at high
p rices are in diffieullies to-da v and requtire
to hie assisted. Without a Bill of this de-
scrip! ion those men cannot be lielre'l. No
reduction in price Can lie made, nor can the
hld he put on fihe market. In answer to
the principal objection hrv thle member for
Forrest (Mfr. O'Loghlen) that this land is
proposed to be placed on the market at a
bad time when Ilhere is no demand and when
"'e may- reasonably expect to obtain low
prices. I venture to say the House may trust
to the good sense of the Minister for Lands
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in fixing the prices for the various resumed
estates to do the best he can for Western
Australia and] at the same time to do a fair
tiring by those settlers who buy the land. I
hold it is almost a criminal offence for a
'Minister for Lands to sell land to intending
settlers at a price above its value. To do
so not( only takes the heart out of a man,
but it takes also his cash and throws him
back for years. I agree with the member
for Forrest that we should encourage the
settler in Western Australia, and in some
eases it would pay Western Australia to
give people the land. We want to advance
development and product ion, and if we
would be liitigte production of wealth
by reducing the price of land so that it
may produce more wealth, the State would
get its money back a hundredfold. I ask the
House to forget which Government it was
wxhich purchased these estates and which it
was (hat failed to sell them. Let those con-
siderations go. We have the estates to-day,
,which could be made available for those who
desire to settle on the land, and we should
lie prepared to sell those estates at a price
which would be fair to the settlers and
enable them to make a living on the land,
arid at thle same time he fair to Western
Australia. Members on every side of the
House wtill agree that we have to-day in the
Minister for Lands, a man who will not play
ducks and drakes with the interests of the
State insofar as these estates are concerned.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brown Hill-Ivan-
hoe) [5.33]: 1 must at once admit that the
Attorney Genera! has made out a good ease
from a legal point of view, but he has over-
looked the fact that the Bill does not pro-
vide merely for reducing the price of the
land on the estates to future settlers, but
includes also those at present purchasing the
land from the State. If it were the case
that future purchasers only were being con-
sidered, we might agree that it is desirable
to allow the Ninister for Lands to fix prices
that would ensure the early settlement of
the balance of the estates held by the Crown,
and thus increase production. But thle Bill
goes further. It enables the 'Minister, when
considering the question of the reduced price,
to also make a reduction in respect of land
already sold by the State.

Thre Attorney General: Why should not
it -7

lion. J. SCADDAN: For various reasons.
Let me ask tine member for Katanng (Mfr.
'J'lomson) whether the private owner of a
largre estate--take the Attorney General himn-
self, for example-would in reconsidering
prices, review the price of land already sold,
simply because times are bad and because
purchasers are unable to keep up their pay-
ments?

The Attorney General: He might.
Ion. J1. SCADDAN: He mighit. But it

is much mnore likely that lire would do as the
Crown does, that is defer payments, point-
ing out to the holder of any block that if
lie had not become an original purchaser
someone else Would have. He would prob-
ably say to the man, "You are asking me to
re-adjust the price of the land without con-
sidering the man who would have taken it
up had your application not been success-
f ul."1 The private owner will not dispose
of laud in that way, and yet it is suggested
that the State might, because in the ease of
the State it is the general 'taxpayer who pays,
and I le transaction can be covered up. I
admit that man 'y of those men who selected
on repurchased estates are undoubtedly suf-
fering, but it mnst be remembered that when
those men applied for the land the eyes of
the estate were picked out. The bes t part
of the land is gone, and it is now proposed
in this Hill that we shall do something for
those who selected under favourable condi-
tions in order that we may he in a position
to do something to induce others to take up
the remainder of the land. It is not pro-
posed only that we shall do something to in-
crease production by offering inducements,
which will enable us to dispose of the bal-
ance of the estates. It is also a matter of
reducing the payments by those who were
successful applicants. Ts it not a fact that
some of these estates, if they have
not reverted back to one holder, hare
reverted into family holdings? Could not
this occur again?7

Mfember: Each case will be dealt with on
its Mits.

Hon. J. SCABTIAN: -We have repeatedly
heard that statement, but in my opinion the
basis u1pon which the desired reduction will
be asked will be that adopted by this Rouse
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in the amended Land Act passed last ses-
sion. In that Act zones were established
and prices reduced 10sa, 15s., and even 20s.
per acre. I agree with the Attorney General
that the time has passed when we need quar-
ret on the question as to which Government
purchased and which failed to sell these
estates. The fact remains that a fair pro-
portion of the estates remain on our hands.
But to me it is a question whether the pre-
sent is a time when we should endeavour to
dispose of the land, and if so, whether we
are likely to get a fair price. The fact is
worth remembering that a number of
imp)roved holdings have reverted to
the Agricultural Bank, and these cannot
be disposed of. I do not see, therefore, the
need for hurry in this instance. It has been
represented that if this Bill be passed it will
help) production. In my opinion the effect
will be to help) those who have already sel-
ected to makhe less cash payments to the Gov'-
erment.

_Mr. Thomson: How about those who can-
not carry on 9

Hon. J. SCADDAVN: 'Why did not the
Mjnister- say that it was the desire of the
Government to give relief to those already
on the holdings and not put up his colleague,
the Attorney General, to tell the House that
this is a Bill for the purpose of disposing of
the remainder of the land in these estates
to help productionl

The Mlinister for Lands: I did make that
statement.

The Attorney' General: He did not put me
up at all; I never discussed the matter with
him.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Minister now
says the r-eason for The Bill is to give relief.

The Minister for Lands: That is one of
its purposes.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: What are the other
purposesq

The Minister for Lands: That is really
what brought the Bill about. There has been
an ailation in favour of those people for
years past.

Hen. J. SCADDAN: I do not know one
holder of land] from whom an agitation
could not be secured for a reduction of
price, even from private sellers. Every one
always tries to get land as cheaply as pos-

sible. Has the department made any in-
quiries?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.
Hon. J. SCADIJA2: And as a resuilt of

those inquiries, the department is satisfied
thnt these redactions should be made?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.
I-ion'J. SCADDAN: Then I admit that

is one ground for the Bill, to give relief to
those who had the opportunity of picking
the eyes out of the estates.

Mr. S. Stubbs: They gave too high a
price in the first place.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The trouble is we
are allowing our sympathy with the farmers
to run away with our discretion. So far as
our lands are concerned, if they are worth
anything they are worth their value calcu-
lated on the basis of production in normal
times and not on the had seasons of the last
four or five 'years.

The Attorney General: I agree with that.
Ron. J. SCADDAN: Will the Attorney

General admit that assuming these selectors
paid 21s. or 22s. per acre for their land,
they should get a reduction of 3s. per acre
because we have had difficult timesi

Mr. Thomson: What was the extent to
which you reduced the price of Denmark
land?9

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I believe the price
was further reduced recently. One of the
reasons for the reduction of price in that
ease was the foolisb policy adopted by the
Government of clearing thea land and after-
wards allowing it to revert to its original
condition.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Worse.
Hon. S. SCADDAN: That is so, to a

worse condition; that is exactly what the
Government are doing in regard to Harvey.
We shall neer succeed in developing the
South-West if we adopt a policy of clearing
the land without taking the precaution to
see that the land is immediately settled upon
in order that it shall not revert to its original
state. The same conditions obtained at Den-
mark at the start. But that is apart from
the Hill. While we are of necessity com-
pelled to consider those people who have
taken up land on the repurchased es-
tates, it is desirable we should con-
sider the question of disposing of the
balance of those estates under exist-
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ung conditionis. 1 am doubtful whether we
are in this Bill considering the best interests
of the State. At the present time private
owners are not forcing their properties on
the market. 3Millars' Combine appear to
be content to sit down under existing condi-
tions and hold their land awaiting the return
-of normal times. The Premier tells us to-day
that no moail who has not had experience
of farning has a right to go on the land;
Yet, his colleague, the Minister for Indus-
tries, has been telling, not only the people
of this State, but the whole world to come
alon, that we have vacant places which we
went filled Lip, and no matter whether a manl
has mtoney or has had experience he must
succeed in Western Australia. And now it
is proposed we shall offer further induce-
meat by reducing the price of this land,
thereby involving the State ia heavy loss.
And this in a time wvhen we are talking
of economy' . 1 do not think this is a period
when wve can afford to lose revenue, and it
must not he forgotten that uinder this Bill
the St ate will lose revenue. The man who
has paid a high price for his land will not,
I presume, be given cash, but he will get
exemption from payment and will be given
credit for what he has paid over and above
the price of the land as fixed by the Minis-
ter tinder this Bill. Therefore at a time
when thle State reqjuires every penny of
revenue, we will be losing revenue which
we cannot afford to lose.

Mr. Thomson: The State will lose far
more if those people go0 off the land.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: floes the member for
Katanning remember the number of estates
which have gone back into their virgin con-
dition owing to the pressure by Government
for payments of rent? The bad seasons we
have experienced during the past four or
five years have had the effect of causing the
settler to be back in his payments and not
only'A that, but lie has also been going back
in other directions. I would sooner see the
rent cut right out in certain areas.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: All throug-h the dry
areas.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If the rents are too
high that matter should be adjusted. But
it must be remembered that we purchased
those estates with the public funds at a price
which we believed, and which we were told,

rep~resented thle value of the land. The land
was supposed to he then worth the money
paid for the estates, but it is now discovered
that it was not worth so much.

Mr. Harrison: How has that been dis-
covered ?

Hon. J. SCAIJDAN: I am taking what
tile Minister said when he introduced the
Bill, It was the present 'Minister for In-
dustiies (Hon. J. Mitchell) who fixed the
sale price for these blocks, and lie said the
prilce at which the land had been fixed repre-
sented its value; and now his colleague tells
Lis it is not worth so much.

