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

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Lands: By-laws of
Publiec Cemeteries and Commons,

By the Minister for Railways: 1, Returns
of Receipils and Expenditure of the Govern-
ment Tramways for the quarter ended 31st
December, 1916. 2, Reports and Returns in
accordance with Sections 54 and S3 of “The
Governmeni Railways Aet, 1904,” for the
quarier ended 31st December, 1916.

QUESTION—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 loeal
millers by the Government? 2, What sum is
due to date by millers for wheat supplied?

The MINISTER FOR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1, Millers buy from the pool and the
arrangement for payment agreed upon is
that the wheat should be paid for weekly as
gristed. 2, £50,329 15s. 2d. to date fully
covered by the value of the resultant flour

which is vested in the Crown under “The
Wheat Marketing Act, 1916.”
QUESTION — WHEAT MARKETING

BOARD AND APPOINTMENT OF
Mr. SIBBALD.
Mr. GARDINER asked the Minister for
Todustries: 1, The names of the members of
the board controlling the Wheat Marketing
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Scheme? 2, The total remuneralion paid
them? 3, Are they a competent hoard? 4,
Woere they consulted before Mr, Sibbald’s
appointment was made? 5, Did they con-
cur? G, Is Mr. Sibbald a servant under the
board? 7, If nol, from whom does he take
instruclions? 8§, What will be the total ex-
pense of lis empleyment, including oliice
rent, travelling expenses and staff? 9, Who
pays this extra eosl?

The MINISTER ¥OR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1, There 1s no board contrelling the
Wheat Markeling Scheme. Under Clause 4
of “The Wheat Marketing Act, 1916,” which
reads, “The Governor may, if be thinks fit,
appoint a committee of not exceeding five
persons Lo advise the Minister upon matters
relating to the administration of this Aet,”
Messrs. T. E. Tield, H. 8. 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, The Minister for Industries as
provided by Clause 6 of “The Wheat Mar-
keting Aect, 1916.” 8, Salary £1,000 per an-
num. Travelling allowanece to date £2 is. 3d.
Rent of office oecupied by Mr. Sibbald, £1
per week, The staft is the same as last year,
with the exception of two additiona! inspect-
ors at £252 per annum each, whose appoint-
ment is not a consequence of Mr. Sibbald’s
employment. 9, The pool, 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.
Holiday Traffic and Workmen’s Cars,

Mr. SMITIH asked the Minister for RHail-
ways: 1, In reference to his reply regarding
the framway service, can he quote one in-
stance during the past two years when the
management were able to successfully cope
with holiday fraffic? 2, What steps did the
department fake 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 inslead of from Strelitz Bros.
company? 5, Will he arrange to have all
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workmen’s cars prominently labelled as
such?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The department claim that the
Tramways 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 erowds 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 o¢easions, 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
procedure. 3, The Agent General has heen
requested by cable to do all possible to expe-
dite delivery. 4, Car wheels are not being
obtained from or through Strelitz Bros. The
tender was let to a firm of British manufae-
{urers, 5, It is considered undesirable to
labe! workmen’s cars, but particulars of the
cars on which workers’ tickets are available
will be advertised for the information of the

publie.

QUESTION—EXPEDITIONARY
FORCES.

Soldiers and Sleeping-berths on Railways.

Mr. MUNSIE 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 eclass of the goldfields
express, prior to the date on which they
intended to travel, when other citizens have
that privilege? }

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

QUESTION — RAILWAY FARES,
PERTH TO KALGOORLIE.

Mr., MUNSIE asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is it true thai on 23rd Decem-
ber, 1916, special fares were charged from
Kalgoorlie to Perth (£2 25. §d. return, see-
ond class), and that from Perth to Kalgoor-
lie on the same date the return fare was only
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£1 115.? 2, If so, will he in foture 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-
zoorlie loeal representatives, special cheap
fares were issued both in 1915 and 1916
from Perth to Kalgoorlie. The coaches used
bad to be returned to Kalgoorlie for the
“Up” traffic, otherwise they would kave run
empty. The ordinary excarsion fare to
Perth from the fields is £2 3s. 6d., and fares
on the same basis are in force from all in-
land stations, the exception being the special
cheap excarsions form the fields to the coast
for women and children, which are as fol-
lows :—Adults, 30s.; ehildren not exceeding
14 years, 12s. 6d. 2, It is not proposed to
further reduce the fares from the fields.

QUESTIONS (2)—HOSPITAL FOR
INSANE, 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 19149 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 Aect, 1903,
which expressly provides that an annual re-
port on our hospitals for the insane, and the
care of patients, shall be presenied to Parlia-
ment within 21 days of the commencement
of each session of Parliamenty 3, Wiil the
Government have the law complied with in
this respect without delay? 4, If so, when
may the reports for 1915 and 1916 be ex-
pected fo be laid vpon the Table of the
House?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Tt
has been customary to include in the calen-
dar report of the year just past the siv
months of the eurrent finanecial year ending

30th June. The 1916 report will not there-
fore he available until after next 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 admilted and discharged.

My. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Pre-
mier: 1, How many patients are there at
the 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, Who
consider that they are sane, afforded proper
opportunities to apply for discharge? 4,
Ave 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 visilors to the Claremont Hospital
for the Insane? 6, How mauy reports have
the official visitors made to the Minister dur-
ing the past year, under Seetion 94 of the
Act?

The PREMIER replied: 1, 1,052, 2,
1914, 98; 1915, 81; 1916, 85. 3, Yes. 4,
The Supreme Court will not consider any
application unless Section 107 of “The
Lunaey Aet, 1903,” is complied with. 5,
Dr. W. P. Birmingham, Mr. B. G. Darby-
shire, and Mvs. A. Casson. 6, Four, one
every {hree months.

BILL—SALE OF LIQUOR AND
TOBACCO.

Reporis of Committee adopted.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL LANDS PUR-
CHASE ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 24th Janunary.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
[4.46]: T trust hon. members will not judge
the importance of this Bill from its size.
True, the Bill is almost one of but a single
clanse; but that single clanse 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 whait was called during the years 1909
and 1910 the optimism of the ther Minister
for Lands. That so-called optimism has
kept Parliament busy for the last five or six
years putting right the wrongs created dur-
ing the period in guestion.
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The Minister for Railways: There were
no wrongs created,

Hon. W. D. JOHENSON: T myself iniro-
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
fuolfilled. In fact, one case has been brought
under my notice only to-day by letter. A
settler, after many years’ struggles against
impossible conditions, has had to leave his
holding; and when that man took up his
land the then Minisier for Lands promised
him a railway within 12 months. That is
eight years ago.

The Minister for Railways: Nothing of
the sort ever oeccurred.

Hon. W. D. JOENSON: I bave known
of sueh promises being made in this Cham-
ber, and I have read of their being made
elsewhere,

The Minister for Railways: You are ab-
solutely reckless in vour 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.

Mr. Thomson: You yourself oceasionally
promised railways.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON : That is irue. The
lines which were promised by me have either
been constructed, or are under construction
to-day.

Mr. Thomson: I wish they were.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Any difficalty .
arising out of slow progress with the con-
struetion of those rajlways is due to the war.
The Bill deals with repurchased estates, and
no doubt we shall be told that the estates
were acquired by the Government on the ad-
vice of an expert board. It must be horne
in mind, however, that the expert board con-
sisted of departmental officers, and that de-
portmental officers are largely influenced
by the policy of the Government for the
time being. When one gets what is ecalled
optimism prevailing in the office of the
Minister, the departmental heads take their
ene from him, and from his pronouncements
and declarations of poliey.

Mr. E. B, Johmston: That is a very im-
portant admissian.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: No doubt it is.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: 1t applies to the
repricing measure.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: There is a vast
difference hetween the two measures. The
expert board. influenced no doubt by the
policy of the {then Government and by Miniss
terial views, advised that certain esiates
should he repurchased at prices far beyond
those at which they can he resettled. How-
ever, the land was purchased and subdivided,
and quite & number of settlers have been in-
ducerl to lake it up at the prices which the
principal Aet provides shall be charged for
repurchased estates. The settlers were not
long on their holdings before realising that
they could not possibly farm them sucecess-
fully and pay the capital eost they had
undertaken to pay, with the result that from
time to time there has been agitation for
relief. T was disappointed that the Minister
for Lands, when introducing this Bill, did
not endeavour to give Parliament some indi-
calion of what the mensure, if passed, would
cost the Stale. The Bill 15 a proposal to
write off a proportion of the ecapital ex-
pended in purchasing the estafes; but there
is no indieation of the amount to be written
oft.  The amount is left absolutely to the
diseretion of the Minister, and Parliament
has no information on Lhe subjeet. In pass-
ing this Bill Parliament will be signing a
blank cheque, as it were, allowing the Minis-
ter for Lands 1o use his diseretion. One
would not object lo that so much if there
were any intimation of the amount of the
prohable less, or if the Bill contained a pro-
viso limiting the repricing {o amounts
approximating . the orviginal eost of the
estates. But the mensure goes to the very
extreme in the opposite direction. Tt states
that the Minister for Lands shall have power
to reprice, adding that the altered prices
shall not he less than the minimum onder the
measure for rveprieing conditional purchase
lands as introduced by myself last year.
Thus it would be possible—though T admit
it is not likelvy—that the Minister might re-
duce the price of repurchased estates land
to 3s. 9d. per acre. In order to show lhon.
members the seriousness of the mailer, Iet
me instanee some of the repurchased estates.
The Avondale estate, which is constantly re-
ferred to, consisted of 9,635 acres, and its
total cost was £30,764, or slightly over £5
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per acre. That estate has not been resold;
il is still on the hands of the Government;
and under this Bill the Minister will have
power to reduce the price of that estate to
3s. Ud. per acre. That fact in iisetf, surely,
is serious encugh to cause members to reflect
befure giving the measure their unreserved
support, unless further investigations are
made or unless the Minister supplies fur-
ther delails of the prospectlive loss to the
Slate.  Altogether there are 25 or 26 of
these estales. The Bowes estate contains
38,233 acres, and its ecost was £56,314, or
about 30s. per aere. Yet this measure pro-
poses to empower the Minister to reduce the
price as I have stated. Then there is the
Jellacubine estate, of 6,000 acres, which ran
into a sum of £3,523. I mention that estate
in order to show. that some were bought
comparatively cheap. The Mount Xrin
esiate, of an acreage of 58,000, was bought
for £0,959. Evidently a fair amount of that
properiy was leasehold and pasiofal coun-
try. The Narratarra estate, of 23,000 aeres,
cost £23,450, or about £1 per acre. The Oka-
bella estate, containing 44,000 acres, cost
the State £23.935. Then there is Yanda-
nooka, of 140,000 acres, which ran into
£142,000, or about £1 per aere. A large
proportion of the Yandanooka estate was
leasehold and pastoral country. Taking the
whole of the estates, there is a gross area of
446,304 acres, which has cost the country
£478,629, Thus, in dealing with this Bill
we are dealing with a proposal to give the
Minister for Lands power to reduce the price
of assets which have cost the State close on
half a milliew sterling.

