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again on Thursday week. The Act needed
amendment: and he pointed out that
South Australia, from whose Act the
present Act in this colony had been taken,
had since passed an amending measure,
which showed the need for fuGrthler amend-
ment inl this colonyv.

On the motion of MR. Moss, progress
was reported, and leave given to sit again
on Thursday, 20th August.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at three minutes
past 5 o'clock. pin., until next. day.

9 ei StIahibe 901tilcil,
Wedvesday, 12th August. 18.96.
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THE PRESIDENT (Hoti. Sir G.
Shenton) took the chair at 4380 o'clock,
p.m.

PIIJBARRA GTOLDFIELDS RAILWAY-
SURVEY AND CONSTRUCTION OF.

THE Hon. F. M. STONE asked the
Minister of Mines :

I.When the report on the survey of
the proposed railway to Pilbarra Gold-
field would be furnished to the House.

2. If it was the intention of the Gov-
ernment to introduce a Bill for the con-
struction of the said railway ; and, if so,
when.

3. If it was not the intention of the
Government to introduce -such a Bill, for
what reasons.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
E. H. Wittenoom) replied, as follows:-

z. A report will be furnished in about.
a month's time.

2 & 3. The question of introducing a
Bill is tinder consideration, but it is not
probable that at decision will he arrived
at in time to allow of it being dealt with
this Session.

COOLOAROTE RAILWAY- ADDiTIONAL
PAYMENTS TO CONTRACTORS.

THE HON. A. B. KIDSON asked the
Minister of Mines, Whether the Govern-
ment paid, or agreed to pay, to Messrs.
Wilkie Brothers any moneys in excess
of contract moneys on taking over the
Boorabbin section of the Southern Cross-
Coolgardie Railway ; and, if so, what
SUM.

THE MINISTER FOR M1INES (Hon.
E. H. Wittenoorn) replied, That the Gov-
ernment had neither paid nor agreed to
pay any moneys in excess of contract
moneys.

.HIGOH SCROOL-PAMTJCULARS
CONCERNI[NG.

THn HON. R. G. BURGES asked the
Minister of Mines:-

i.What amount wats paid, by way of
subsidy, to thle High School annually.

2. What amount was paid in Scholar-
ships annually.

3. If the Government were in posses-
sion of School Building, etc.

4. If the Government looked upon the
High School as part of the Educational
System of the Colony.

5. If it was true that the Government
took away the Recreation Ground used
by the High School -Boys, without pro-
viding another suitable site.

THE MINISTER FOR M INES (Hon.
E. Hf. Wittenooni) replied, as follows:-

x. £500, under Act 40 Vic., No. 8.
2. The amount varies; last year £250

was paid.
3. Yes.
4. Yes; but it is not under the Educa-

tion Department, beinig controlled by a
Board of Governors, under Statute.

5. The Government required the re-
serve used by the High School for a site
for the Observatory, lbut it is intended to
prepare another Recreation Ground for
the High School.



826 Tranqt!Ar of Land Act [COUNCIL.] Amtendmnt Bill.

SAVINGS BANKS FUNDS-ADVANCES
ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS FROM.

THE HON. R. G. RURGES asked
the Minister of Mines if the Government
intended to advance money fromt Savings
Bank Funds on freehold agricultural
lands at the same rate of interest as
advanced by Agricultural Bank Act, to
meet a want not supplied by the said
Bank.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
E. H. Wittenoom) replied as follows:

I. The Government are authorised to
lend Savings Bank moneys on freehold
property, subject to the law. The pre-
sent rate charged is 6 per cent.

2. The Agricultural Bank charges 5
per cent, at present.

TRANSFER OF LAND ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

THE HON. F. M. STONE: lion. mnem-
bers will notice that this is a very short
Bill, but its effect will be a good one.
Under Section 143 of the Transfer of
Land Act, a power of attorney' may be
given by the proprietor of land, which
power authorises the holder of it to deal
with the land. The power has to be
registered uinder the Act, but before it can
be used a, declaration has to be given
that it has not been revoked or extin-
guished. Before the Land Transfer Act
of 1893 a power of attorney once given
was in force until the revocation of it had
been registered. For some reason or
other, probably through a slip, this pro-
vision was not inserted in the Act of
1893, and the amendment I propose
restores it. If this Bill is passed a power
of attorney will bold good until notice of
this revocation has been registered. As
the law now stands it entails consider-
able expense, because very frequently
cables have to be sent to England to
ascertain whether the person who gave
the power of attorney is still alive. I
move that the Bill he now read a second
time.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
E. H. Wittenoom): I should like to ask
the hon. member whether this matter is
not covered by the Bill we have already
passed dealing with powers of attorney.

THE HON. F. M. STONE: No, it is
quite distinct.