Tile Minister for Works: How about the
Harvey estate, wvas that worth the moneyi

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I think so, butl it
will need to he handled differently from the
Denmark estate. The Minister will need
to wake upl if he would prevent the
land reverting to its original condition.
The point I am making is, that in

this Bill the Government are being asked
to give a lpermanent relief in order to tide
the farmer over a temporary difficulty.
Tile State cannot afford to do it. We can
give temporary relief, but to say that because
a farmner has passed through a trying period
we are goizng to give him relief for the next
2.3 years, whlen during the interval lie may
have had very* good seasons, and have been
able to sell out at a profit which would en-
able him to live in luxury, is something which
I canmnot support.

Mr. Thomson: I hope that day will come.
Hon. J. SCADDAN: I do not object to

the good limes coming for the farmer, but I
do object to thle general taxpayer being asked
to make it possible for the farmers to do
this, for the general taxpayer in fact to be
called upon to bear all thle expense. Whilst
we are talking all the time about reducing the
payments to he made by the farmer
to the Government, do we reduce the
payments made by the farmers to others?
Side by side with the reduction of the price
of land and thle relief given to the farmier,
the superph~osphate merchants have in-
creased the price of their goods to the
farmers.

1ir. Piesse: You kept all you had advanced
to him and left the other creditors to get
what they could.
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Rion. J. SCADDAN: That is absolutely
incorrect. The action of the Government in
taking over so many of the farmers posi-
tively saved them from ruin.

Mr. Piesse: Quite right, but you took all
you could out of the first crop.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: if we bad allowed
them to use the funds of the Treasury with-
out let or hindrance they would have been
ruined, and the State would have been ruined
with them. I hope the present Government
wre not going to do this, notwithstanding thme
pressure of our friends, the Country party,
who for political reasons have brought that
pressure to bear upon them.

.dr. Piesse: Be generous.
Rion. J. SCADDAN: Those hon. members.

as representatives of thie general taxpayers,
are not entitled to view the conditions now
prevailing in the farming districts merely
from the point of view of what has hap pened
during the last five years, and apply them
to the next 25 years, because that is what
is being done under this measure. Whilst
giving, temporary relief, do not let us make
it a permianent contribution by the general
taxpayer to those who have passed through
a temporary trying period.

Mir. O'Loghten: To adjust the errors that
were made.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If we sit here until
we adjust all the errors that were made as a
result of the breezy optimism of the present
Minister for Industries (Hon. J. Mitchell),
in the words of an hon, member of the
Country party, there will not be a general
election for the next 10 years. I do not say,
of course, that Governments are infallible,
and dio not exempt the previous Government.
Why do not the members of the Country
party admit that we are asking the general
taxpayer to carry an additional burden in
order to adjust anl error made by' the man
they are now supporting, and who is a Min-
ister of the Crown?

Mr,. Piesse: They are not.
Hion. J. SCADDAN: Do tle member's of

tilie Country party deny that they are res-
ponsible for the fact that the member for
M~oore (Hon. H. B. Lefroy) is at present
holding the portfolio of Minister for Lands
and Agriculture?

The Minister for Works: And a very good
alan too.

Hon. J. SOAJIDAN: It is not because
they desire that bon. gentleman to occupy
this position, hut because they laid it down
as part of the bargain with the Liberal party
that the member for Northam (Hon. J. Mit-
chell) should not occupy it. They did not
partieularly want thle member for Moore to
occupy the position.

Hon. P'. Collier: The member for Northaim
is getting his finger into the agricultural pie
already.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Why did the Country
party do this? They did it because they as-
serted in season and out of season, and con-
tinue to assert it through their official journal
thme Sunday Times, that the member for
Northam, when Minister for Lands and
Agriculture, was responsible for the dificul-
lies at present prevailing in the farming-
areas.

)1r. E. B. Johnston: It is only consistent
that the member for Moore should now set to
work and remedy these errors.

lIon. J. SCADDANT: That is true. Tme
member for Northam has displaced the mem-
ber for Moore in the control of the agricul-
tnral industry'.

Thne Minister for Works: What about the
Bill?

Hon. J. SCA-DDAN: This is about the
Bill1. The Bill is made necessary because of
the blunders perpetrated by the member for
Northam, when Minister for Lands and Agri-
(,ulture, on the admission of the members of
!he Courtn party, as representing the dis-
tricts affected. 'This is a measure which
affects the general taxpayer. Would our
friends onl the cross benches support a mo-
tion brought forward by the Labour Govern-
merit to compensate a man who had not suc-
ceeded when he put down a mining shaft,
who had struck a duffer, and who had then
asked to be relieved of the payment of rent
anad to be repaid the money that he had punt
int thle mining lease?

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You renewed the
leases oil the Golden 'Mile.

Hon. T1. SCADDAN: We renew the leases
every year. In any case there is surely no
analogy between renewing the leases on the
Golden Mile and the proposal of the Gov-
ernment that a man who did not succeed as
.a farmer should he relieved, although when
hie becomes a wealthy man we must call upon
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the general taxpayer. The Premier asserts
that people on the land wvho have failed, have
failed because they lied not the necessary
knowledge, not because the price of land
was too high, or because of the difficulties
imposed upon thein by Government charges.

Mr. E. B, Johnston: Through bad seasons-

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Are we entitled to
do something of a permanent nature for the
purpose of rendering only temporary relief f!
If rthe farmers have a run of five years under
the same conditions as have existed for the
la-st two years, and are able to dispose of
their wheat as satisfactorily as they nlave
been able to do, and there is a reduction in
thie handling charges, the bulk of the farmi-
ers would be able to pay their rent without
difficulty, and some would be able to retire.

Mr. Harrison: The whole of the com-
munity will enjoy a bigger spending power.

Hon. J. SCADD AN: The member for
Avon (Mr. Harrison) must bear in tr,indl
that. we do not live by wheat alone. We
are practically all producing something for
the community. 1 want the farmers' repre-
sentatives in this Cliwarbcr to got out of their
heads that the farrnin- industry stesl

support of the country.
Mr. Harrison: It is the root .sIsin.
Hon. J. SCABDAN: And the mining in-

dustry represents the tree itself, the foliage
and the fruit.

Hon. P. Collier: You would have all been
bankrupt but for the mining industry.

Hon. J, SCADDAN: Let us bear in mind
that in the Perth Mint we are producing
somiething like 300.000 to 350,000 sovereigns
per month from Western Australian gold,
and that a sovereign is as essential as a grain
of wheat.

Mr. Harrison: And a sack of wheat is as
essential as a bag of gold.

Hon. J1. SCADDAN: One is as essential
as the other. Is it a fair proposition to take
the temporary difficulties of a particular in-
dustry as the ground for making a per-ma-
nent alteration?

Mr. Harrison: If it is going to effect a
permanent increase in production .

Hon. J1. SCAtDDAN: There is a tem-
porary depression in the mining districts.
Is the bon. member prepared to support a
proposal that we should lavishi money upon

that industry to assist a few men who
happen to have struck a duffer?

Mr. Harrison: If you have any proposi-
tion to hring forward for increasing the
production of gold I will favour it.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Surely, the hon.
member has become Under Secretary to the
Attorney Genera]. Hare we said to our-
selves, "Here is a man who has passed
through a trying time, pressure has been
brought to bear upon him by his creditors,
those creditors having forced machinery
upon him which he did not require, the
storekeepers have put up their prices 25
per cent., and this man has been brought
into such a condition that hie is almost com-
pelled to leave his holding, and the State
mnust therefore render him assistance"?

'Mr. Harrison: Does that not prove that
all branches of the community have benefited
by.. the operations of the farmer?

Hon. J1. SCADDAN: I am not discussing
the question of economics now. The farmers'
representatives, and I suppose they are
justified for political reasons in doing this,
for their very existence in this Chamber
demands it, are making the best possible
use of bad seasons, in order to get per-
manent advantages for the induistry, and I
object.

Hon. P. Collier: Rooks.
Hon. J. SCADDA4N: I would not say

that they were rooks, but crows, as we
would call them in South Australia.

.1r. Harrison: We wvant to stimulate pro-
duction.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: And yet members
on the cross benchesq are supporting the
Government who are closing down indus-
tries, and those menmbers are responsible
for their coming into power.

Mr. E]. B. Johnston; The bookmaking in-
dustry, for instance.

Ron. J. SCADDAN: Members on the
cross benches view this State entirely from
the point of view of agriculture.

Mr. Harrison: The root system.
Hon. .1. SC.ADDAN: I would ask them

to remember that other industries also re-
quire attention. 'We cannot ask for perma-
nent alterations because of temporary diffi-
oulties. We are, however, going to ask the
genera! taxpayer to put his hand into his;
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pocket to pay permanently the interest and
sinking fund on the heavy losses that will
accrue under this Bill.

Mr. Carpenter: They call it squaring the
finances.

Hon, J. ROAD DAN: It was the Daily
News, I think, which used the words, "The
long years and the short months." The
newspaper did not realise how true they
were. It is long years, it is true, hut the
months are pretty short train the financial
Jpoint of view, and they are getting shorter
every four weeks.

The Mlinister for Works: They were long
years when you sat over here.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: They were all too
short from the point of view of benefit to
the State.

Thne Minister for W~orks: And the general
taxpayer is paying for it now.

Hon. 3. SCADDAN: The general tax-
payer has not yet been beard in regard to
the five years, iii comparison with the five
months during which our friends opposite
have been in power. I ask the Minister,
has hie considered the question how this pro-
posal will affect the finances of the State?9
Has he considered how he will apply the
measure,' if it is placed on the statute-book?
Or is it just merely a matter of his saying,
"These mien want relief, and I will get anth-
orily from Parliament to do what I choose
to do, and I will make a good fellow of my-
self"? What is it going to cost Western
Australia?

The Alinisker for Lands: One cannot tell.
How can one tell?

Hon. J. SCATJDAN: Is it a case of tak-
ing one's chance? Where is the Bill going
to land us? The Minister for Lands does
not know.

The Minister for Lands: I do know.
Ron. J. SCADDAN: Then the House

ought to know. We are asked to pass this
law, and we are responsible to the people.