A, Thomson: How many aeres in all
of these estates have heen taken up?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: About 160,000
acres are still available for selection, but the
Bill proposes to make the repricing retro-
spective, dealing with all the land in repur-
chased cstates. The question does not arise
how much has been selected and how much
remains available. Tf the measare passes,
the whole of the lands contained in all the
repurchased estates will he subject to review
as regards price. The original Aect makes
it perfeetly clear that the Minister shall add
5 per eent. to the cost of the land repur-
chased, and then that amount shall be the
purchase price, divided inte 40 half-yearly
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payments to be made by the selector. Tha
proposal now is to apply to these
lands the provisions of the measure

dealing with econditional purchase lands
which was passed in 1915, In reply to
an inlerjection I stated that there is a
great difference between the measure deal-
ing with eondifional purchase lands and the
present Bill, whieh deals with repurchased
estates. The measure repricing conditional
purchase lands was introduced as the result
of an agitation, and that agilation was sup-
ported by the fact that during recent years
the price of conditional purechase land had
been raised by almost 50 per cent. TUntil
about 1010 conditional purchase land was
generally sold at 10s. per acre. From that
period onward, however, conditional pur-
chase land was increased in price until il
reached £i and even 30s. per acre. The
settlers who took up land as from 1910
were, generally speaking, selecting land
more remote from railway ecommunication,
and further distant from ports and markets.
Consequently they claimed that their land,
instead of being higher in price, should have
been lower, than land more favourably situ-
ated from these aspects. The amending leg-
islation, therefore, merely brought condi-
tional purchase lessees from 1910 on-
wards into line with those who bhad
selected holdings prior to that year.
When we deal with repurchased land, we
deal with a different thing altogether., It is
Jand which has heen offered to the Govern-
ment.

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

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: I will admit
“that; bui we are dealing with land which
has heen offered to the Government and
which has heen reviewed by an expert hoard,
which hoard recommended the purchase and
the actual payments for which have heen
made {o individuals. Therefore, we are in
the position that the land has been acquired
hy the Government. the private owner has
been paid for it, and now after a few years
it has heen discovered that a mistake has
heen made by the expert officers who ad-
vised the Government to buy, the resnlt
being that we are now asked to reduce the
price so as to give relief to the settlers.
Unfortunately, however, we have no power
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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
repurchased estates.

Mr. Piesse: You admit thai we paid loo
much for those esiates?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Unquestionably.
T do not want to be misunderstood. I have
said over and over again that people who
are on these lands eonnot 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
Parlinment 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 af our disposal in connee-
tion with this Bill. There 15 another
important matter. T have emphasised

over and over again that some relief should
be given, and I stated that I econsidered
the time for the repayments should be ex-
tended. T realised that to write off capital,
after it was paid to the individwal, was so
serious a matter that I was not quile sure
whether Parlianment would review it with
favour; neither did I think that it was a
practieable proposition whieh should be suh-
mitted to Parliament. A Minister’s funetion
is to overcome a difficully by giving relief
to the individual, and at the same fime not
rob the State. I am satsned that we could
have given a zood deal of relief by extend-
ing 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. T would not introduce
a measure asking for extended powers such
as ihis Bill seeks to give. In any case the
Bill shonld provide for an extension of the
fime for repayment. In regard to the con-
dilional purchase lands, it was proposed to
make the payment 6d. per acre per annum
and the Minister had the power to extend
that up o 30 years. In this Bill it is not
proposed to alter the time of repayment. I
think some relief should he given in that
regard by extending the time, and not make
snuch a drastic reduetion in the price of the
land. The Bill does not deal with that at all;
all it does 1s to ask power for the Minister
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to reprice fand and not go below the mini-
mum of 3s. 9d., and selting out that any
payments made 1n exeess of the repricing
shall not be refunded, but shall be paid to
veduce the {erm of the lease. 1 think thal
the Bill is of sunch importance, Tunning into
what mighi he an e¢normoug sum of money,
that it might be advisable to appoinf a seleet
commitiee to investigate it.

Mr. Mullany: Why not appoint a Royal
Cominis<ion ?

Mr. Hudson: Why not get a report from
the existing Agrieultural Commission?

Hon. W. 1. JOIINSON: T think it wounld
take too long for a eommisison to deal with
the subjeet, but it would he possible for a
select committee to investigate it and give
Parliament some information as v what the
cost will be. In regard to the provisions of
the RBill dealing with conditional purchase
land, an indication was given as to how it
was proposed to reprice. 'We did not pro-
vide in our Bill how it was proposed to do
that, but, in order that Parliament should
have some idea as to whaf it would mean fo
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 caleulation, to estimate what
amount of revenue would be lost to the State
per annum. After getting the figures care-
fally compiled by an expert officer, I esti-
miated that it would cost £30,000 a year, and
the actual results have worked ont to within
a few pounds of that amount. Parliament
was not asked to vote on the blind; it was
told what the farmers would have to pay.
We should now have information of this des-
eripiton, and, failing that, I consider that a
select eommittee should be appointed to in-
vestigate the matter. 1 will not vole against
the second reading, but I would like fo see
a eommiitee of investigation appointed. T
hope that before the Committee stace is
reached, the Minister will agree to what T
suggest, so that we may have more informa-
tion at that stage than we have at the pres-
ent time.

Mr. OLOGHLEN (Forrest) {5.9]: CUn-
like the last speaker, T am not prepared fo
support the appoiniment of a se'ect commit-
tee, but T think it is the duty of memhers to
vote against the second reading of the Bill
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and to defeat it. It is an old and hackneyed
phrase that “time is not opportune.” That
phrase emanates from Tory minds, but on
this oceasion 1 am prepared lo subscribe lo
it and fo say that the time is not opporiune
for the introduection of this Bill. If we have
any wares to sell, it is no use puiting them
on g falling market; we must wait for a
favourable opportunity. The very inirodue-
tion of this Bill 5 a serious indictment
against Parlioment and all Governments.
Looking at the figures rupning into hall a
million sterling, which we have paid for es-
tales, we have to ask ourselves whether that
expenditure was justified. We have to admit
that abnormal condilions have prevented the
suecessful subdivision and settlement of those
estates. But it is incomprehensible, in a
State such as this, when Ministers for Lands
have hoasted that we have millions of acres
of undeveloped country, that past Govern-
ments should 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, during
the last deeade, we have paid half a million
to acquire the 25 properties in Western Aus-
iralia whieh are the subject of review at the
present time, Tf we continue this policy, we
shall have a repetition of what ocenrred in
South Aunstralia. Many vears ago the Gov-
ermment of that State repurchased large
areas of country within the Goyder line of
rainfall.  They had to do that because, if
they went beyond that line, the rainfall
would have been so limited that settlers
wounld have met with dizas(er. The Govern-
ment pavcelled out those areas, and it was
only nfter a short period that many of them
got back into the hands of one owner. The
result was that the Government again had
fo come along and repurchase many of those -
estates. The member for Guildford said
that this was ihe debt the Government had to
payv. Tt is incomprehensible to me why the
late Government persisted in this palicy, ini-
tialed by the presenl occupants of the Trea-
sury bench. 1 fail to see the necessity for
purchasing the Yandanooka estate, when we
rememhber that we had millions of aeres of
land awaiting seltlement. Yet we acquired
that and other properties and paid hoge
sums for them when we were hard up, and
afterwards found it impossible to dispose of
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them. The wember for Guildford enumer-
-ated some of those estates, to some of which
we may give passing attention. Take Den-
mark, That was acquired for £45,000. Cer-
lainly that property had 30 miles of rails of
-an indifferent guality upon it. Denmark is
in a favourite locality and from all over the
State came inquiries as to when it was likely
to be thrown open.

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

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Well, nearly £50,000
-of public money was paid to the people who
owned if, and, I take it, that the Denmark
:settlers will come under the provisions of the
Bill we are now discussing. That being the
-case, it i3 no use locking the stable door after
the horse has been stolen. But the present
Minister for Industries erred at the time in
not putling that estate on the market when
the 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 were dragged over a period of some
eight months and the result was that those
who wanted lond there got tired of waiting
and, when the auetion sale was held, it was
almost a fiasco. Denmark has been a strug-
gling seltlement ever since those people
missed the oportunity of investing their
money there, and the outcome is that it is
now on a par with many other of the ac-
quired estates. Take the Avondale estale,
which has been the subject of discussion on
numerous occasions. We have it on the re-
port of departmental oflicers that in that es-
tate there are 1,700 acres of granite rock,
which would not be worth the minimum of
. 3s, 9d. per acre. That means that if we are
to take the poorer quality of the land on that
and some of the other eslates, and assess it
at the minimum rate allowed by the price-
fixing board, the good land will be charged
for at such a rate that it will be a burden on
anyone who might take it up. It is qnite im-
possible for the ordinary seftler to go on the
Avondale estate and try to make a suceess of
farming, if he has to pay £4 an acre for the
land. T am not going fo say that the Gov-
ernment should go down to the limit, but
even if they made a reduction of 50 per cent.
on the capital cost of those estates, such a
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reduetion would mean a serious blow to the
revenue of the State, The main thing is to
get the land brought under =z state of de-
velopment, but the present time is not oppor-
tune. 1f next year the Minister brings for-
ward his Bill, I will be prepared to support
it, because 1 think that the demand will then
be a litile keener than it is at the present time.
We can lhope, at any rate, that some of our
difficulties will have passed away, and the
Minisler can be trusted to make the best
bargain possible with those who might be
looking for land, without seriously jeopar-
dising 1he finances of the country, The
position of the estates is deplorable and a
distinetion has to be made between those
which failed to find purchasers and those
which have Deen taken up and partially de-
veloped. The Bowes estate has been men-
tioned, and whether the Bill passes or nol 1
believe some more facilities and greater con-
sideration will have to be shown to those
setilers hercically struggling to make sue-
cesses of thewr holdings.

The Preniier: All that you say is in favour
of the Bill,

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Not at all. Some
disermmination must he made belween estates
with seftlers on them and these with no set-
tlers. TIf we give the Minister inereased
power just now, he may seriously affect the
revenue of the country by, perhaps, fixing
too low a minimum, owing to there being no
demand for the land at the present juncture.

Mr, Thomson: Are not the settlers on the
repurchased estales entitled to redress?

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: Yes, and I think the
Minister could meet them withoul a Bill giv-
ing him unlimited power io reduce the priee.
While those settlers have had serious diffienl-
ties to overcome, we must admit that the
present Government—and in this T would
bracket lhe late Governmenl—do nol seem
lv be making any great attempts to settle
some of these estates whiech have been in
their hands for some time, The Avondale
estale was hawked all over the couniry, and
flamboyant advertisements were published ta
induce settlers to take up blocks. Bat it was
put on the market too late.  The present
Minister dangled the Denmark estate for
months.