The Minister for Lands: Yon do know.
Hon. 5. SCADDAN:- I have not the slight-

est idea. The Minister is asking authority
to do something-he does not know himself
what. if laws of this description are to be
passed, we may as well close down Parlia-
ment and say, "Here is the Ministry of eight
men; let them govern the country."

Air. Piesse: Did you consult Parliament
when you bought the steamers?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Whether we con-
sulted Parliament or not, we did something
wise in purchasing the steamers. Acts of Par-
liament such as have been passed here year
after year are not required at all, if snob
a measure as this is to be passed arth-
orising a Minister to do whatever lie
pleases to do. Why could not the Minister
come down with a definite proposal to
reprice repurchased estates land? It is
not Crown lands 'ye are dealing with now.
The relpurchased estates represent the money
of the general taxpayer, who must be looked
upon as a shareholder in these estates. The
Governiuent should tell the shareholders that
the proposal means a loss of £:50,000, or
whatever the amount may be.

The \Iink'cIr for Lands: Why did not
your Gcovernmnent do what you now pro-
pose?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We did do that in
connection with conditional purchase lands.
Parliament had the fullest possible infor-
mation in connection with that measure.
Cabinet, before considering the measure, in-
sisted that that information should be avail-
able.

The Minister for Works: Why all this
mock indignation?

Hon. J1. SCADDAN: It is riot mock in-
rdignation at all. Can the House reasonably
be asked to pass a Bill giving a 'Minister
unlimited power to deal with the moneys of
the lpeople, whom this House represents?
Tine general 'ta-xpayer is affected by this Bill,
anti is therefore entitled to consideration.
The member for Beverley ('Mr. Wons--
broughb). so far as this Bill is concerned,
is nicrely interested in seeing the Govern-
ment get rid of the Avondale estate. That
is political pressure. The townspeople of
Beverley are foreinug the hands of the bon.
member to insist that anything whatever
shall be done in order to settle the Avondale
estate. But the Bill goes further. It goes
to the extent of affecting the lands of exist-
ing- holders.

Mr. Wansbrough: Make the repurchased
estates available for the settlement of re-
turned soldiers, if you like.

The 'Minister for Lands: The repurchased
estates will not be-disposed of unless this
Bill is passed.
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: To a certain extent
1 agree with the Minister for Lands, but
let us not go to extremes. I suggest that
the -Minister be directed by Parliament to
look into the question of the repurchased
estates, with a view of relieving the settlers,
and that hie be also instructed to review the
prices of repurchased estates lands still held
by the Crown. But to leave lands repres-
entingz thle general taxpayers' money to the
absolute discretion of the Minister for Lands
is going to the extreme.

Mr, Hardwick- You kept the general tax-
payer pretty busy for five years.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We should not place
in the hlands of the Minister thle power to
dispose of these estates in any way he
pleases. "Trust the Minister for Lands,"
says the Attorney General. There is no Min-
ister to-day who holds the respect of mem-
bers generally more firmly than does the
Minister for Lands. But that Minister is
only one of six. I am prepared to trust the
Minister for Lands, but not to trust the At-
torney General or the other colleagues of
the Mkinister for Lands. In matters of this
hind the Cabinet cannot be trusted. I be-
lieve the Minister for Lands would do jus-
tice to all;- but he would be compelled to sub-
mit his proposals to Cabinet, and there Nor-
thami would weigh in with its voice. I am
not prepared to grant unlimited powers of
this nature to any Government. The politi-
cal complexion of the present time is of such
a nature as to influence our friends opposite.
If the general election were bver, I doubit
whethcr they would rush along with Bills of
this nature. They have no mandate for this
Bill. They are a minority Government. In
that respect the position here is even more
intolerable than the position in the Federal
Parliament. This present porposition means
an inducement to the people in the country
districts to give their support to our friends
opposite. I venture to prophesy that this
measure, if passed, will not be put into op-
eration before the general election. The
Government will dilly-daily with It. They
will say to the electors, "We have this Act,
and you must return us to office to adminis-
ter it."

Hon. P. Collier: The cry will be, "Return
us to office, and see what we will do."

1-Ion. J. SCADDAN: Ministers will say
that they will put the Act into operation at
the earliest possible moment.

Mr. Harrison: Repeated experience gives
us definite knowledge.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: As the member for
Mount ilargaret (21Mr. Taylor) wvould say, I
know our friends opposite. I have been
here 12 years. I have seen this kind of thing
done previously, and I expect to see it done
again. r1 assert that this measure, if passed,
will not he made operative before the gen-
eral election.

The Minister for Lands: Where dlid you
get that information from?~

Ron. J. SCADDAN: Like the member
for Pilbara (Mr. Undcrwood), fromi instinct.
However, I wish to place on record my pro-
test against the granting of such a power to
any Mlinistry' . No Government should have
power to deal with the money of the general
taxpayer in the way proposed by this Bill.
The Mlinister for Lands himself I am pre-
pared to trust, but I am not prepared to
trust his colleagues,. who have been respon-
s~ible for bringing about a condition of affairs
which has made it incumbent on our friends
to compromise by undertaking that the bon.
gentleman most directly responsible for that
Condition of affairs shall not have further
control of the Lands Department.

Sittig suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.

AfT. PIESSE (Toodysy) [ 7.35]: I appeal
to lion. members on both sides of thie House
to give support to this mncnsui-c. It seeks
to give power to the Minister to do justice
to a few struggling settlers who have lab-
oured long aind honestly in thei'r efforts to
successfully work their holdings.

Hion. W. D. Johnson: What about justice
for the State9

Arr. PIESSE: I will refer to that. We
have the testimony of thle laic Minister for
Lands, the hon. member who just inter-
jected, that these men are desen'ing of every
consideration, but whilst he admits they are
suffering severely in a pecuniary way, and
one might also say in health--

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Their wives and
families are.

Mr. PIES SE: Notwi thstan ding that, be
claims that they should not receive any con-
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sideral 'on because of the possible loss of
revenue tliat tile State will have to bear.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: I did not say that,
but that the revenue must receive some con-
sideration.

Mr. PIESSE: If the lion. member will
follow tie, I will endeavour to show that
I he State will not lose by reducig the an-
nual burden in the shape of rents wvhich
these people have to carry. I maintIaini that
each individual settler or farmer who is a
progressive man is wvorth anything fromt £50-,
to £'100 yearly to the State, particuilarly in
the matter of railway freights and the
general expenses of working a firm. I am
speakiing on a subject of which I have an
intimate knowledge. I knowv of a case where
land returned nothing to the State until it1
was ocen pied by a particular individual. I
made out tile inlomfe tax returns and( found
t hat the rail way freights paid by tliat
farmer amounted to between £50 and £60 a
year, and it is safe to say that indirectly
t hat particular setitler was worth £100 per
ainnurn to tile country. if tlie reduet ion of
the price paid, which is reasonable and pro-
Ser. lie brought into effect, tilat part icular
selltler will be ginanted relic?, and it wvillI en-
sure his being kept upon his hldlting. The
member for Forrest (Air. O'Loghlen) stated,
and I believe lie was sincere whien lie made
the stat emen C, that it would pay tile Govern-
nient to give away' the land to tie people. I
lal convi need that such a 1)01icyv would bie

at good one. It is population thlat we wvant,
and it would 5e a sound proposition for tine
Stale to give a man land, provided of course
that he lived on it and developed it. Pre-
viouns speakers have criticised the system of
rep urcinasing DuLd subdividing- large estal Cs,
but I claim that thle ventutre, onl thle whole.
has been satisfactory and profilable to the
State. Many' of these repurchased estates
have been subdivided, and are to-day fuily
settled by, a prosperous body of p~eople. Tlhe
Stale has Made a profit out of several of the
estates, and if we debited the loss onl some
of them anti took to credit thie proflts fromin
some of tile others, I venture to sny t hat tine
State would lie fouind to have gained. More
than that, it must lie remembered that a
large number of holders are 11ow occupying
land which was originally held by one or two

people for merely !);atoral p~urposes. [I
might nmention in particunm' the, Norman
estate in my, district, which is sil nated six
miles fromt Si(odyay. ']'hmere is now a pros-
perous community onl that estate, and it has
proved a splendid investment.

Ron. WV. D. Johnson; Would you reduce
tile price of thnat laud?

AMr. 'I.ESSE: It is now almost freehold.
I would go- this far with the lion. member,
t hat file Bill ig.ht have declared the estates
it was intended to operate upon. A select
committee, as suggested by the lion, member,
is a reasonable idea and probably worthy
of somie consideration. But tile lion. mem-
lher, when lie was Minister for Lands, took
thle prccaution to sal isfy himself as to the
condition of these people, otherwise he woul(]
not have spoken in the manner hie did this
,afternoon, which proves that he is fully con-
versaiit withi tile position.

Hon. W. D. Johnson : I intended to intro-
duce a Bill to relieve them, but I would not
introduce a Bill at this time.

Mr. P] ESSE: 'This Bill gives power to
ltme M~inister to reduce the price of the land,
and I feel sure he will exercise the powers
granted to hini in a fair wvay, and deal equit-
ably with each imidividual case. We have
for somte tine, and more particularly during
the present session, heard some severe com-
iients frTom members ojpposite about the on-
protitableness of farming. This afternoon
it was mentioned that niany members oppo-
site had embarked on farming and had not
been able to mallke a1 success of it. It is
clear, however, to any practical man that
tile success of farming depends upon close
personal supervision. Farminmg is a sound
proposition within a reasonable rainfall b elt,
anid provided tice Ten's are nlot excessive.
Tie leader of thle opposition sought to be-
little h le aimos and objects of our party, and
lie claimed that this was a political move.
Tiiere is no foundation whatever for such
a statement. Thle measure will not affect my
district. The late Minister for Lands, how-
ever, will aidmit Cliat a genuinle grievance
exists mnd that that grievance is worthy of
speecdy attention. The Circumstances uinder
whlich the p~eople suffering under that griev-
ance have laboured are not of one year Or
two, and neither are they due to drought or
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'war, but they are long-standing, going back
even as far as six years. 1 appeal to hon.
members, therefore, to give support to this
measure, and I feel certain that if it is
passed it will be administered with all due
regard for the interests of the State, while
at the same time it will afford relief to a
deserving body of settlers.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson-
Sussex) [7.451: 1 have not much to say,
beyond entering a protest against the atti-
tude of the leader of the Opposition. IIn
his usual manner that gentleman has been
dealing out abuse to the Government for
hvaving introduced the Bill. According to
him, everything wye do is in the interests of
lparty, especially designed to forward the
interests of our party in view of the general
-elections, and so forth. The Bill is an hon-
est endeavour to take into consideration the
situation of those settlers who have selected
on rep)urchansed eslates. It matters little
who actually repurehased the estates, nor is
it any sound argument against the Bill that
"we have half a million invested in those es-
tates. What we have to consider is whether
the settlers on those estates can make a
success of it at the prices they have been
called upon to pay for the l.and. No amount
of abuse hurled at the Government will alter
that position. The power proposed to be
given to the Government will not be abused.
for each individual case m'ust be t horoughly
inquired into before the relief is granted,
and the interests of the taxpayer must be
properly' protected and preserved.