The Minister for Railways: I was not the
Minister then.
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Mr. O'LOGHLEN: You were,

Hon. P. Collier: Avondale was declared a
special settlement area.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Yes, and the only
prospective settlers who came along were a
couple of Nor’-Westers.

The P'remier: Of course—you and your
party damned the Avondale estate.

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

Hon. W. D. Joimson: The Nor'-\Vest
squatter left it some time ago.

My, LOGHLEN: The price paid for
the estate was altogether oo big. No less
than £55,000 was paid by the then Govern-
ment to one of their supporters for the
properiy.

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

Mr., O'LOGHLEN: What reply has the
Minister to make regarding the delay in
throwing open the Harvey estate? People
are huagering for those particular blocks,
situated in a favoured region, where the rain-
fall is ample. Sinee those blocks were
clearcd, twelve months ago, they have been
allowed Lo go back Lo their virgin state, and
the Minister is making uo effort to throw
them open.

The Premier: Yes, he is. He is pushing
them all he knows. Your people would not
move in the matier.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: The late Government
repurchased the estate and put on 120 men
at clearing. When the clearing was finished
the estate should have been placed 1a the
market.

The Premier: Well, why did not yonr Gov-
ernment see fo it?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Because it was not
ready until a little while after the late Gov-
ernmeni went out of office. Tt is now being
allowed to revert to iis virgin state. T have
heard of some land being earmarked for
returned soldiers. That 15 a very proper
poliey, whielh all must endorse; but if re-
lurned soldiers are not available for those
bloeks, it must not be put forward as a
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reason why 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
the Government a blank cheque, giving them
the power to reduce prices to an inordinate
extent. Under it we shall be putting our
wares on a falling market. If, twelve months
hence, our troubles are over, and prospee-
tive settlers are looking for a home, it will
then be a good time to give the Minister the
power he asks, when Parliament shall have
become possessed of all the faets. And we
may then 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
them to be profitable, eonsidering 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 polilical friends or political enemies.
After all, where is the necessity for repur-
chasing estates? 1 am not going to blame
the present Minister for his optimism; he
was led away, indeed we were all led away,
anad we thought the land of Western Aus-
fralia better than it is.

The Premier: It is excellent land.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN : The hon. member does
not take it on. The experience of some of
those on ihis side who have taken it on has
nol been very encouraging.

The Premier: Becanse they know nothiny
ahout it.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Here we have speak-
ing a walking eneyclopedia on agriculture.
He has made a soccess of all the farms he
took on in the past, but he is not likely Lo
take up a selection at the present t(ime.

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

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Apparently the infer-
ence is Lhat you, Mr. Speaker, and others
who have taken up Jand, knew nothing ahout
the business. It would be interesting to get
a record of the experiences of vourself, Sir,
and others on this side who have been pat-
riotie enough to launch all their savings into
the land of Western Anstralia. I admit they
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have had a varieiy of difficulties to over-
come.

Hon. W. 1), Johuson: Tt would not he so
had if we had covercome the difficnlties.

A, O'LOGHLEN : T think the bon. mem-
her 15 pretty well ont of the wood this year.
It would he hardly fair to eondemn land set-
tlement in Western Australia, for we must
take into considerniion the abnormal condi-
tions ander which farming has had to be
carried on during the pasi few years. Still,
this jalicy of repurchasing estates is the
most 1neonsistenl I have ever known, We
advertise to the world that we possess mil-
lions of acres of splendid land, and are not
able to dispose of it. Then, side by side with
that, we find paternal Governments prepared
to buy from political supporiers or olhers
laree eslates which have been hawked all
over the ecountry. [ hope that policy will
not eoniinue, and 1 trust the Minister will
take prompt action in making available ihe
Harvey estate, situated as it is in a particu-
larly fuvonred region, and consisting of
blocks thal eould be put under cultivation
straiphtaway, 1f the Minister has any rea-
son for further holding up the Harvey cstate
1 hope he will give it to the House. It is
mmperative that something should he done
at onee, heraunse the vegetation is growing
afresh, and if we could pub seftlers on those
blocks now the threatened diffieulty wonld
he removed. 1 suggest to the Minister that
he withdraw the Bill, and that, if he be sfill
in office this 1ime next year, he re-introduce
it then in all sericusness.

Hon. J. Scaddan: This is not sérious; it
is only clectioneering.

Mr. O’'LOGHLEXN: Tt may be, but I
hardly see the point. because there are not
many votes (o be canght on the Avondale
estate. In respect lo one estate. I have some
concepiion of what the selflers (hereon have
had to pat up with—1 refer to the Bowes
cstate—but there is a possibility of givine
relief to them withoui such a Bill as this.

Hon. J. Seaddan: The Beverley people
are inferested in Avondale,

Mr. O'LOGIHLEN: If the townspeople
of Beverley are rrepared 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 hefore they deplete the
Treasury to that extent. Of course, some of
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the money will come back, but we cannot
hope to get muel of it unless we have a de-
mand for the land, and thai demand cannot
be created within the next few montbs. The
Bill is premalure. It would be in ample
time next year, when the prospects, it is
hoped, will be more bouyant. The revenue
might, conceivably, be considerably enhaneed
if these estates are submitted at a time when
people are looking for them, hut not now,
when land is virtually a drug on the markei.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
T. Robinson—Canning) [5.25]: The hon.
memhber has advaneed many arguments in
support of the Bill. T quite agree Lhat we
must have ample lands for settlement pur-
poses, without going in for any more re-
purchased esfales. Personally T was not
concerned wifh any of the Governments (hat
made these purchases, so I am free to make
that sialement. I certainly think no more
cstates should Le purchased by (he Govern-
ment while there is land available for settle-
ment. But a second proposition following
that must be this: the land that has been.
purchaserd must not he held. Holding land
and doing nothing with it is a loss to the
holder, and in this instance the holder is the
State. It is not the eoncern of the House
which Government boughl the land or which
did not sell it, or whether the Labour Gov-
ernment held up the Avondale estate
order-to make politieal eapital out of their
opponents. That does not concern e, hat
whal does eoncern me is that {o-day we have
a numher of repurchased eslaies that have
heen snld under an Act which fixes the price
higher than we ought to charge for the land,
and higher than seitlers can payv for it if
they are 1o make a living off il. Then
comes the corollary to that, nnmelv. that
many men wha have purchased at high
prices are in difficuliies to-day and require
fo e assisted.  Without a Bill of this de-
seription those men ecannot be helired. No
reduetion in price fan be made, nor ean the
land he pnt on ihe wmarket. Tn answer to
the principal ohjection by the member for
Torrest. (Mr. O'Loghlen) that this Iand is
propased to he placed on the market at a
had time when ihere is no demand and when
we may reasonakly expeel lo obtain low
prices. 1 venture to sav the House inay trust
to the wood sense of the Minister for Lands
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in fixing the prices for the various resumed
eslafes to do the best he can for Weslern
Australia and at the same time lo do a fair
thing by those seftlers who buy the land. I
hold it is alimost a eriminal offence for a
Minister for Lands to sell land to intending
settlers at a price ahove iis value. To do
so not only takes ihe heart out of a man,
but it takes also his cash and (hrows him
back for years. [ agree with the member
for Forrest that we should encourage ihe
setiler in Western Australia, and in some
cases it would pay Western Australia to
give people the land. We want to advance
development and produclior, and if we
would he assisting the produetion of wealth
by reducing the price of land so that it
may produce more wealih, the Btate would
get its money back a hundredfold. T ask the
House (o forget which Government jt was
which purchased these estates and which it
was (hat failed to sell them. Let those eon-
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
be prepared to sell those estates at a price
which would be fair to the settiers and
enable them to make a living on the land,
and at the same time be fair io Western
Australia.  Memhers on every side of the
House will agree that we have to-day in the
Minister for Lands a man who will nat 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]: I must at onee admit that the
Attorney General has made out a good ease
from a legal point of view, but he has over-
looked the faet that the Bill does not pro-
vide merely for reducing the price of the
land on the estates o future seftlers, but
includes also those at present purchasing the
land from the State. T1f it were the case
that fulnre purchasers only were being con-
sidered, we might agree that it is desirable
to allow the Minister for Lands to fix prices
that would ensure the early settlement of
the balance of the estates held by the Crown,
and thus inerease production. Bui the Bill
goes further, Tt 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.
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The Alitorney General: Why should net
w2

Hon. J. SCADDAN: For various reasons.
Let me ask the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomsou) whether ille private owner of a
targe estate—take the Attorney General him-
self, for example—would in reconsidering
prices, review the price of land already sold,
simply because times are bad and because
purchasers ave unable to keep up their pay-
ments?

The Aitorney General: He might.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: He might. But it
is mueh more likely that he would do as the
Crown does, that is defer payments, point-
ing out to the holder of any block that if
he had not become an original purchaser
someone else would have. He would probh-
ably say to the man, “Yon are asking me to
re-adjust the price of the land wilhout econ-
sidering the man who would bave taken if
up had your application not heen success-
ful.” The private owner will not dispose
of land in that way. and yet it is suggested
that the State might, becanse in the case of
the State it is the general taxpayer who pays,
and {he transaction ean be covered up. I
admit that many of those men who selected
on repurchased estates are undoubtedly suf-
fering, but it must be remembered that when
those men applied for the land the eyes of
the estate were picked out. The best part
of the land is gone, and it is now proposed
in this Bill that we shall do something for
those who selected under favourable condi-
tions in order that we may be in a position
to do something to induee others to take np
the remainder of the land. Tt is not pro-
posed only that we shall do something to in-
erease production by offering induncements
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
suceessful applicants. TIs it not a fact that

some of these estates, if they have
not reverted hack to one holder, have
reverted into family holdings? Could not

this oceur again?

Aember: Each case will be dealt with on
its merits.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We have repeatedly
heard that statement, but in my opinion the
basis upon which the desired reduction will
be asked will be that adopted hy this House
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in the amended Land Aect passed last ses-
sion. In that Act zones were established
and prices reduced 10s., 15s., and even 20s.
per acre. I agree with the Atlorney (eneral
that the time has passed when we need quar-
rel on the question as to which Government
purchased and which failed lo sell these
estates. The faet remains that a fair pro-
portion of the estates remain on our hands.
But to me it is a guestion 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
improved holdings have reverfed 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. Tn my opinion the effect
will be to help {hose who have already sel-
ected to muke less cash payments to the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Thomson: How about those who can-
not carry on?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Why did not Lhe
Minister say that it was the desire of the
Government to give relief to those already
on the holdings and not put up his eolleague,
the Attorney General, to tell the Honse that
this is a Biil for the purpose of disposing of
the remainder of the land in these estates
to help preduction?

The Minister 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 reason for the Bill is to give relief.

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: What are the other
purposes?

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1 do not know one
holder of land from whom an agitation
could mnot be secured for a reduction of
price, even from private sellers. Every one
always {ries {o get land as cheaply as pos-
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sible.
quiries?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: And as a result of
those inquiries, the department is satisfied
that these reductions should be made?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Flon.’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. 8. 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 diseretion. So far as
our lands are concerned, if they are worth
anything they are worth their value ealcu-
lIated on the basis of production in normal
titmes and not on the bad seasons of the last
four or five years.