Eon. W. D. Johnson: Do you think any
Government ever introduced a proposal with
the intention of abusing it?

The PREMIER : I have heard accusations
of that sort hurled at this side. What would
the lion. gentleman have? How would lie
propose to safe 'guard tile position? As a
matter of fact, this is his ovwi Bill; it was
left to uts as a legacy, and I am surprised to
find him and the leader of the Opposition
condemning the measure.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is distinctly
incorrect.

The PRE1'flER: The Bill is drafted in
accordance wvith the bon. member's instnie-
tion when lie was acting as Premier. The
Cabinet minute bears his initials, Cabinet

approving of a Bill being, drafted on the
lines of the amending Land Act dealing willh
the rejpricing of conditional purchased land.
The Bill is drafted on those lines.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: It is not.
The PRE111ER: It provides that the

prices shall not be reduced below those fixed
in I hat Act. It has heeni left to uts ats a
legacy, and now hon. members op~posite
come here and condemn the measure, con-
'lenin their own policy.

Hon. IV. D. Johnson: It is drafted on
lines that were never agreed to by the pre-
viouis Government.

The PREMIER: The lion. member has
not proved that; lie is condemning the mnea-
sure, notwithstanding it is drafted in ac-
cordance with his own instructions, ap-
proved at a Cabinet meeting over which he
presided. Some hion. members may feel sore
at not having made a success of their farm-
ing operations. -Most men, when they go on
the laud,] think all they have to do is to take
tip holdings to be on the high road to suc-
cess. But there is a vecry long interregnunm
between starting operations and bringing
them to a successful issue. I have been ac-
cused this afternoon of wanting in patriot-
ism because I dlid not tackle farming my-
self, hecause T refrained from indulging in
aI pursuit of which I knew nothing at all.
If we are to help the men settled on repur-
chased estates the Government must be given
excessive power, must he trusted to have
prpe inquiries made into each individual
case and to see that relief given is not uin-
due, It is far better that Western Australia
should have her lands settled than that they
should be kept locked up. It is far better
to make available for settlement repurchased
estates more or less improved than to allow
those estates to revert to their original con-
dition. What we require above all things in
Western Australia is that our lands is every
direction should be settled under such con-
ditions that the settlers may make a decent
living' to the end that the whole State ay
benefit by their efforts. I understand that
some of my friends opposite have suffered
rather thi'an benefited by their farming op-
orations. It seems that they are prepared
to blame everyone hut themselves. The
member for Guildford (Hon. W. D. John.
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soit) raised a hue and cry against the it1iai-
ister onl the score that hie had been ojitimis-
tic. To iny thinking we require all the 01)-
timismn that wve can bring to our help in
dealing withI the diffiecult problems with
which wye are faced. 'The same hon. member
talked ahout the half-wiltion we have in-
vested in these estates. The inaluurationl Of
that stun dates back to Sir John Forrest's
time, and each succeeding Government have
had something to do with building uip that
sum by the repurehasing- of estates. Tile
late Governmient were responsible, I think,
for nearly half the amount. It is idle to
blame one Government or another. 1 be-
lieve the late Government acted in good
faith when they made those repurchases, in-
tending and hoping to help the State for-
ward. We have found ourselves in difficult~y
because the estates have not been disposed
of as. rapidly as was expected. 'if the late
Government, had followed the policy we
carried out during our previous termi of
office, they would haive disposed of a large
proportion of the repurchased estates. 1
am quite sure tile Avondale estate would
have been disposed of to the last block if
they had not1 hug it up1.

Hon. W. D). Johnson: You had it for two
years.

.The PREM4IERI: It was thrown open inl
1911, but the late Government closed it up
mid refused to sell a single block, although
there were then sufficient buyers to pur-
chase the whole estate.

Mr. K B3. .Juhnston: Thle sooner the Yan-
danlooka estate is thrown op)en tlie better.

The PRB\IIER: .1 agree. Instructions
have gone forward to put it up for sale, and

hle Minister is now engaged in that problem.
I cannot understand why we should have this
opiposition to a Bill which our predecessors
leftl to us , the object of which is to grant re-
lief to those who are overburdened on those
repurchased estates. If members of the Op-
piosition think they canl tie the Government's
hands absolutely, possibly they are justified in
thle atltide thley' have taken up. When they
were in office we willingly passed measures
to enable them to mnake reductions in the
price of certain lands. The Cabindt meeting
that authorised the drafting of this Bill in
April !ast, insisted on its being on tlie lines

of the amending Land Act dealing with the
repricing of conditional purchase lands.

lion. J1. Scaddan: That is incorrect.
The PREMIER: I say it is correct. I

have the papers in front ott me now. It was
signed by thie member for Guildford, in the
absence of the Premier. This is the Bill.

Honi. ,J. Seaddan : That Bill was never
sighted by mny Cabinet.

The 1PREM.'uIER : ft is drawni on the in-
structiozis laid down by the lion. member's
Cabinet, and therefore, I cannot understand
the opposition.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: I say it is not.
rThe PREINIER: All we ask is that power

shall be given to readjust these prices, and
that the Government should be trusted to do
what is a fair thing-, just as we trusted the
late Government in respect to the reduction
of prices of conditional purchase land. It is
only% right that the Minister, supported by
his responsible advisers, should have the
power to adjust the price in each individual
ease. Both the Denmark and the Harvey
estates were acquired uinder authority Other
thtan that contained in the Repurchase of
Estates Act. They are both open now, and
1 believe red uctions have been made at Den-
miark since (lie prices were first fixed. The
Government have ample power to do this in
respect of the Denmuark lands and those of
the H1arvey estIate. If this be right, it is also
right that the Government should have the
saine power to deal with the other repur-
chased] estates. It is not ight that; members
onl the opposition bench should indulge in
persunal accusations,

Hion. J. Scaddan:. What about yourself
six months ago?

'rhte PRMAI[ER : rhe leader of the Opo-
sition never rises in his lce except to deal
wvith every measure on party lines. I repeat
[ would ask mnembers. of the Opposition not
to indulge in these charges, and I ask mem-
hecrs ot' this House to pass the second read-
ing of the Bill in order t hat we may be able
to give that reliet which our friends opposite,

wethywere in office, though~lt to be neces-

sary.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.

H. B. Lefroy-Moore-in reply) 1 8.1]: I am
surprised at the tone adopted by hion. mem-
bers, opposite, for the reason that in intro-
ducing this measure I am doing merely what
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tilie late Government expressed an intention
of doing twelve months ago.

Hon. WV. fl. Johnson: But in another
w'ay.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I shall
prove to tile lion, member that the Govern-
mient ate not proposing to do this in any
other way but are endeavouring to carry out
(lhe views of members opposite. I had
thought "lhen introducing this measure I
:should have their support. In April, 1916,
Cabinet approved of a Bill being drafted
-on the lines of the amending Act deal-
ing with the repricing of conditional pur-
chase lands. That amending Act was al-
ready in existence, it "'as not a Bill 'on the
stocks to be drafted. That Bill provided
that in the ease of land open for selection
tinder Pails V. or VT. of the principal Act
-Parts, V. anil VI. deal with conditional
putrchase-or held under conditional l)Ur-
-chase giantel tinder it her of the said parts
before the lst 3. i-rry, 1010, if it were
Shown to the satisfaction of the Governor-
in-Council, having- regard to thle quality and
p~rodulctiveness of the land, its distance from
a railway, v market or port, or oilier circum-
:stances, the price of such land, prescribed b 'y
-or under the principal Act is excessivc, the
Cove ihor inay, in his discretion, reduce the
price of such land to not less than 3s. Od.
per verQ. Hon. members will find the same
"or'. -ued .n the measqure now before the
House, so that when I say I am Carrying
out wxhat I considered were the views of
lion, members opposite I am perfectly cor-
rect, anut my friends should take care not to

'contradict me.
Ron. W. D. Johnson: Bitt you have only

-carried out those views in part.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The

member for Guildford (Hon. W. D. John-
-son), in his criticism of the Bill, said it
-seemed to him that the powver given by* the
Bill was to reduce the price of land to 3s.
9d. per acre. That is so, that power i s
given on the same lines as in the Act of
1915. There is the same reason and the
samte ju-tilication for reducing the f.rice of
-some of the land on repurchased estates to
3s. 9Qd. rer acre as for reducing the price of
-ordinary Crown land to that figure. The
price fixed in regard to some of those es-

tates, Avondale, Yandanooka, the Bowes,
Olikabella, and -Narra Tarra, ranged from
13sa. per acre to 3s. 9d. per acre. In the
case of Avondale, from 96is. to 138s. Is there
any member of this House bold enough to
say that anyone huying that land at those
prices could make a living off it.

Hon. J1. Seaddan: It. must be poor land.
The MtINISTERI FOR LANDS: Fancy

asking a man to settle on land at 96s. tier
acre.

H-on. J. Scaddan: They are paying up
to £15 per acre for wheat land iii South
Australia.

Thle MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
care what is being done in South Australia,
wve cannot do it in Western Australia. I am
not blaming anyone. This has been going on
for thle past 20 years, it started in Sir John
Forrest's time. Every Government in this
State has purchased estates, and I think the
Labour Government can he credited with
miore land repurchasing than any other Gov-
ermnent. The meniber for Guildford knows
perfectly well that representations have been
made to the Government for a long time by
electors interested in land around Geraldton,
pointing out that the price asked for the re-
purch~ased estates was too high and that sel-
ectors are unable to bear the burden. One
member who has been continuous in urging
me to do something in this matter is the
member for Geraldton (Mr. Heitmann) who
is not present to-night, but who, I. am cer-
tain wounld, if be were here, be prepared
to support me. Those estates were repur-
chased some years ago after a succession of
seven fat years, and at the time we were led
away with the idea that land was more val-
uable than it is. Since then this State has
exp~erienced a number of lean years and we
have learned by experience that the price
fixed on the land at Bowes was higher than
it should have been. The member for Nor-
tham (Hon. J. Mtitchell) is frequently twit-
ted by hon. members opposite regarding the
price he placed upon that land. It appears
to me flint Northam breathes optimism. My
old friend and colleague, the late Mr. Thros-
sell, was one of t he greatest optimists in
Western Australia regarding land settle-
ment. No one in this House at that time
wvas better able to impress members than that
gentleman regarding the great possibilities
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of Wetr Australia. And it has been
jproved that we have great possibilities in
Western Australia. When I ask members to
give the Government power to reduce the
price of land in repurebased estates, I do
not wish it taken in any way as, an indiea-
Lion of wvant of faith in Werstern Australia
on my part. Members of this House have
been heard to say all too frequently, "You
will never take up any more land," and so
on. I would not for a mnoment suggUest that
anyone would be sorry for taking tip land
in this State. As a ride, the cause of failuire
by people -who have taken up land in this
State is that in a great number of instances
they have gone on thie land without know-
ledge or experience or that aptitude for ag-,
riculture that muist be possessed by a man
who would make a success as a farmer.
Many men even -who have gone on the land
without knowledge and experience, but who
have had the necessary energy and aptitude,
have been successful. I know many of them
and so also do members of this House. I
would not care for it to go out to the people
of this State or the world that there are not
great possibilities before Western Australia.
I do not claim that every man who goes on
the land will make a fortune there; but they
will be able to make comfortable homes on
the land and to feet that their work is done
for themselves. They would feel that pleas-
ure always felt by a man who is able to look
on successful work. The man who holds
securities only and simply sees the interest
rolling in to him niust be in a miserable
position, in ray opinion.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I would like to change
lplaces with him.

ThIe -MINISTER. FOR LA&NDS: But the
man who sees the wilderness, as a result of his
labours, turned into smiling cornfields is able
to say hie is doing something not only for
himself but for his country as well. Those
are the people we desire to help by this Bill.
Those selectors who took up land in the re-
piurchlased estates around Geraldton paid too
much for it, and I think it only fair and
reasonable that where too high a price has
been paid for land the people should be re-
lieved of some of the burden. The Bill is
not to apply at all, but to only a few areas
in Western Australia. Most of the estates

purchased in (hie early days have been set-
tled] and sucecessfully developed. Why9 Be-
cnvuse prmrilyfl3 the settlers did not pay vary
high prieea for the land. The estates were
aIcquired by the Government at a reason-
able prike and thme Government were conse-
quently able to sell at reasonable pries5.
W\ith reference to the land in the Bowes
e-state, members must. not make the mistake
of supposing that this land was cleared as in
I hte eaise of Yan dan ooka. wh ich was allI cleared
when purchased by the Government. The
Bowes estate was not cleared, It was on
ordinary sheep run divided into paddocks.
There was no large amount of improvements
done on the property, and even the fences
were very little use to the settler, and 'pro-
bably would not work in with the holding.
These properties are valued at from Us. to
80s. an acre. The man who is paying 80s. an
acre for agricultural wheat land in Western
Australia is paying too much, that is 80s.
for the unimproved value of the land. It
has often been said that the Mfidland Rail-
way Co. land was sold at perhaps a higher
rate than any other land in Western Aus-
tralia. I am certain that there is no purely
agricultural land in the Midland area that
was ever sold at £C4 an acre. I do know of
excellent first class laud being sold at £2 and
ET nil acre, and the people who have bought
land at th~at price have been able to do well
on their properties. Had they paid £C4 an
acre for the land, I am quite certain they
would not hare been able to make good. It
is to relieve the people wvho have paid too
much for their land that r ask hon. members
to pass this Bill. The member for Forrest
(Mr. O'Log-hlen) both agreed and disaepreed
with the Bill. He said this ought to 'be done,
and then he said the time was not oppor-tune.
It is never inopportune to do the right thing.
It is not opportune to sell some of thiese
estates at the present moment, and the Gov~-
ermnent have no intention of placing them
on the market, because we would never get
purchasers at the present time. It would
hie a suicidal policy to endeavour to dis-
pose of any of these estates at this juncture.
I regret to say that it will fall to my lot to
endeavour again to make as much as I can
out of the Yandanooka estate. It would also
lie inopportune for thant estate to be sold.
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Mr. Gardiner: lIf they are not reduced in
price they will eat their heads off in interest.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Certainly.
I am sure that the Premier would not pur-
chase an acre of land at the present time if he
could avoid it. There may be some occa-
sions when this would lie forced upon the
Government, but with all the enormous areas
of Crown lands still available in Western
Australia, we should think well, and think
many timies, before we offered to repurchase
estates just now, more especially when we
have already so many repurchased estates on
our hands. Something has been said about
the Denmark anti Harvey estates, but these
have nothing to do wvith the Dill. Neither
of these estates was purchased under the
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act. In the
ease of the Denmark estate, the price of the
land has been reduced enormously, and I
was astounded at the recommendation of the
Land Pricing Board in this respect. The
land was reduce(] from, I think, £12 an acre
to £E4 an acre and less. There appears to have
been a lot of trouble over the Harvey estate,
and no one seems to have known to whom it
belonged. The Agricultural Department had
at go at it at one time, and the Lands De-
partmnent, the Water Supply Department,
and the Public Works Department have all
had a turn at it. I was impressing upon
the Tinder Secretary to-day tile need for
getiting this land on the market as soon as
possible. T. said, "Hurry up with this land,
and let Ilie people have an opportunity of
taking it up." I am surprised at the atti-
tude adopted by the leader of the Opposi-
tion. I always think when I listen to him
that he is perfectly marvellous. I think be
really believes in the Bill himself.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Oh, yes.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
sure his sense of fair play, with which I
knowv he is brimming over, induces him to
believe that some relief ought to be given to
those people who have paid this high price.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I want to know what
the relief is going to be, but the Minister
cannot tell us.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: it is
impossible to do so. The hon. member
says that I ought to have come

to this House and said what this was going
to cost the State, but how could I do that?

Hon. J. Seaddan: You could have had an
inspection made, as we did.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What is
the use of having an. inspection made before
the Bill is passed? Did the hon. gentleman
olpposite, "'len the Hill reducing the price
of Crown lands to 3s. 9d. was introduced,
have an inspection made first?

Hon. J. Scaddan: We had a report first.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We have

had a report on the estates made by our
land officers, and they all agree that the land
has been priced too high, that there was a
mistake made in the first instance. It would
be a very simple thing to say that if ani
estate cost £40,000, and we reduced the price
of tile land by 25 per cent., there would be
a loss to the State of £10,000. It is impos-
sible to say v, however, what is involved until
we laxe had the land reclassified.

Hon. J. Scaddan: You could say that there
is nothing to prevent that land reverting
back into a large estate after the State had
lost £E10,000. Some of the land has been
repurchased more than once.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
know of any case in which the land has so
reverted.

I-Ion. J. Scaddan: Some of the land haes
been, repurchased twice.

The iIINISTER, FOR LANDS: Does the
lion. member mecan to say that the land has
reverted to the original holders?

Ron. J. Scaddan: Not the original
holders. but it has reverted to large estates
and lhas had to be repurchased.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No
doubt, in the earlier days, some of the
smaller holdings were purchased by different
people, became large estates, and the Gov-
ernment repurchased them afterwards. I
cannot recall any estates which have been
twvice repurchased by the Government.

lMr. E. B. Johnston: The Bowes estate
was resumed as a pastoral lease, thrown
open for selection, and subsequently repur-
chased from the selectors.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Bowes estate was a pastoral lease, and I do
not call that repurchasing.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Yes.
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Hon. W. D. Johnson: You paid compen-
sation for the improvements and bought the
land afterwards.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It was
purchased by the original owner, and then
the Government bought it from him; that
is all.

Hon. J. Scaddan: That is all! You wvould
not like to go on practising that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
what has always happened. Crown lands
cannot be purchased except from the Crown.
Those people who acquired areas of land
originally purchased it from the Crown, and
wlien they sold the land back to the Crown
they would have been selling land which
originally belonged to the Crown.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Why did the Crown
take the Bowes estate from the original
leaseholders, and why was it resumed?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It was
not a ease of resumption. There is no need
to resume a pastoral lease.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Yes, if it is required
for agricultural purposes.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Gov-
ernment may, at any time, go on to a pas-
toral lease and lay out an area for agri-
cultural purposes. Of course they have to
pay for improvements. It is not necessary
to pay the pastoralist any compensation for
the remainder of his lease.

Eon. W. D. Johnson: This area Was re-
sumned for subdivision. One man eventually
got the lot, and sold it back to the State.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
beside the question. If the land has been
priced too high and these people are over-
burdened by wbat they have had to pay for
it, it is only right and just that the House
should give the Administration power to re-
view the position. 'No doubt, in those cases
where hardship is involved, and relief can
be given, it should be given.