The Attorney General: T agree with that.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Will the Attorney
General admit that assuming these selectors
paid 21s. or 22s. per acre for their land,
they should get a redunction of 3s. per acre
becanse we have had difficult times?®

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I helieve the price
was further reduced recently, One of the
reasons for the reduction of price in that
case was the foolish poliey adopted by the
Government of clearing the land and after-
wards allowing it to revert to its original
condition.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Worse,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That is so, to a
worse condilion; that is exactly what the
Government are doing in regard to Harvey.
We shall never succeed in developing the
South-West if we adopt a policy of elearing
the land without {akirg the precaution to
see that the land is immediately setiled upon
in order that il shall not revert to its original
state. The same conditions obtained at Den-
mark at the start. But that is apart from
the Bill. 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 eon-
sider the question of disposing of the
balance of those estales under exist-

Has the department made any in-
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ing conditions. I 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. Millars’ Combine appear fo
be conlent 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 man who bas not had experience
-of farming 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
along, that we have vacant places which we
want filled up, and no matter whether a man
has money or has had experience he must
suceeed in Western Australia. Apd now it
is proposed we shall offer further induce-
ment by redueing the price of this land,
thereby involving the Staie in heavy loss.
And this in a time when we are (alking
of economy. T do not think this is a period
when we can afford to lose revenue, and it
must not be forgotten that under this Bill
the Siate will lose revenne, The man whn
+ has paid a bhigh 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 under this Bjll. Therefore at a time
when the State renquires every penny of
revenue, we will be losing revenue which
we cannot afford to lose.

Mr. Thomson: The Stale will lose far
more if those people go off the land.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Does the member for
Katanning remember the number of estates
which have gone back into their virgin con-
difion 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
seftler to be back in his payments and not
only that. but he has also been going back
in olher directions. I would sooner see the
rent cut right out in certain areas,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: AN tbrough the dry
areas,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If the rents are too
high thai matter should be adjusted. But
it must be remembered that we purchased
those estates with the publie funds at a price
which we believed, and which we were told,
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represented the value of the land. The land
was supposed to be then worth the money
paid for the estates, but it is now discovered
that it was not worth so much.

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I am tsking what
the Minister said when he introduvced the
Bill. It was the present Minister for In-
dostries (Hon. J. Mitehell) who fixed the
sale price for these blocks, and he said the
price at which the land had been fixed repre-
sented its value; and now his colleague tells
us it is not worth so much.

The Minister for Works: How about the

" Harvey estate, was that worth the money?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I think so, bat it
will need to he handled differently from the
Denmark estate. The Minister will need
to wake up if lhe would prevent the
lund reverting to its original condition.
The point I am making is, that ie
this Bill the Government are being asked
to give a permanent velief in order to tide
the farmer over a Llewporary diffienlty.
The State cannot afford lo do it. We ean

" give lemporary relief, but to say that because

a farmer has passed through a trying period
we are going to give him relief for the next
25 years, when during the interval he may
have had very good seasons, and have heen
able to sell out at a profit which would en-
able him to live in luzury, is something which
I eannot 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 {he general taxpayer being asked
to make it possible for the farmers to do
this, for the general taxpayer in fact to be
ealled upon 1o bear ali the espense. Whilst
we are talking all the lime about reducing the
pavments fo be 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 the relief given to the farmer,

the superphosphate merchants have in-
ereased the price of their goods to the
farmers.

Mr. Piesse: Ton kept all you had advanced
to him and left the otber creditors fo get
what they could.
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incorreet. 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: 1f we had allowed
thew to use the funds of ithe 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
are net going to de this, nolwithstanding the
pressure of our friends, the Country party,
who for political reasons have brought that
pressure to bear upon them.

Ar. Piesse: Be generous.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : Those hor. members,
as representatives of Lhe general taxpayers,
are not entitled to view the conditions now
prevailing in the farming distriets merely
from the point of view of what has happened
during the last five years, and apply them
to the next 25 years, because that is whal
is being done under this measure. Whilst
giving (emporary relief, do not let ns make
it a permanent contribution by the general

taxpayer to those who have passed through .

a temporary trying period.

Mr. O'Loghlen: To adjust the errors that
were made,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If we sit lere 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. memsber of the
Counlry party, there will not he a general
¢lection for the next 10 years. I do not say,
of course, that Governments are infallible,
and do not exempt the previous Government.
Why do not the members of the Country
party admit that we are asking the general
taxpayer lo carry an additional burden in
order to adjust an error made by the man
they are now supporting, and who is a Min-
ister of the Crown?

Mr, Piesse: They are not.

Han. J. SCADDAN: Do the members of
the Couniry party deny that they are res-
ponsible for the faet that the member for
Moore (Hon, H. B. Lefroy) is at present
holding the portfolio of Minister for Lands
and Agricnlture?

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

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1t is not because
they desire that hon. gentleman to occupy
this position, but beeause they laid it down
as part ol the bargain with the Liberal party
that the member for Northam (Hon. J, Mit-
chell) should not oceupy it. They did not
particularly wanl the member for Moore to
oceupy the posilion.

Hon. P. Collier: The member for Northam
15 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 oul of season, and con-
tinue (o assert it throngh their official journal
the Swunday Times, that the member for
Northam, when Minister for Lands and
Agriculture, was responsible for the difficul-
ties at present prevailing in the farming
areas.

AMr. E. B. Jobnston: It is only eonsistent
that the member for Moore should now set to
work and remedy these errors.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That is true. The
member for Northam has displaced the mem-
ber for Moore in the control of the agricul-
tural industry.

The Minister for Works: What about the
Bill?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: This is about the
Bill, The Bill is made necessary because of
the blunders perpetrated by the member for
Northam, when Minister for Lands and Agri-
culfure, on the admission of the members of
ihe Couniry parly, as representing the dis-
triets affected. This is a measure which
affects the general taxpayer. Would our
friends on the eross benches support a mo-
{ion brought forward by the Labour Govern-
ment fo compensate a man who had not sue-
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
and to be repaid the money that he had put
inlo the mining lease?

Mr. T, B. Johnston:
leases on the Golden Mile.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We renew the leases
every vear. 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 be relieved, although when
he becomes a wealthy man we must e¢all upon

You renewed the
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the general taxpayer. The Premier asserts
that people on tbe land who bave failed, have
failed because they had not the necessary
knowledge, not because the price of land
was too high, or because of the diffieulties
imposed upon them 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?
If the farmers have a run of five years nnder
the same conditions as have existed for (he
last two years, and are able to dispose of
their wheat as satisfactorily as they have
been able to do, and Lhere is a reduoction in
the handling charges, the bulk of the farm-
ers wonld be able to pay their rent withont
difficnlty, and some wounld be able to retire.

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

Hon. J. SCADDAX: The member for
Avon (Mr. Harrison) must bear in tnind
that we do not hve by wheat alone. We
are practically all producing something for
the community. 1 want the farmers’ repre-
sentatives in this Chamber (o get out of their
heads that the farming industry is the sole
support of the eountry.

Mr. Harrison: Tt 15 the root svsicin.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: And the mining in-
dustry represents the tree itself, the foliage
and the fruit.

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Let ns bear in mind
that in the Perth Mint we are producing
something like 300,000 to 350,000 sovereigns
per month from Western Ausiralian gold,
and that a sovereign is as essential as a grain
of wheat.

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

Hon. J. SCADDAYN: One is as essential
as the other. Is it a fair proposition to take
the temnporary difficulties of a particular in-
dustry as the ground for making a perma-
nent alteration?

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

Hon. J. SCADDAXN: There is a tem-
porary depression in the mining distriets.
Is the hon, memher prepared fo sapport a
proposal that we should lavish money upon
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that industry to assist a few men who
happen to have struck a duffer?

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: B8urely, the hon.
member has become Under Secretary to the
Attorney General. Have we said to our-
selves, “Here 1 a man who has passed
through a trying time, pressure has been
brought to bear upon him by his credilors,
those creditors bhaving foreced machinery
upon him which he did not require, the
storekeepers have put up their prices 25
per eent., and this man has been brought
into such a condition that he is almost com-
pelled to leave his holding, and the State
must therefore render him assistance”?

Mr. Harrison: Does that nol prove that
all branches of the ecommunity have benefited
by the operations of the farmer?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I am not discussing
the question of economics now. The farmers’
representatives, and 1 suppose they are
Justified for political reasons in doing this,
for their very existence in this Chawber
demands it, are making the best possible
use of had seasons, in order to get per-
manent advantages for the indwnstry, and I
object.

Hon. P. Collier: Rooks.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T wonld not say
that they were rooks, but crows, as we
would call them in South Australia,

Mr. Harrison: We want to stimulate pro-
duction.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Apd yet members
on the eross beneches are supporting the
Government who are closing down indus-
tries, and those members are responsible
for their ecoming into power.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The hookmaking in-
dostry, for instance,

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

Mr, Harrison: The root system,.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T would ask them
to remember that other industries also re-
quire attention. We cannot ask for perma-
nent alterations hecause of temporary diffi-
cenlties. We are, however, going to ask the
general taxpayver 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
acerue under this Bill.

Mr. Carpenter: They call it squaring the
finances.

Hon. J. BCADDAN: 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, but the
months are pretty short trom the financial
point of view, and they are getting shorter
every four weeks,

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

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

The Minister for Works: And the general
taxpayer is paying for it now.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The general tax-
payer has not yet been heard in regard to
the five years, in comparison with the five
months during whieh our friends opposite
have been in power. I ask the Minister,
has be considered the question bow this pro-
posal will affect the finances of the Staie?
Has he considered how he will apply the
measure, if it is placed on the statute-book?
Or is it just merely a malter of his saying,
“These men want relief, and T will get anth-
ority from Parliament to do what I ehoose
to do, and I will make a good fellow of my-
self’? 1What is it going to cost Western
Australia?

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 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.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Then the House
ought to know. e are asked to pass this
law, and we are responsible to the people.

The Minister for Lands: You do know.

Hon. J. 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 deseription are fo be
passed, we may as well close down Parlia-
ment and say, “Here is the Ministry of eight
men; let them govern the country.”

My, Piesse: Did you consult Parliament
when you bought the steamers?

(ASSEMBLY.]

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 sueb
a measure as this is to be passed anth-
orising a Minister to do whatever he
pleases to do. Why could not the Minister
come down with a definite proposal to
reprice repurchased estates land? It is
not Crown lands we are dealing with now.
The repurchased estales represent the money
of the general taxpayer, who must be looked
upon as a shareholder in these estates. The
Government should tell the shareholders that
the proposal means a loss of £50,000, or
whatever the amount may he.

The Minister for Lands: Why did not
vour Cioverninent 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 measurd.
Cabinet, before considering the measure, in-
sisted that that information should be avail-
able.