Hon. J. Scaddan: If you do this, and it
means a loss to the general taxpayer, he
should have some protection. What is to
prevent these estates reverting back to large
estates?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They are
more likely to go back into large estates
under present conditions than if we improve
the conditions. If we get men on the land,

who feel that they are overburdened and that.
they would rather leave the land, there is
more likelihood of the land reverting into
large estates. The great thing, when people
have been placed on the land, is to root them
there by making them successful. This can-
not be done if the men on the land are over-
burdened with the capital price of their
holdings. I ask the House to give the Gov-
erment powver to afford relief in certain
cases. It is not as if the Minister was going
to (10 this merely with a scratch of the pen.

lIon. J. Scaddan: I should not care if the
Minister was going to do this, but hie is not.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Min-
ister will be careful to select those officers to
do the work in whom he hase the greatest
confidence. t find that the officers of the
department are not disposed to under-value
the land.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Quite the reverse.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They are

good officers, and go out in the country in
the interests of the State. They are not
there in the interests of the individual. They
think that, by putting a good price on the
land, they are doing more good to the State,
and perhaps lose sight of the fact that the
individual will suffer hardship by their do-
ing so. The officers who are most capable
of dealing wvith matters of this character will
be put to do this work. I shall give them a
basis to go on. I shall tell them that I value
sueci and such a piece of land at so much
per acre, and I shall tell them to take that
as a basis above which, or below which, they
may go. I hope hon. members opposite
will help me with this Bill. At any rate, I
am much obliged to them for the friendly
criticism they have extended to the measure;
but, as I have said, I am merely carrying
out instructions which I thought had already
been given to the Lands Department. More-
over, I have used in this Bill the very words
of the repricing measure of 1915, so mak-
ing the minimum 3s. 9d., which I consider
right. There is no maximum fixed. Cer-
tainly there are cases in which the land is
not worth more than s. 9d. Indeed, I find
that certain land on the Qakabella estate is
valued at 3s. 9d., although other portions are
valued at 80s. It is a fair inference that
there must be some other land on repr-
chased estates worth only 3s. 9d.
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Mr. O'Loglien: What did the State pay
for itl

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Three
shillings and ninepence was the price fixed
for some portions when the estate was val-
ued. I am sure that whatever Minister may
be in power is there to do what is right
according to his lighlts; and I am certain
that the Minister, whoever he may be, called
on to administer this measure, if it becomes
law, will do so with the desire to protect
the interests of the State as far as possible,
and at the same time to be fair to the in-
dividual. If wve are to get people to occupy
our lands, nothing is more essential than
that they should be afforded facilities for
production. Some persons may laugh at
the unfortunate man on the land, the cocky;
but I say the so-called cocky is the bulwark
of Western Australia. I have the greatest ad-
miration for thle miner and for the good work
hie has done for Western Australia. But
the man who goes on the land gets rooted
there, and is hound to the country, and can-
not p)ack his portmanteau and clear out in
24 hours. He is the man who rears a family
in the country. He is the mn who will help
to nmake Western Australia a source of
strength not only to the Commonwealth but
to the Empire. That is the class of man I
wish to assist.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

To refer to Select Committee.
Hon. AV. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)

E8.35]: 1 move-
That the Bill be referred to a select

committee.
I have already intimated my intention to
move in this direction, and now merely wish
to point out once more that as regards a
Bill of this description we should have an
estimate of the loss which the passing of the
measure wvill entail on the State. When the
previous Government introduced a repric-
ing measure, the Bill was accompanied by a
map showing the zones into which the State
had been subdivided for the purposes of the
proposed legislation, and the prices in view
were submitted in the form of a schedule.
The fullest information was given to Parlia-
ment on that occasion. That information
was prepared at the direction of Cabinet,

because Cabinet decided that Nrliament
should not he asked to pass such a measure
without knowing exactly what would be the
cost to the State. We showed exactly what
the loss of revenue would be under that Bill.
To-night wve have had two statements indi-
eating that it is possible to obtain similar
information regarding the present measure.
Firstly, the member for Toodyny (Mr.
Piesse) said that the Bill would not apply to
all the repurchased estates. He said that for
his part-and he is deputy leader of the
Country party-he merely wishes it to ap-
jply to some of those estates. Those par-
ticular estates ought to be specified in
the Hill. The Bill, as it has passed its
second reading, imposes no limitation what-
ever, but applies to nll repurchased estates.
Since we know that it is not to apply to all.
of them, Parliament should limit its opera-
tion by specifying the estates to which it
will apply. Then, the Minister said that
for the general operation of the measure
he would take one typical piece of land and
fix the price of that as a basis for repricing.
What would be easier than that the Minister
should specify the various estates to be af-
fected and say to Parlaiment "We want
power to reprice these estates on this
basis"? Thus, the House would have been
given an approximate idea of the cost to
the country. However, since the Govern-
ment will not furnish the information, I
appeal to the House to obtain it by means
of a select committee. It has been stated
that the previous Government intended to
introduce a Bill of this character. It is true
that we intended to give relief to the set-
tlers concerned, and it is true that a Bill
for that purpose would have been intro-
duced if-

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order now.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: A Bill of this
character, which does not indicate to Parlia-
ment the cost involved, would not have been
introduced. The only way to obtain the
necessary information is to refer the Bill to
a select committee.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
H. B. tefroy-Moore) [8.39): I am unable
to support the motion. I do not see that
any good purpose would be served by re-
ferring this Bill to a select committee, which
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course will merely result in delay. Even if
a select committee sit, we shall be no further
forward than we are at present.

Mr. O'Logblen: Is the measure urgent?
The IfNISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.

The member who sits beside the hon. mem-
ber interjeting-I mean the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Heitmana), who is absent-
could inforin the member for Forrest that
the measure is urgent. The Bill does not
leal with the whole State. Its provisions
show that it is intended to deal with indi-
vidual cases of hardship. It will be inm-
possible for anyone to tell the select com-
mittee what the cost to the State will be. In
order to obtain that information it would
be necessary to go through the whole of the
repurchased estates, and inquire into every
individual case, and thus ascertain where
relief is needed. I consider this measure re-
presents purely a question of administra-
tion.

Hon. J. Scaddan: That is not so. It
affects the general taxpayer.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
that sympathetic administration of this
measure, without reference to a select com-
mittee, will result in protection of the in-
dividual and also in p~rotection of the State.

Question put, and a division taken with
the followving result:-

Ayves . .. .. .. 12
Noes .. . .. .. 17

Majority against .. 5

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Ayes.

Carpenter
Chesson
Collier
Green
Holinan
W.. D). Johnson
Lambert

Nose.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr. Allen Mr.
Mr. Cunningham Mr.
Mr. Gardiner Mr.
Mr. George Mr.
Mr. Hardwlck Mr.
Mtr. Harrison Mr.
Mr. Hlckmott Mr.
Mr. E. B. Johnston Mr.
Mr. l'efroy

Question thus negatived.

Mullany
Massie
Scaddan
Taylor
0 Logb leo

(Tellet.)

Mitchell
Naira
Please
S. Stubbs
Veryard
Wa...brougb
F. Wilson
Thomson

(Teller.)

In Commnittee.
Mir. Holman in the Chair; the Minister

for Lands in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-Power to reduce selling price:
Mir. CUNNINGH{AM: I move an amend-

rnent-
T hat in Subejause 2 the words "for a

term commencing on or after the first day
of January, 1909" be struck out.

Hon. members are aware that most of the
repurchased estates were secured compara-
tively recently, and if the date limit is per-
mitted to remain, these estates will be cut
out. The date limit could well be omitted
and then the matter might be left to the dis-
cretion of the Minister in the samne way as
it is proposed to leave the pricing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member is under a misconception; we do not
desire to go back too far. If we go hack
to 1009, as the Bill proposes, the Govern-
ment will be in the position to afford relief
in those cases where it is needed at the pre-
sent time. The Qakabella estate was thrown
open in 1900, the Narra Talrra estate in 1910,
and the Bowe~s estate in 1911, and all these
will come under the provisions of the Bill.
1 am sure the hon. member is thinking of
these estates.

Mr. CUNNINGHAMI: In view of the ex-
planation of the 'Minister for Lands I de-
sire to withdraw the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Clause put and passed.
Title--agreed to.
[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]
Bill reported without amendment, and the

report adopted.

BILL-AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 24th January.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)

[8.55): There is not a great deal in this Bill
that one canl devote attention to on the
second reading; it is, however, a measure
that should receive some consideration in
Committee. I agree with that portion of
the Bill which (lesires to extend to the trus-
tees of the Agricultural Bank power to lease
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Thud which reverts back to the Bank. We
lIa~-c found from experience in WVestern Aus-
tralia that our land depreciates very rapidly
if it is not trader constant cultivation, and
that a considerable area would have gone
back and depreciated in value had not the
trustees, of the Bank, realising the urgency
oif the matter, leased certain areas, although
they did not h ave the legal power to do so.
When we see it is necessary for the trustees
to take action of that description it is suffi-
cient proof to demonstrate to Parliament
that the law requires to be amended. I
think though, it is only rig-ht that Parliament
should realise that it is proposed to give the
trustees of the Bank additional power which
will enable them to advance money to les-
sees. it is fair to assume that if a man
leases a block, lie takes it for a limited term,
and his object is to use the cleared land: in.
other words he devotes his attention to culti-
vating and cropping, and consequently lie is
not likely to go in for permanent improve-
ments in the shape of clearing and fencin~g
or water conservation, unless perhaps to a
limited extent. If we pass this Bill the
lessee will be able to get an advance to en-
able him to renew improvements already
made. I am inclined to think under that
power the trustees will have the right to ad-
vance money for what is known in ordinary
farming, parlance as sucker-bashing. We
knowv that stickers grow rapidly and a l~ssec
will be likely to take uip laind on condition
that the Agricultural Bank clears the stick-
ers. That means that in a majority of cases
money has been advanced for. clearing lip
land and then over and above that we arc
going to make a further advance to a lessee
to enable him to re-clear. Unless great care
is exercised we shall load the land to such
an extent that it wvill never be possible to sell
it. In other words, we make capital cost too
grea t. By adopting a policy such as this we
will Ultimately make it necessary for the
Government to come to Parliament for au-
thority to write off certain advances made by
the Agricultural Bank. The passing of this
measure. will render that procedure impera-
live at some time in the future, because we
shall be advancing money on securities
against the full value of which we have al-
ready advanced. That is the most serious
phase of the Bill. Another provision, which