The Minister for Works: Why all this
mock indignation?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Tt is not mock in-
dignation at all. Can the House reasonably
be asked io pass a Bill giving a Mimster
unlimited power to deal with the moneys of
the people, whom this House represents?
The general taxpayer is affected by this Bill,
and is therefore entitled to consideration.
The member for Beverley {Mr. Wans-
brough). so far as this Bill is concerned,
is merely interested in seeing the Govern-
ment get rid of the Avondale estate. That
1= political pressure. The townspeople of
Beverley are forcing the hands of the hon.
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
eslates available for the seitlement of re-
turned soldiers, if youm 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 nol go o extremes. I suggest that
the Minister be directed by Parliament to
lock into the question of the repurchased
estates, with a view of relieving the settlers,
and that he be also instructed fo review the
prices of repurchased estates lands still held
by the Crown. But to leave lands repres-
enting the 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 shounld not place
in the hands of the Minister the 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 lo-day who holds the respect of mem-
hers generally more firmly than does the
Minister for Lands. Bui 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 Minister for Lands. In malters of tlnis
kind 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-
tham 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 eleciion were over, T doubt
whether they would rush along with Bills of
this nature, They have no mandate for this
Bill. They are a minority Government. In
that respeet the position here is even more
intolerable than the position in the Federal
Parliament. This preseni porposition means
an indueement to the people in the country
distriets to give their support to our friends
opposite. 1 venture lo prophesy that this
measure, if passed, will not be put into op-
eration before the general election. The
Government will dilly-dally with ii. They
will say to the electors, “We have this Aect,
and you must return us to office to adminis-
ter it.”

Hon. P. Collier: The ery will be, “Return
us to office, and see what we will do.”
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: Ministers will say
that they will put the Act into operation ai
the earliest possible moment.

Mr. Harrison: Repeated experience gives
us definite knowledge.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: As the member for
Mount Margaret (Mr. Taylor} would say, 1
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. [ assert that this measure, if passed,
will not be made operative before the gen-
eral election.

The Minister for Lands: Where did you
get that information from? .

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Like the member
for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood),from instinet.
However, I wish to place on record my pro-
test against the granting of such a power to
any Ministry. No Government should have
power (o deal with the money of the general
taxpayer in the way proposed by this Bill.
The Minister for Lands himself I am pre-
pared to trust, but I am not prepared to
trust his colleagues, who have been respon-
sible for bringing about a condilion of affairs
which has made it incumbent on our friends
to compromise by undertaking that the hon.
gentleman most directly responsible for that
condition of affairs shall not have further
control of the Lands Department.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. PIESSE (Toodyay) [ 7.35]: T appeal
to hon. wembers on both sides of {he Huonse
to give support to this measure. Tt seeks
to give power to the Minister to do justice
to a few struggling settlers who have lab-
oured long and honestly in their efforls to
suecessfully work their holdings,

Hon. W. D). Johnson: Whai about justice
for the State9

Mr. PIESSE: T will refer {0 that.
have the testimony of the lale Minister for
Lands, the hon. member who just inter-
jected, that these men are deserving 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. PIESSE: Notwithstanding that, he
elaims that they should not receive any con-

We
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sideralion beeause of the possible loss of
revenue that the State will have to hear.

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

Mr., PIESSE: If the hon. member will
follow me, I will endeavour to show that
the State will not lose by reducing the an-
nual burden in the shape of reats which
these people have to carry. I mainlain that
each individual settler or former who is a
progressive man ig worth anything from £50
to £100 yearly (o Lhe State, particnlarly in
the matter of railway freighis and the
gencral expenses of working a farm. I am
speaking on a subject of which I have an
intimate knowledge. I know of a case where
land returned nothing to the Stale -until it
was oceupied by a particular individual, [
made out the in¢ome (ax returns and found
that the railway freights paid by that
farmer amounted to between £50 and £60 a
vear, and it is safe to say that indireetly
that particular setller was worth £100 per
anpum to the eguntry. J1f the reduction of
the price paid, which is reasonable and pro-
per. he brought into effect, that particular
scifler will be granted ralief, and it will en-
surc his being kept upon his holding. The
membher for Forrest {Mr. O’Loghlen) stated,
and T believe he was sincere when he made
the stalement, that it would pay the Govern-
ment to give away the land to the people. I
am eonvineed that sueh a policy would be
a good one. Tt is population that we wanl,
and it would be a sound proposition for the
Stale to give a man land, provided of course
that he lived on il and developed i, Pre-
vious speakers have eriticized tlie system of
rejrurehasing and sobdividing large estaies,
but 1 elaim that the venlure, on Ihe whole.
has heen satisfactory and profilable to the
State. Many of these repurchased estates
have heen subdivided, and are to-day tully
settled by a prosperons hody of people. The
Stale has made a profit out of several of the
estates, and if we debited the loss on some
of them and took to eredit the profits Lrom
some of the others, T venture fo sav lhnl the
State would be found to have gained. More
than that, it must he rememhered that a
large number of holders are now vcecupying

land whicl was originally held by one or 1wo
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people for merely pastoral purposes. [
might mention in partienar the Norman
estale in my distriet, which is silnated six
miles from Toodyay. There is now a pros-
perous comunity on that estate, and it has
proved a spiendid investment.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: Would you reduce
the price of thai land?

Mr. PIESSE: It is now almost freehold.
1 would go this far with the hon. member,
{hat ihe Bill might have declared the esiates
it was intended to operaie npon. A select
commiltec, as snggested by the hon. member,
is a reasonable idea and probably worthy
of some consideration. But the hon. mem-
ber, when he was Minister for Lands, took
the precaulion to salisfy himself as to the
condition of these people, otherwise he would
not have spoken in the manner he did this
atternoon, which proves that he is fully con-
versant wilh the position.

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

Mr. PIKSSE: This Bill gives power to
the Minister to reduce the price of ihe land,
and I feel sure he will exercise the powers
granted to him in a fair way, and deal equit-
ably with each individual case. We have
for somne time, and wore particularly during
the present session, hemrd some severe com-
nments from members opposite about the un-
prolitableness of farming. This aflerncon
it was mentioned that many members oppo-
site had embarked on farming and had not
heen able to make a suceess of it. It is
clear, however, to any practical man that
the success of farming depends upon close
personal supervision. Farming is a sound
proposition within a rensonable rainfall belt,
and provided the renis are not excessive.
The leader of the Oppasition sought to be-
little 1he aims and objects of our party, and
he eclaimed that this was a political move.
There is no foundafion whatever for such
a stalenment. The measure will not affect my
district. The late Minister for Lands, how-
ever, will admit that a penuine grievance
exists and that that grievance is worthy of
sreedy altention. The eireumstances under
which the people suffering under that griev-
ance have lahoured are not of onme year or
two, and neither are they due to dronght or
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war, but they are long-standing, going back
even as far as six years. I appeal to bon.
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 {Hen. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [7.45]: I have not much to say,
beyond entering a protest against the atti-
tude of the leader of the Qpposition. In
his usual manner that gentleman has been
dealing out abunse to the Government for
having introduced the Bill. Aecording to
him, everything we do is in the interesls of
party, especially designed te forward the
interesis of our party in view of the general
.elections, and so forth. The Bill is an hon-
est endeavour to take inlo consideration the
situation of those settlers who have selected
on repurchased 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 ean make a
suceess of it at the prices they have been
ealled upon to pay for the land. 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 ¢ase must be Lhoroughly
inquired into before the relief is granted,
and the interests of the faxpayer must be
properly protected and preserved.

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

The PREMIER : T have lieard aceusations
of that sort hurled ai this side. What would
the hon, genlleman have? How would he
propose to safeguard the position? As a
matter of faet, this is his own Bill; it was
left to us as a legaey, and I am surprised to
find him and the leader of the Opposition
condemning the measure.

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

The PREMIER: The Bill is drafted in
accordance with the hon. member’s instrue-
tion when he was aeting as Premier. The
Cabinet minute bears his initials, Cabinet
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approving of a Bill being drafied on the
lines of the amending Land Act dealing with
the repricing of conditional purchased laad.
The Bill is drafted on those lines.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: It is not.

The PREMIER: 1i provides that the
prices shall not be reduced helow those fixed
in that Aet. 1t has heen left to us as a
legney, and now hon. members opposite
eome here and condemn the measure, con-
demn their own policy.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Tt is drafted on
lines that were never agreed to by the pre-
vious (Government.

The PREMIER: The hon. membcer has
not proved that; he is condemning the mes-
sure, notwithstanding it is drafted in ae-
cordance with his own instruetions, ap-
proved at a Cabinet meeting over which he
presided. Some hon. members may feel sore
at not having made a suecess of their farm-
ing operations. Most men, when they go on
the land, think all they have to do is o take
up lholdings to be on lhe high road to sue-
cess. But there is a very long interregnum
hetween starting operations and bringing
them to a suceessful issue. 1 have been ac-
cused this afternoon of wanting in patriot-
ism because T did not tackle farming my-
self, heeaunse T refrained from indulging in
a pursnit of which I knew nothing at all.
If we are to help the men settled on repur-
chased estates the Government must be given
exeessive power, must be trusted to have
proper inquiries made into each individual
case antd to see that relief given is nol un-
dite. 1t is far better that Western Australia
should have her lands settled than that they
should he kept locked up. It is far better
to make available for settlement repurchased
estotes 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 scttled under such con-
ditions 1hat the seltlers may make a decent
living. to the end that the whole State may
benefit by their efforts. 1 understand that
some of my friends opposite have suffered
rather than benefited by their farming op-
crations. It seems that they are prepared
to blame everyone hut themselves. The
member for Guildford {Hon. W. D. John-
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son) raised a hue and ery against the Min-
ister on the score that he had been optimis-
tic. Yo my thinking we require all the op-
timism that we can bring to our help in
deating with the difficult problems with
which we are faced. The same hon. member
talked about the hulf-million we have in-
vested in these estates., The mauguration of
that sum dates back to Sir John Forrest's
time, and each succeeding Government have
had something to do with building up that
sum by the repurchasing of estates.  The
late Government were responsible, I think,
for ncarly half the amonnt. 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 difliculty
because Lhe esiates have not been disposed
of as rapidly as was expeeted. 1f the late
Government had followed the poliey we
carrted out during our previous term of
office, they would have disposed of a large
proportion of the repurchased estates. 1
am quile sure the Avondale estate would
have been disposed of to the last block if
they had not hung it ap.

Hon. W, D. Johnsen: Youn had it for two
years,

. The PREMIER: It was thrown open in
1911, but the late Government closed it up
and refused 1o sell a single bloek, although
there were then sufficient buyers to pur-
ehase the whole estate.

Mr, E. B. .Johnston: The sooner ihe Yan-
danooka eslate is thrown open the better.