the Minister says is only temporary, is that
prescrihing the interest. The Minister says
that if the interest charged is more than 5
per cent, only 1 per cent, can he added, re-
gardless of what the money may have cost
the State. Apparently, if it is less than 5
per cent, more thtan I per cent, will be added
for administration and recoup; but if the
interest he over 5 per cent only 1 per cent.
can be added, and so the State wvilI have to
carry some of (lie burden entailed by the
higher price paid for the money borrowed
that it might be advanced. To my mind
these are the only features in the Bill de-
serving of consideration on the second rend-
ing. In regard to the clause dealing with
advances to returned soldiers, I think the
Minister will have to amend it before it ex-
presses what lie really desires. It is ques-
tionable whether power should be given to
the Minister to frame a policy in regard
to the assistance of f-le soldier settlers
without first obtaining the approval of
of Parliament for that scheme. The pro-~
posal is to allow the Governor-in-Council to
prepare the scheme, and permit the Agri-
cultural Bank to carry it out. To my mind
Parliament should have a say in any such
scheme. In a general sense one cannot take
exception to the Bill, because it provides for
certain things which require attention.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Air. Holman in the Chair; the Minister

for Railways and Indnstries in charge of
the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2-angreed to.
Clause 3-Power to lease:
Ron. W. D. JOHNSON; The Minister

might explain Suhelause 2, which proposes
to make further advances to the lessee for
improving land already improved.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Great care will be exercised in the
administration of this provision. it
sometimes happens that the property
has been lying idle. In such a ease
it may be deemed advisable to advance
something against scrubbing -and minor
clearing. Again, some of these holdings will
have but small areas of cleared land, and it
may be advisable t-ol"low the lessee to do
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alittle chearing. As another alternative, it
miar b e that thle botling- will be without
water,' in which ease it will probably he wise
to allow thle lessee to put down a dam.

Clause put. and passed.
Clause 4-Rate of interest:
J.-on. %N. 1). J011NSON: The Minister

said lie would look into this. Has lie any
exilanation to offer?

T[he 1%IISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
desire of the lion, member was to make it
41iite clear that we could advance money'N
diown to :31,4 per cent. to returned soldiers.
The Solicitor Gecneral says that we shiall be
alble to do so.

Hon. W. 1D. Jlolhnson: What does the pro-
viso mean?

'The -MINISTER FOR RtAILWVAYS: It
-was added to meet tile objeetion raised by
the hon. member on the second reading. We
luere take powver to charge 1 per cent. more
for money than we have to pay for it. If
we have to pay 6 per cent., the borrower will
be expected to pay 7, but immediately we
canl get, the money more cheaply we will
brinm, tile mortgage down.

Hon. AV. D. J1OL{NSON: Time proviso wamy
mean what is intendedt but 1 cannot see it.
however, if thle M1inister himself and the
Solicitor Gleneral are both satisfied with the
provisioni. [ wilt offer no opposition to it.

Clause pitt and passed.
Clause 5-Advances in aid of the settle-

nient onl the land of returned soldiers:
lHon. J. SCAI)DAN: The clause provides

that advances may be made by the bank
under and subject to regulations in further-
ance of any scheme app~roved by the Gev-
ernor-in-Council. That, of course, means
Mlinisters. I take the strongest exception
to the funds of the Agricultural Bank being
used in furtherance of any scheme not ap-
proved by Parliament. We do not know
what may be the proposals of the Govern-
ment in regard to the settlement of soldiers.

The Minister for Railways: Special funds
arc to lbe provided by the Commonwealth.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Yes, but the Minis-
ter must not think that because the Common-
wealth Government propose to make avail-
able 21/2 millions of money it does; not con-
cern all of us to see that it is wisely spent.
The credit of the State is pledged for the
repayment of the amount, and we shall also

lie paying a portion of the interest, so it wvill
be seen that the general taxpayer us con-
cerned in a dual sense. It is proposed to
make the interest charged to soldiers only
31/ per cent. The difference between that
mid the interest paid to the Commonwealth
has to be made up by the taxpayer. I am not
obiecting to that, but I do not agree with a
p~roplosal wvhich would enable the Govern-
ment to misc money provided by the Coin-
mionwenlth onl some pet scheme of certain
individuals, when the State would have to
find the difference between 31/2 per cent, andI
[lie cost of thle mtoney obtained from the
Coninionwealtb. In this clause is a proposal
empowering the Government to spend that
money without reference to Parliament. The
question of the settlement of soldiers on the
land requires close consideration by tie de-
p~artmental officers, with the assistance of
those in a position to reader advice. In the
second place, it requires the closest consid-
eration by Ministers and finally, for the as-
surance of the taxpay' er, any scheme before
adoption should be approved by Parliament.
The present Ministers have been asleep on
this question for a long time, and the only
scheme drawn up was prepared by us before
leaving office.

The Premier: Why (lid. not you sub mit
that schemre to Parliament?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Probably the Pre-
niier is unaware that a scheme for the re-
piatriation of qnidic rs was prepared by Mr.
-Morris of the Lands Department. ItL the
Premier has not seen it, I can supply him
with a copy. T do not wish the Premier to
infer that Parliament will prevent anything
being done for those men who are risking
everything; but by passing this clause the
Committee will be giving the Oovernment
anl open cheque. For what is Parliament
constituted if not for the deliberation of
miatters of pablic concern?

'The Minister for Railways: Why are you
stonewalling?

Hon. J. SCAD DAN: Mr. Chairman, I
object to that; I am not stonewalling. I am
merely asking the Government to declare
their policy, which members are entitled to
know.

The Minister for Works- What do you
want to know?7
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: Whether it would
be in the best interests of the community to
give tlce Govfernient the power they ask
for, to spend five or six millions of money,
for which the taxpayer has to find the differ-
ence between .31(, and probably 6 2 per cent.
I am not prepared to give Ministers that
power, as I hold that any scheme in which
the general taxpayer has to contribute
should he submitted to Parliament, The re-
patriation of soldiers is by no means a
simple matter, hut one requiring the best
in format ion available from every quarter,
and, finally, approval by Parliament. If
the Minister undertakes that the exipenditure
of any money received by way of Joan from
tice Commonwealth will first be submitted to
Parliament. then T will be satisfied. While
I have no desire to unduly detain the Com-
mittee, T am not prepared to formulate a
scheme. The present Government have no
scheme prepared. and though the jXinister
for Industries is prepared to make a sae
nient now, I should niot care for him to do
that as the question is one requiring very
.serious consideration. I have no objection
to power being taken by the Government !o
make advances to settle soldiers on thle land,
bitt I do object to money being used, a
proportion of which has to -be found by the
general taxpayer, for schemes of which
Parliament is not in piossession of the de-
tails.

The Premier: You would not hang up a
big scheme of this sort until something had
been form ulated to which you could give
your approval? It gradually builds itself
up.

Hon. J1. SCADDAN: Parliament should
be consulted in a case of this kind. It may
not be necessary to consult Parliament in re-
g&ard to schemes for the settlement of ordin-
ary citizens on our land, and to enable the
Agricultural Bank to give them fInancitil
help), because advances made in these eases
are burdens upon. the particular citizens
concerned only and not upon the general
taxpayer. In this ease we are dealing with
a privileged citizen, who is entitled to the
privileges to be extended to him, but in view
of the fact that thle general taxpayer has to
make up the difference between 3140 per
cent. in the first year and the actual cost

of the money, which may be 61/ per cent.,
then the general community, through their
representatives in Parliament, should be
consulted before a huge sum. of money is
splashed about on sonric pet scheme of Min-
isters. The ordinary mortgagor under the
Agricultural Bank Acet is responsible for the
interest as well as the principal of the mioney
loaned to him. In this ease lie is onlyv re-
spionsible for tile 31/ per cent., the balance
being, found by the State, with the result
that the general communit 'y are more pmarti-
cularly interested. There should lie no
difficulty in formulatinga a scheme anid ob-
taining the approval of Parliament. Is thle
ltlfinister prepared to agree to Parliament
being consulted before any scheme is final-
ised 1

The MINISTER FOR RATIWAYS: For
months the Government, of which the leader
of the Opposition was the head, did nothing,
although they had the scheme in hand. In
the interests of these soldier settlers it should
have been started 12 months ago. Unless we
get some work going there will be very' little
for the soldiers to do when they return. If
the war ended to-morrow and 30,000 soldiers
came hack to Western Australia the;', would
he hard pushed to get any employment. The
arrang-emenlts made by the late Minister for
Lands, when lie attended the conference in
Melbourne, are much the same as the present
arrangements so far as money is concerned.
He offered to take a large number of re-
turned soldiers in this State and to Join in
lending the money at the rate of .3%/ per
cent. The responsibility of the taxpayer of
this State will not be more than threeq ar-
ters per cent, for the first year, and will be
reduced each year. Is there a man in the
community who would not he glad to give
thie soldier settlers, in the early years of their
work, money altogether free of interest? All
we ask is chat we should be allowed to pre-
pare these farms, at any rate to some extent,
ahead of settlement. There is really no.
scheme. There is an undertaking to settle so
many of these soldiers and to provide them
with land so long as the Federal Government
raise a certain amount of money for the pur-
pose. We propose that the Agricultural
Bank shiall, *when the Mtinister for Lands
hands over the land to the bank and has
selected and surveyed it and had it prepared.
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up to the stage when the approvals can coin-
mence, take it over and make improvements
onl the blocks ahead of settlement.

Mr. Thomas: And have ready-made
farms.

The MIISTER FOB RAILWAYS: To
some extent.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You have not the
power tinder this clause.