The PREMIER: [ agree. Instructions
have gone forward lo put it up for sale, and
the Minister is now enzaged in that problem.
I cannot understand why we should have this
opposition to a Bill which our predecessors
lIeft to us, the object of whieh is to grant re-
lief to those who are overburdened on those
repurchased estates. 1f members of the Op-
posilion think they can tie the Government's
hands absolutely, possibly they are justified in
the attitude they have taken up. YWhen they
were in office we willingly passed measures
to enable them to make reductions in the
price of certain lands. The Cabinét meeling
that authorised the drafling of this Bill in
April last, insisied on its being on the lines
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of the amending Land Ael dealing with the
repricing of conditional purchase lands.
tlon. J. Seaddan: That is incorreet.

The PREMIER: I say it is correet. 1
have the papers in front of me now. It was
signed by the member for Guildford, in the
absence of the Premier. This is the Bill.

Hon. J. Seaddan: That Bill was never
sighted by my Cabinet.

The PREMIER: Ii is drawn on the in-
structions laid down by the hon, member's
Cabinet, and therefore, I cannot understand
the opposition,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: I say it is nol.

The PREMIER: 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 {rusled the
late Government in respect to the reduclion
of prices of eonditional 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
case. Both the Denmark and the Harvey
estates were acquired under authority other
than that contained in the Repurchase of
Estates Act. They are both open now, and
1 believe reductions have been made at Den-
mark since lhe prices were first fixed. The
Government have ample power to do this in
respect of the Denmark Iands and those of
ke Harvey estate. Tf this be right, it is also
right that the Government should have the
same power to deal with the other repur-
chased estates. It is not right ihat members
on the opposition hench shounld indulge in
personal acensations,

Hon. J. Seaddan: What about vourself
six months ago?

The PREMIER : The leader of the Oppo-
sition never rises in his place except to deal
willh every measure on parly lines, I repeat
[ would ask members of the Opposition not
to indulge in these charges, and T ask mem-
Lers of this House to pass the second read-
ing of the Bill in order that we may he able
to give that relief which our friends opposite,
when they were in office, thought to be neces-
sary.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS (Hon.
H. B. Lefroy—Moore—in reply) [8.1]: I am
surprised at the tone adopted by hon. mem-
bers opposite, for the reason that in intro-
ducing this measure T am doing merely what
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the late Covernment expressed an infention
of doing twelve months ago.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: But
way.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I shail
prove to the hon. member that the Govern-
ment are not proposiag {o do ihis in any
other way but are endeavouring to carry out
the views of memhers opposite. I had
thought when introducing Lhis messure 1
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 was not a Bill .on the
stocks to be drafted. That Bill provided
that in the case of land open for selection
under Pails V. or VI. of the principal Aet
—Parts V. and V1. deal with conditional
pivehase—or  held under conditional pur-
chase granterl under cither of the said parts
betore the Ist Juwacry, 1910, if it were
shown to the salisfaction of the Governor-
in-Council, having regard io the qualily and
productiveness of the land, its distance from
a railway, market or port, or other eirenm-
sstanees, the price of such land, prescribed by
or under the prineipal Aect is excessive, the
Gove nor may, in his diseretion, reduce the
price ab sueh land to not less than 3s. Gd.
jter sere. Hon, memnbers will find the same
worar u<ed :n the measure now hefore the
ITouse, so that when T say I am earrying
out what I considered were the views of
Tlion. membhers opposite 1 am perfeeily cor-
rect, an1 my friends should take care not to
-contradici me.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: But you have only
«carried out those views in pari.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
member for Guildford (Hon. W. D. John-
gon), in his ecriticism of the Biil, said it
-seemed o him that the power given by the
Bill was to reduce the price of land to 3s.
9d. per aere. That is so, that power is
given on the same lines as in the Aet of
19145. There is the same reason and the
same Jnsfification for reducing the piice of
some of the land on repurchased estates to
3s. 94. Ter acre as for redncing the price of
ortinarv Crown land to that figure. 'The
prices fixed in regard to some of those es-

in another
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tates, Avondale, Yandanooka, the Bowes,
Qakabella, and Narra Tarra, ranged from
138s. per acre to 3s. 9d. per acre. In the
vase of Avondale, from 96s. to 138s. Is there
any member of this House bold enough to
say that anyone buying that land at those
prices could make a living off it.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I& must be poor land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: TFanecy
asking & man to seftle on land at 9Gs. per
acre.

Hon. J. Scaddan: They are paying up
to £15 per aere for wheal land in South
Australia, -

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
care what is being done in South Australia,
we cannot do it in Western Australia. T am
not blaming anyone. This has been going on
for the past 20 years, it started in Sir John
Forrest’s time. Every Government in this
State has purchased estates, and I think the
Laliour Government can be credited with
more land repurchasing than any other Gov-
erninent. The member for Guildford knows
perfectly well that representations have been
made to the Government for a long time by
eleetors interested in land around Geraldton,
pointing out that the price asked for the re-
purchased 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-might, but who, I am cer-
tain would, 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 bas
experienced 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. Mitchell) is frequently twit-
ted by hon. members opposite regarding the
price he placed upon that land. It appears
to me {hat Northam breathes optimism. My
old friend and colleague, the late Mr. Thros-
sell, was one of the greatest optimists in
Western Australia regarding land settle-
ment. No one in this House at that time
was better able to impress members than that
gentleman regarding the great possibilities
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of Western Australia. And it has been
proved that we have greal possibilities in
Woestern Australia. When I ask members lo
give the Government power to rcduece the
price of land in repurchased estates, I do
not wish it taken in any way as an indica-
tion of want of faith in Wesfern Australia
on my part, Members of this Honse have
been heard to say all too frequently, “You
will never take up any more land,” and <o
on. I would not for a moment suggest thai
unyone would be sorry for taking up land
in this State. As a rule, the cause of fajlure
by people who have taken up land in this
State is that in a great number of instances
they have gone on the land without know-
ledge or experience or that aptitude for ag-
riculture that must be possessed by a man
who would make a suecess as a farmer.
Many men even who have gone on the land
without knowledge and experience, but who
have had the necessary energy and apiitude,
have been successful. 1 know many of them
and so also do members of this House. I
would not eare 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 feel that their work is done
for themselves. They would feel that pleas-
ure always felt by a man who is able to look
on sueeessful work. The man who holds
securities only and simply sees the interest
rolling in to him must be in a miserable
position, in my opinion.

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But the
man who sees the wilderness, as a result of his
labours, turned into smiling cornfields is able
to say he 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-
purchased 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 15
not to apply at all, but to only a few areas
in Western Australia. Most of the estates
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purchased in the early days have been sef-
tled and snceessfully developed. Why? Be-
cavge primarily the settlers did not pay very
high prices for the land. The estates were
acquires] by the Government at a reason-
able price and the Government were conse-
quently able to sell at reasonable priges.
With reference to the land in the Bowes
cstaie, members must not make the misiake
of supposing that this land was c¢leared as in
the case of Yandanooka, which was all cleared
when purchased by the Government. The
Bowes estate was not cleared. It was an
ordinary sheep run divided into paddocks.
There was no large amount of improvements
done on the property, and even the fences
were very litile use to the setiler, and -pro-
bably would not work in with the holding.
These properties are valuned at from lls. to
80s. an acre. The man who is paying 80s. an
aere for agrieultural wheat land in Western
Anstralia is paying too much, that is 80s.
for the unimproved value of the land. Tt
has often been said that the Midland Rail-
way Co. land was sold at perhaps a higher
rate than any other land in Western Aus-
fralia. I am certain that there is no purely
agricultural land in the Midland area that
was ever sold at £4 an acre. I do know of
excellent first class land being sold at £2 and
£1 an acre, and the people who have bought
land at that priee have heen able to do well
on their properties. Had they paid £4 an
acre for the land, T am quite certain they
would not have heen able to make good. It
is to rvelieve the people who have paid too
mueh for their land that [ ask hon. members
fo pass this Bill. The memher for Forrest
(Mr, (’Loghlen) both agreed and disagreed
with the Bill. He said this ought to be done,
and then he said the time was not opportune.
It is never inopportune to do the right thing.
It is not opportune to sell some of these
estates at the present moment, and the Gov-
ernment have no intention of placing them
on the market, because we would never get
purchasers at the present time. Tt would
he a suieidal 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 mueh as T can
out of the Yandanooka estate. It would also
be inapportune for that eslate to be sold.
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Mr. Gardiner: It they are not reduced in
price they will eat their heads off in iulerest.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Certainly.
1 am sure that the Premier would not pur-
chase an acre of luud at {he present time if he
could aveid it. There may be some occa-
signs when ihis would be 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 times, 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 and Harvey estates, but these
have nothing to do with the Bill. Neither
of these estates was purchased under the
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act. In the
case of the Denmark eslate, the price of the
land has heen reduced enormonsly, and I
was astounded at the recommendation of the
Land Pricing Board in this respect. The
land was reduced from, I think, £12 an aecre
to £4 an acre and less. There appears to have
Leen a lot of trouble over the Harvey estate,
and no one seems to have known to whom it
belonged. The Agrienltural Department had
a go at it at one time, and the Lands De-
partment, the Water Supply Department,
and the Public Works Department have all
had a turn at il. I was impressing upon
the Under Secretary to-day the need for
getting this land on the market as soon as
possible. T said, “Hurry up with this Iand,
and let the 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 bim
that he is perfeetly marvellous. T think he
really believes in the Bill himself.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Oh, yes.

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

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
impossible to do so. The hon, member
says that I ought to have come
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to this House and said what this was going
to cost the State, but how could I do that?

Hon. J. Scaddan: You conld bave had an
inspection made, as we did.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What is
the use of having an inspection made Lefore
the Bill is passed? Did the hon. gentleman
opposite, when the Bill reducing the price
of Crown lands $o 3s, 9d. was introduced,
have an inspection made first?

Hon. J. Scaddan: We bad 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 an
estate cost £40,000, and we reduced the price
of the land by 25 per cent., there would be
a loss to the State of £10,000. Tt is impos-
gible to say, however, what is involved until
we have had the land reclassified.

Hon. J. Seaddan: You could say that there
is nolhing to prevent that land reverting
back inte a large estate afier the State had
lost £10,000. Some of the land bas been
repurchased more than once.

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

Ifon. J. Seaddan: Some of the land has
been repurchased twice.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Does the
hon. member mean to say that the land has
reverted to the original holders?

Hon. J. Secaddan: Not the original
holders, but it has reverled to large estates
and has 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 reeall any estates which have been
fwice repurchased by the Government.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The Bowes estate
was resumed as a pastoral lease, thrown
open for selection, and subseguently 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?
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
when 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
pot a case of resumption. There is no need
to resume a pastoral lease.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Yes, if it is required
for agrienltural 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-
eultaral puarposes. Of eourse they have to
pay for improvements. It is not necessary
to pay the pastoralist any compensation for
the remainder of his lease.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: This area was re-
sumad for subdivision. One man eventnally
got the lot, and sold it back te the State.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Thai 1s
beside the question. If the land has been
priced too high and these people are over-
burdened by what they have had to pay for
it, it is only right and just that the House
shonld 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 yon do this, and it
means a loss to the general taxpayer, he
should have some protection. What is to
prevent these estates reverting hack 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,

You would
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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 suceessful. This can-
not be done if the men on the land are over-
burdened with the capital price of their
holdings. 1 ask the House to give the Gov-
ernment power to afford relief in certain
cases. It is not as if the Minister was going
to do this merely with a seratch of the pen.
Hon. J. Scaddan: I should not care if the
Minister was going to do this, but he is not.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Min-
ister will be careful to seleet those officers to
do the work in whom he has the greatest
confidence. I 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 puiting & 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 eapable
of dealing with matters of this character will
be put to do this work. 1 shall give them a
basis to go'on. I shall tell them that I value
sueh and sueh a piece of land at so much
per aere, 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
crilicism they have extended to the tneasure;
but, as I have said, I am merely carrying
out instructions which I thought had already
been given {0 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 eonsider
right. There iz no maximom fixed. Cer-
tainly there are cases in which the land is
not worth more than 3s. 9d. Indeed, I find
that eertain land on the Oakabella estate is
valued at 3s. 9d., although other portions are
valued at 80s. Tt is a fair inference that
there must be some other land on repur-
chased estates worth only 3s, 9d.
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Mr. O'Loghlen: What did the State pay
for it

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
aceording to his lights; 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 te the in-
dividual. If we 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 ai
the unforlunate man on the land, the cocky;
but 1 say ihe so-called eocky is the bulwark
of Western Australia. T have the greatest ad-
miration for the miner and for the good work
he has done for Western Australia. But
the man who goes on the land gets rooted

there, and is bound to the country, and ean-

not pack his portmanteau and eclear out in
24 hours, He is the man who rears a family
in the country. He is the man who will help
to make Western Aunstralia 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.

Rill read a second time.

To refer to Select Commiltee,
Hon. W. D, JOHNSON (Guildford}
[8.35]: I move—
That the Bill be referred to a select
commitiee,
I bave already intimated my intention to
move in this direction, and now merely wish
1o point out onee more that as regards a
Bill of this deseription we should have an
estimate of the loss which the passing of the
measure will entail on the State. When the
previons Government introduced a reprie-
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,
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because Cabinet de¢ided that Parliament
should not be asked {o pass such a measure
without knowing exactly what would be the
cosl lo the State. We showed exactly what
the loss of revenue would be under that Bill.
To-night we have had two statements indi-
cating that it is possible to obtain similar
information regarding the present measure.
Firstly, the member for Toodyay (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-
ply to some of those estates. Those par-
tieular estates ought to be specified in
the Bill. The Bill, as it has passed its
second reading, imposes no limitation what-
ever, but applies to all 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 typieal piece of land and
fix the price of that as a basis for repricing.
What would be easier than that the Minister
shonld specify the various estates to be af-
fected and say to Parlaiment “We want
power to reprice these estates on this
basis”? Thns, the House would have been
given an approximate idea of the cost to
the country. However, since the (overn-
ment will not furnish the information, I
appeal to the House to obtain it by means
of a seleet 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 conecerned, and it is true that a Bill
for that purpose would have been intro-
dueed 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 commitiee.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
H. B. Lefroy—>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 seleet committee sif, we shall be no further
forward than we are at present.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Is the measure urgent?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
The member who sits beside the hon. mem-
ber interjecting—I mean the member for
Geraldton (Mr, Heitmann), who is absent—
could inform the member for Forrest that
the mensure is urgent. The Bill does not
deal with the whole State. Its provisions
show that it is intended to deal with indi-
vidual cases of hardship. It will be im-
possible for anyone to tell the select com-
miltee what the cost to the State will be. In
order to obtain that information it would
be neeessary to go through the whole of the
repurchased estates, and inguire into every
individual case, and thus aseertain where
relief is needed. I consider this measure re-
presenis purely a question of administra-
tion.

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Y hope
that sympathetic administration of this
measure, wilhout reference to a select com-
mittee, will result in profection of the in-
dividual and also in protection of the State.

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

Ayes 12
Noes 17
Majority against 5
AvEes.
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Mullany
Mr. Chesson Mr. Muasie
Mr. Colller Mr. Scaddan
Mr, Green Mr. Taylor
Mr. Holman Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. W. D. Johnson (Teller)
Mr. Lambert
NOES.

Mr. Allen Mr., Mitchell
Mr. Cunaingham Mr. Nairn
Mr. Gardiner Me, Plesse
Mr. George Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Hardwlick Mr. Veryard
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Wabpsbraugh
Mr. Hickmott Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. E. B. Fehnaton Mr. Thomson
Mt. lefroy {Teller.)

Question thus negatived.

[ASSEMBLY.]

In Commitiee.
Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Minister
for Lands in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1—agreed to.
Clanse 2—Power to reduce selling price:

Mr. CUNNINGHAM: I move an amend-
ment—

That in Subclause 2 the words “for o
term commencing on or after the first day
of January, 19097 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 io remain, these estates will be cut
out. The date limit could well be omitted
and then the matter might be left fo the dis-
cretion of the Minister in {lie same way as
it is proposed fo leave the pricing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member is under a misconeeption; we do not
desire to go back too far. If we go back
to 1909, 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 1909, the Narra Tarra estate in 1910,
and the Bowes estate in 1911, and all these
will eome under the provisions of the Bill.
I am sure the hon, member is thinking of
these estates.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM : 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 resmned from the 24th January.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
[8.55): There is not a great deal in this Bill
that one can devote attenlion to on the
second reading; 1t is, however, a measure
that should receive some consideration in
Commiitee. T agree with that portion of
the Bill which desires to extend to the trus-
tees of the Agricultural Bank power to lease
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land which reverts back to the Bank. We
have found from experienee in Western Aus-
tralia that our land depreciates very rapidly
if it is not under 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
of the matter, leased certain arveas, although
they did not have the legal power to do so.
When we see it is necessary for the trustees
to take action of that description it is saifi-
cient proof to demonstrate to Parliament
that the law requires to be amended. I
think though, it is only right that Parlidment
should realise that it is proposed fo give the
trustees of the Bank additional power which
wil] enable them to advanee money to les-
sees. It is fair to assume that if a man
leases a hlock, he takes it for a limited term,
and his object is to nse the cleared land: in
other words be devotes his attention to eulti-
vating and eropping, and consequently he is
not likely to go in for permanent improve-
ments in the shape of clearing and fencing
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 inelined 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
linow that suckers grow rapidly and a lzssee
will be likely to take up land on condilion
that the Agricultural Bank elears the suck-
ers. That means that in a majority of cases
money has been advanced for. clearing ihe
land and then over and above that we are
coing to make a further advanece io a lessee
to enable him to re-clear. Unless great care
is exercised we shail load the land to such
an extent that it will never be possible to sell
it. In other words, we make capital cost too
great. By adopting a policy such as this we
will ultimately make it necessary for the
Government to come to Parliament for au-
thority to wrile off certain advances made by
the Agrienltural Bank. The passing of this
measure. will render that procedure impera-
tive at some time in the future, because we
shall be advaneing money on seeurities
against the full value of which we have al-
ready advanced. That is the most serious
phase of the Bill. Another provision, which
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the Minister says is only temporary, is that
preserihing the interest. The Minister says
that if the interest charged is more than 5
rer cent. only 1 per cent. can be added, re-
pardless of what the money may bave cost
the State. Appurenly, if it is less than 5
per cent. more than 1 per cent. will be added
for administration and recoup; but if the
interest be over 5 per eent. only 1 per cenr.
can be added, and so the State will have to
carry some of (he burden entailed by the
higher price paid for the money borrowed
that it might be advanced. To my mind
these are the only fealures in the Bill de-
serving of constderation on the second read-
ing. In regard to the clanse dealing with
advances to returned soldiers, I think the
Minister will have to amend it before it ex-
presses what he really desires. It is ques-
tionable whether power should be given to
the Minister to frame a policy in regard
to the assistanee of the soldier settlers
without first obtaining the approval of
of Parliament for that scheme. The pro-
posal js to allow the Governor-in-Council to
prepare the scheme, and permit the Agn-
enltural Bank to carry it out. To my mind
Parliament should have a say in any such
scheme, Tn a general sense one eannot iake
exception to the Bill, becanse it provides for
certain things which require attention.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commiilee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Minister
for Railways and Industries in charge of
the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—Power to lease:

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Minister
might explain Subelause 2, which proposes
to make further advances to the lessee for
improving land already improved.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Great care will he exercised in the
administration of this provision. It
sometimes happens that the property
has been lying idle. In such a case |
it may be deemed advisable to advance
something against serubbing . and minor
clearing. Again, some of these holdings will
have but small areas of cleared land, and it
may he advisable i~ sllow the lessee to do
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a little elearing.  As anolher alternative, it
may be that the holding will be without
water, in which case it will probably be wise
to allow the lessee to put down a dam.

(lause put and passed,

Clange 4—Rate of interest:

Hon. W. . JOHNSON: The Minister
said he would look into this. Has he any
explanation to offer?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
desire of the hon. member was to make it
guite clear that we could advance money
down to 314 per cent. to returned soldiers.
The Solicitor General says that we shall be
able to do so.

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

The MINISTER FFOR RAILWAYS: It
was added to meet the objection raised by
the hon. member on the seeond reading. We
here take power to charge 1 per cent. more
for money than we have to pay for it. If
we have fo pay 6 per cent., the borrower will
be expected to pay 7, but immediately we
can get the money more cheaply we will
bring the mortgage down.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The proviso may
mean what is intended, but 1 eannot see it.
However, if the Minister himself and the
Solicitor General are both satisfied with the
provision, I will offer no opposition to it.

Clause pul and passed.

Clause 5—Advances in aid of the settle-
ment on the land of returned soldiers:

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The clause provides
that advances may he made by the bank
under and subject to regulations in further-
ance of any scheme approved by the Gov-
ernor-in-Couneil. That, of course, means
Ministers. I take the strongest exception
to the funds of the Agrieultural Bank being
used in furtherange of any scheme mot ap-
proved by Parliament. We do not kuow
what may be the proposals of the Govern-
ment in regard to the settlement of soldiers.

The Minister for Railways: Special funds
are to be provided by the Commonwealth.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Yes, but the Minis-
ter must not think that because the Common-
wealth Government propese to make avail-
able 214 millions of money it does not con-
eern 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
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be paying a portion of the interest, so it will
be seen that the general taxpayer is con-
cerned in a dual sense. Tt is proposed to
make the interest charged to soldiers only
3, per cent. The difference belween that
and the interest paid to the Commonwsalth
has to be made up by the taxpayer. I am not
objecting to that, but 1 do not agree with a
proposal whieh would enable the Govern-
menl to use money provided by the Com-
monwealth on some pet scheme of certain
individuals, when the State would have to
find the difference between 314 per cent. and
the cost of the money obtained from the
Commonwealth, In this elause is a proposal
empowering the Government to spend that
money without reference to Parliament. The
question of the settlement of soldiers on the
land reguires close consideration by the de-
partmental officers, with the assistance of
those in a position to render advice. In the
second plaee, it requires the closest consid-
eration by Ministers and finally, for the as-
surance of the taxpayer, 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 did not you submit
that scheme te Parliament?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Probably the Pre-
mier is unaware that a scheme for the re-
patriation of seldiers was prepared by Mp.
Morris of the Lands Department. Il the
Premier has not seen it, I can sapply him
with a copy. T do not wish the Premier 1o
infer that Parliament will prevent anything
being done for those men who are risking
everything; but by passing this clanse the
Committee will be giving the Government
an open cheque, For what is Parliament
constituted if not for the deliberation of
matters of public concern?