The MINISTER. FOR RAiLWAAYS: It
gives power to clear. We propose to clear 20
acres on each of the blocks, and erect a cot-
tage and fencing. We cannot get a mortgage
signed hy a man who is fighting in France,
but we cani prepare for his home-coming.
That is the only difference between the sys-
tem. to-day and what we propose to do. If
we had to formulate a scheme that would
satisfy t-he leader of the Opposition we would
not get it before Parliament this session, and
the work would be held up. Parliament will
mueet in June or July, and by that time we
shall not have been able to spend very much
mnoney on the work.

The Minister for Lands: Some of the
Harvey estate has been set apart for the
soldiers.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 'We
hiave not sufficient land surveyed now on
which to settle any large number of soldiers,
or upon which -we can spend any large sum
-of money during the next few mouths. If we
are not permitted to spend this money, which
tile Federal Government have provided spe-
cially for this purpose, the Committee will
be taking a very grave responsibility. We
now have an opportunity of developing the
Souith-West, and at the same time assisting

*Our Soldiers. The money is not going to hq
wasted, but will be used wisely and well. I
c-annot agree to the amendment suggested by
the leader of thle Opposition.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: My desire was not
to obtain from the Minister a premature
statement. Apparently, he wants to spend
£C10 by way of ascertaining whether a scheme
involving millions will prove a success. Let
him submit his complete scheme to Parlia-
inent. Hle talks of a scheme to be financed at

acost of 34 per cent.;- but the Premier has
:said that the State will have to pay 51,§2 per
c-ent. or 6 per cent.

The Premier: The cost tinder the scheme
is thle difference between 32 per cent. and
tile actual cost of the money..

Hom. J. SCADDAN: Money is not get-
ting cheaper. To-day wve are paying about
51/' per cent., and the chances are we shall
have to pay 6 per cent. The difference be-
tween 6 per cent, and 31/2 per cent. is 21A
per cent., -which will have to be divided be-
tween the State and Commonwealth. Why
mislead the public! It is essential that the
question of the development of the South-
West should be carefultly considered before
any plan is finally adopted; otherwise the
State will find itself in the same difilcailty as
exists at Denmark. The Denmark settlement
was in a mess before the last Liberal Gov-
ernment left office. This Bill represents an
attempt to introduce party politics into the
settlement of returned soldiers.

The Minister for Works: I deny that ab-
soluitely.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The party in power
for the moment are to be authorised to make
advances without question from any quarter.

The Minister for Works: The Govern-
ment can do that now in the ease of any pri-
vate citizen.

Hon. 3. SCADDAN: But the ordinary
private citizen is responsible for payment of
interest and repayment of principal, whereas
uinder this Bill the general taxpayer is re-
sponsible in the first instance. The measure
provides for thle adoption of any scheme
which may be approved by the Governor-in-
Council, and that means the Ministry hap-
p~ening to be in power. The scheme must
be removed froum the sphere of party politics
if it is to be a success.

'Mr. THOMSON: I do not agree with thle
leadecr of the Opposition. It is time some-
thing was done towards placing returned
soldiers on the land, and Clause 5 makes a
distinct proposal to that end. I consider
that we have a duty to the men now on ac-
tive service, as well as to those who have
returned. Moreover, the wile of a man on
active service should share in the benefits of
this measure, by being permitted to take
up land for her absent husband. Otherwise
there is a probability that the eyes of the
scheme will be picked out by the men who
have already returned, to the detriment of
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those now at the Front. I move an, amend-
inemiI-

That in line 3, after '-have been," there
-be inserted "or are."

The MINISTER FOR RAlLWAYS:
There is no necessity for the insertion of the
words. The clause as it stands covers every
man who has been, is, or muay be on active
service.

,Mr. Thomson: Will you allow the man at
the Front to apply for land by an, attorney?

The 2IIN1STERi FOR RAILWAYS: 1(10d
not see how the amendment will improve the
clause, and 1 ask the hion. member not to
press it.

Mr. THOMSON: I do not propose to
withdraw my amendment, which, if it does
not improve the clause, will certainly do no
harmn. The farms of men no'v at the Front
are being carried on by attorneys, or in some
instances by their wives, If the wife or
relatives of a soldier, who may be returning
late, are desirous of taking up an adjoining
block so that they may work in partnership
with the returning man, the clause as it is
will prevent that being done.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Who says soq
Mr. THOMSON: I say so. I want to

make sure that it will be possible to carry
out what I have suggested.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:- The
lion, member assumes that the men who are
fighting will have the worst of the deal. In
that he is entirely wrong. It will not be wise
to go further than it is proposed to do. If
the amendment is made, hundreds of men at
the Front will he able to sayv to their friends
"Just select blocks for us."

Mr. Thomson: Why should they not?
The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 'Be-

cause we want these farms settled quickly,
and we want the intending selector to make
personal application.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Prior to a man go-
ing to the Front, a card is placed in his
bands containing a number of questions, one
being as to whether he is desirous of taking
tip land on his return, and if the answer is
in the affirmative the card is filed. If it is
found that the intending selector is a suit-
able man, his interests are looked after. If
he does not know anything about agriculture,.
it is proposed to interview him, because

there is no desire to place men on the land
who might be unsuitable. That would only
he courting failure. It would not be desir-
able, in their own interests, to place many
of' these men on the land. Everyone is de-
sirous bt seeing that these men get every
possible benefit which can be conferred on
them, but we should not allow our desire to
help) them to run away with reason, In this
ease we have made all the provision that is
necessary, and 1 think the Minister is right
ii' adhering to the Bill as it is printed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Hon.
members are losing sight of the fact that
this is an amendment of the Agricultural
Bank Act and does not deal with the q~ues-
tion of finding land for soldiers. There was
a land settlement committee appointed by
the War Council and they went into the
whole question. Schemes for the settlement
of men on the land were proposed and the
late linister had areas in his mind's eye
upon wvhich to settle these men. The un-
fort Unate part, however, was that there was
no money then. Now I am glad to say we
have the money, and we shall shortly be able
to start a scheme which I hope will benefit
the returned soldiers as well as the State.

Mr. S. STUBBS: 1 think the member for
lKntauning in his desire to see that the clause
is made perfectly clear has touched an im-
portant point regarding the position of the
dependants of soldiers. If the Minister can
assure us that the dependants will be safe-
guarded, that will get 'over the difficulty
which the lion, member fears. For instance,
there is a family near Lake Grace, the head
of which is fighting in France. Before leav-
ing he selected 500 acres, a block which was
altogether too small, and his position is that
he will have to sell that and secure a larger
block. Am I to understand from this clause
that the wife of a soldier can apply for a
block which may be adjoining the one al-
ready held? In the instance to which I have
referred I understand that the Minister has
an idea of cutting up some land adjoining
that held by the soldier in question.

IMr. WILLMOTT: I fail to see what the
clause has to do with the land at all. It
is simply a matter of advances, and the
question of the land has nothing to do
with the provision.
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Mr. THOMSON: I am not convinced that
what I am aiming at is provided for in the
Hill. As thle bon. member says, we are
dealing, not with the land, but with the
advances to he made. It is said that the
returned men will have to be nriedically
examined before being permitted to go on
the land. I know several instances of
the wife and children carrying on the farm
while the husband and father is at the
Front. In the case of a man who comes
back physically incapable of carrying- on
farming, and whose wife or son, or other
reliable person, is prepared to accept the re-
sponsibility of wvorking the farm for him,
provision should be made for such arrange-
ment. I appeal to the Committee to pass
the amendment.

The Premier: The Commonwealth au-
thorities would not agree to it.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 6-Term ''owner"' in Roads Act

not to extend to Agricultural Hank:
Mr. THOMSON: Will the roads board

have to lose the whole-of the rates which
have accrued on the property, or will the
man who buys the land from the Agricul-
tural Bank have to pay the accrued rates 9

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: In
the case of indifferently improved laud
forfeited to us, we hold that we should not
be compelled to pay the rates; and we de-
Sire also to protect against the payment of
roads board rates; the man who takes over
the land. The bank should not be made re-
sponsible for the payment of rates on
every block that comes into its hands. Still
we have no wish to deprive the roads board
of any revenue to which the board is en-
titled.

Clause put and passed.
Title--agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bill reported without amendment; and
the report adopted.

THouse adjourned at 10.24 pt.

legislative semb[ip,
Wednesday, 391st January, 1917.

Queations: Wvar Loan, Subscriptions by local Sovern-
I bon

Agricui=tumi al m~otnLsson, cost,
Potato inspection............

BIS: Sale of Liquor and Tobacco, Sic.. ...
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act Amendment, SRt.
Agricultural Bank Act Amendment, SR .

Motion : Wheat Pool, to approve arrangeninta .

1378
1576
1677
1577
1577
1677
1577

The SPEAKIER took the Chair at 4.3D
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-WAR LOAN, SUBSCRIP-
TIONS BY LOCAL GOVERNING
BODIES.

,%rt. CARPENTER asked the Premier:
1, Has his attention been called to thle fact
that local government bodies in Great
Britain are subscribing to the British Wair
Loan? 2. Does hie favour the granting of
similar powers to municipalities and roads
hoards in this State to enable them to sub-
Scribe to Australin 'war loans should they
so desire? 3, If so, "'ill lie introduce the
necessary legislation?

The PREMIER replied:]1, No. 2 and 3,
Under our laws local authorities have no
power to invest their funds, their functions
being limited to the raising of sufficient re-
venue from the ratepayers for the ratepay-
ers' requirements only. I am not aware of any
local authorities having funds for invest-
ment, and at the present juncture I can see
no necessity for an alteration to our laws in
this regard.

QUESTION - AGRICULTURAL ROYAL
COMMISSION, COST.

Hon. W. 1). JOHNSON asked the Minis-
ter for Industries: 1, What has been the
totnl cost up to date of the Agricultural
Commission, including fees, travelling ex-
penses, railway fares and freights, motor
hire, etc.? 2, Is it expected that this aver-
age wvilt be maintained until the Commission
leave for the East. If not, what will the cost
he? 3, What is the estimated cost of the
Eastern trip?