The Minister for Railways: Why are you
stonewalling?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Mr, Chairman, I
object to that; T am not stonewalling. T 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?
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: Whether it would
be in the best inlerests of Lthe community to
give the Government the power they ask
for, to spend five or six millions of money,
for which the taxpayer has to find the differ-
ence beliween 314 and probably 644 per cent.
I am not prepared lo give Ministers that
power, as I hold that any scheme in which
the general taxpaver has to contrihute
should be submitted to Parliameni. The re-
patriation of soldiers is by no means a
sinple matfer, but one requiving the best
information available from every quarter,
and, finally, approval by Parliament. If
the Minister undertakes that the expenditure
of any moneyv received by wayv of .loan from
the Commonwealth will first be submitted to
Parliament, then T will be salisfhed. 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 Minister
for Industries is prepared fo make a siate-
ment now, I should not care for him to do
that as the question is one requiring very
serious consideration. I have no objection
to power heing taken hy the Governmmnent to
make advances to settle soldiers on (he land,
but [ do ohject to money being used, a
proportion of which has to he found by the
general taxpayer, for schemes of which
Parliament is not in possession of the de-
tails.

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

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Parliament shouald
be consulted in a case of this kind. Ii may
not be necessary fo eonsult Parliament in re-
gard to schemes for the setilement of ordin-
ary citizens on our land, and to enable the
Agrienltural Bank to give them financidl
help, hecaunse advances made in these cases
are hurdens upon the particular ecitizens
concerned only and not upon the general
taxpayer. In this case 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 the general taxpayer has to
make up the difference between 3% per
cent. in the first year and the actual cost
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of the money, which may he 6% per cent,
then the general ecommunity, through their
representatives in Parliament, should be
consulled hefore a huge sum of monev is
splashed ahout on some pet scheme of Min-
isters. The ordinary mortgager under the
Agricultural Bank Act is responsible for the
interest as well as the principal of the money
loaned to him. In this case he is only re-
sponsible for the 314 per cent., the balance
being found by ihe State, with the result
that the general community are more parti-
cularly interested. There should e no
diffienity in formulating o seheme and ob-
taining the approval of Parliament. Is Lhe
Minister prepared to agree to Parliament
being eonsalted before any scheme is final-
1sed ?

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: For
months the Government, of which the leader
of the Opposilion 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 verv little
for the soldiers to do when they return. If
the war ended to-morrow and 30,000 soldiers
came back to Western Australia they would
be hard pushed to get any employment. The
arrangemenls made by the late Minister for
L.ands, when he attended the conference in
Melbourne, are mueh 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 314 per
cenl. The responsibility of the taxpayer of
this State will not be more than three-quar-
ters per cent. for the first year, and will be
reduced each year. Is there a man in the
community who would not be glad to give
the soldier setilers, in the early years of their
work, money altogether free of interest? All
we ask is that we shonld be allowed Lo 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 shall, when the Minister for Lands
hands over the land 1o the bank and has
selected and surveyed it and had it prepared
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up to the stage when the approvals ean com-
menee, take it over and make improvements
on the blocks ahead of settlement.

Mr. Thomas: And have ready-made
farms.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: To
some extent.

Hon. W. D). Johnson:
power under this clause.

The MINISTER 1OR RAILWAYS: It
gives power to clear. We propose to clear 20
acres on each of the bloeks, and erect a cot-
tage and fencing. We cannot get a mortgage
signed by a man who is fighting in France,
but we can 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 formuolate a scheme that would
saiisfy the leader of the Opposition we would
not get it before Parliament this session, and
the work would be held up. Parliament will
meet in June or July, and by that time we
shall not have been able to spend very much
money on the work.

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

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS: We
have 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 months. If we
are not permitted to spend this money, which
the Federal Government have provided spe-
cially for this purpose, the Committee will
he taking a very grave responsibility. We
now have an opportunity of developing the
South-West, and at the same time assisting
.our soldiers. The money is not going to be
wasfed, but will be used wisely and well. I
cannol, agree to the amendment suggested by
the leader of the Oppaosition.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: WMy desire was not
to obtain from the Minister a premature
statement. Apparently, he wants to spend
£10 by way of aseertaining whether a scheme
involving millions will prove a success. Let
lim submit his eomplete scheme te Parlia-
ment. He talks of a scheme to be financed at
a cost of 34 per cent.; but the Premier has
said that the State will have to pay V5 per
cent. or 6 per eeni.

You have not the
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The Premier: The cost under the scheme
is the difference between 314 per cent. and
the actual cost of the money. .

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Money is oot get-
ting cheaper. 71o-day we are paying about
5%% per cent., and the chances are we shall
kave to pay 6 per cent. The difference be-
tween 6 per cent. and 314 per cent. is 215
per cent., which will have to be divided be-
iween the State and Commonwealth. Why
mislead the publie? It is essential that the
question of the development of the South-
West sbould be carefully considered before
any plan is finally adopted; otherwise the
State will find itself in the same difficulty 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: T deny that ab-
solutely.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The party in pewer
for the moment are to be aubhorised to make
advances without guestion from any quarler.

The Minister for Works: The Govern-
ment ¢an do thai now in the case of any pri-
vate citizen.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: But the ordinary
private eitizen is responsible for payment of
interest and repayment of prineipal, whereas
under this Bill the general taxpayer is re-
sponsible in the first instanee. The measure
provides for the adoption of any scheme
which may be approved by the (Governor-in-
Council, and that means the Ministry hap-
pening to be in power. The scheme must
be removed from the sphere of party politics
if it is fo be a suceess.

Mr. THOMSON: T do not agree with the
leader of the Opposition. It is time some-
thing was done towards placing returned
soldiers on the land, and Clause 5 makes a
distinet proposal to that end. I consider
that we have a duty to the men now on ac-
tive sorviece, as well as to those who have
returned. Moreover, the wife of 2 man on
active service should share in the benefits of
this measure, by being permitted to take
up land for her absent husband. OQtherwise
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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thuse now at the Front. 1 move an amend-
menf—
That in line 3, after “have been,” there

Dbe tnserted “or are”

The MINISTER FOR EAILWAYS:
There is ne necessity for the insertion of the
words. The clause as it stands covers every
man who has been, is, or may be on aclive
service.

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

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I do
not see how the amendment will improve the
clause, and 1 ask the hon. member not to
press it.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 do not propose to
withdraw my amendment, which, if it does
not improve the clause, will certainly do no
harm. The farms of men now at the Front
are being carried on by attorneys, or in some
inslances by their wives. If the wife or
relatives of a soldier, who may he returning
late, ave 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. Seaddan: Who says s0%

My, THOMSON: 1T say so. I want to
make sure that it will be possible to carry
out what T bave suggested.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
hon. member assunes 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 wiil he able to say to their friends
“Just select blocks for us.”

Mr. Thomson: Why should they not?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Be-
canse we want these farms settled quickly,
and we want the intending selector to make
personal application.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Prior to & man go-
ing to the Front, a card is placed in his
kands containing a number of guestions, one
being as to whether he is desirous of taking
up land on his return, and if the answer is
in the affirmative the card is filed. If jt is
found that the intending selector is a suii-
sble man, his interests are looked after. If

he does not know anything about agriculture,

it is proposed fo interview him, because
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there is no desire to place men on the land
who might be unsuitable. That would ouly
be courting failure. 1t would not be desir-
able, in their own interests, to place many
of these men on the land. Evervone is de-
sirous of 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
case we have made all the provision that is
necessary, and I think the Minister is right
in adhering to the Bill as it s printed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Hon.
menmbers are losing sight of the fact that
this is an amendment of the Agrieultural
Bank Aet and does not deal with the ques-
tion of finding land for soldiers. There was
a land settlement committee appointed by
the War Couneil and they went inio the
whale question. Schemes for the settlement
of men on the land were proposed and the
late Minister had areas in his mind’s eye
upen which to seftle these men. The un-
fortunate part, however, was that there was
no money then. Now T am glad to say we
have the money, and we shall shortly be able
to start a seheme which I hope will benefit
the returned soldiers as well as the State.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: 1 think the member for
Katanning in his desire to see that the clause
is made perfectly elear hag touched an im-
portant point regarding the position of the
dependants of soldiers. If the Minister ean
assure us that the dependants will be safe-
guarded, that will get over the difficulty
which the hon. member fears. For instance,
there is a family near Lake Graee, the head
of whieh is fichting 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
bloek. Am I to understand from this clause
that the wife of a soldier can apply for a
hloek which may be adjoining the one al-
ready held? In the instance to which I have
referred T understand that the Minister has
an idea of cutting up some land adjoining
that held by the soldier in question.

Mr. 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 amn not convinced thaf
what I am aiming at is provided for in the
Bill. As the hon. member says, we¢ are
dealing, not with the Jand, but with the
advanees to be made. It is said that the
returned men will have to be mniedically
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 acecept the re-
sponsibility of working the farm for him,
provision shonld be made for such arrange-
ment. 1 appeal to the Committee to pass
the amendment.

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

Amendment put and negatived.

Clanse pub and passed.

Clause 6—Term ‘‘owner’’ in Roads Act
not o extend to Agrieultural Bank:

Mr. THOMSON: Will the roads board
have to lose the whole of the rates which
have accrued on ihe property, or will the
man who buys the land from the Agricul-
tural Bank have to pay the acerued rates?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: In
the case of indifferently improved land
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
reads 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.

House adjourned at 10.24 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,

Wednesday, 31st January, 1917,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers,

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

Mr. CARPENTER asked the Premier:
1, Has his attention heen called to the fact
that local governmeni bodies in Great
Britain are subscribing to the British War
Loan? 2, Does he favour the granting of
similar powers to municipalities and roads
hoards in this State to enable them to suh-
seribe to Australian war loans should they
so desire? 3, If so, will he introduece 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 fo 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,

Hopn. W. T). JOHNSON asked the Minis-
ter for Industries: 1, What has been the
total eost up lo date of the Agricultural
Commission, including fees, iravelling ex-
penses, rtailway fares and freights, motor
hire, ete.? 2, Is it expected that this aver-
age will be maintained until the Comiaission
leave for the Kast. If not, what will the cost

. be? 3, What is the estimated cost of the

Eastern trip?