THE HON. S. J. HAYNES: I have
mnuch pleasure in supporting this Bill.
Only recently I have had a transaction in
my office in which co.nsiderable expense
was caused owing to there being no such
provision as is contained in this Bill. At
present, transactions which should take
hut a few hours, often take weeks in order
to ascertain whether a person who gave a
power of attorney is still alive.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMTTT'E.

Clause 1 aareed to.
Clause 2-" Amendmenut of Section

143 of Principal Act."
THE RONs. J. W. HACKETT: I think

the honu. member requires to insert some-
thing after the words " Section 143."
As the clause stands it is not stated what
Act is to be amended.

THE HON. F. M. STONE:; I move that
the words " of the Transfer of Land Act,
1893," be inserted after the words " Sec-
tion 143."

Amendment put and passed.
THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E.

1H. Wittenoom): I presume it is clear
where the registration is to take place.

THE RON. F. M. STONE: At the Titles
Office. This provision was worked from
1874 to 1893, and we are now only going
back to the former Act, which is similar
to that which is in force in Melbourne to-
day.

Clause, as amended, agreed to.
New clause:
THE RON. F. M. STONE: I have been

requested by the Commissioner of Titles
to propose an amendment to Section
121 of the Act of 1893. In the 18th
line of the section, there are the words
",or by the same being- sent through the
post direct," &c. It is obvious the last
word should he " directed," and I propose
a new clause, to read as follows: Section
121 of the said Act is hereby amended
by striking out the word " direct," in the
18th line, and substituting "directed " in
lieu thereof.

Amendment put and passed.
New clause:
THE HoN. F. Mf. STONE: In Section

137 of the Act of 1893, there appears in
the 23rd line the word " registration."
This word clearly should be " requisition."
1 therefore move a new clause, as fol-
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lows: Section 13? of the said Act is
hereby amended by striking out the word
"registration," in the 23rd line, and

substituting the word " requisition " in
lieu thereof. I mnay say that the Registrar
is now working the Act as if the word
"requisition" were ini tim section. The
word " registration " being there makes it
meaningless.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, ag~reed to.
Bill reported, and report adopted.

MARRIED WOMEN&'s'S PROPERTY ACT
AMEN.%DMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.
This Bill was read a third time, and

passed.

STREETS CLOSURE RILL.
THIRD READING.

This Bill was read a third time, and
passed.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

This Bill was received from the Legisla-
tive Assembly, and was read.a first time.

COOLOARDIE GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY LOAN BILL.

This Bill was received from the Legisla-
tive Assembly, and was read a first time.

AGRICULTURAL LAND PURCHASE
BILL.

SECOND READING-ADJOURNED DEBATE.
THE HON. F. T. CROWDER: This

is a Bill, Sir, to make provision for the
purchase of lands suitable for immnediate
settlement, and for facilitating the better
settlement of the soil. This, according
to the title, is the object of the Bill. As
I have always been in favour of support-
ig any Bill to encourage people to settle

on the soil, I have gone into this measure
with great care, especially as I believe
that in the future the Government will
have to look to the land to meet the
interest on the large loans which are now
being raised. Although I am perfectly
in favour of any Bill that will encourage
settlement of the land, I have been
unable to find anything in the one before
us to which I cani give my support, and,
in as few words as possible, I should like

to make my views known. In the first
Jplace I do not conceive it possible or right
for the Government to purchase land and
sell it again. Hf it is necessar' to pur.
chase, then all future dealings in con-
nection with it Should be by way of
pernianent lease, and not by sale. Again,
this Bill opens the door to very great
fraud. I am aware that in the present
Government, no matter what their faults
may be, wre have perfectly honourable
men, lbut it may not be that they may
always he in power. They will have to
die at sonic tinme. As long as they live,
each of the niembers of the Government
will, no doubt, be Ministers of the Crown,
but they must die at sonic time, and then
we may got a bad Government.

THE How. J. W. HACKETT: Or a
better one.

THE BON. F. T. CROWDER: Yes, or
it better one; but prolbably a bad one.
If we look at the Eastern Colonies we
shall see that such things as fraud are
not unknown, and I point this out he-
cause I do not think we should pass
Acts under which fraud may be per-
petrated. We should be guided by the
experience of other colonies, and I may
say that we have many lessons to learn
fromn them. 1 (10 not thiink we, with our
eyes open, should follow in their foot-

Isteps and eventually attain a position in
which wve Shall have to next door to
repudiate our debhts. I do not intend to
deal with any of the clauses of the Bill
because my objections are to the prin-
ci])le of it. The Government say that
their desire is to see the ground culti-
vated, but I fail to understand how the
expenditure of this £1200,000, in the way
proposed, will in the least force on the
object which is desired. I take it that
the land proposed to be purchased is
that which lies near Northam and New-
castle. InI the early days of this colony
these vast estates were accumulated by
the payment of Is. or Is. 6d. per acre,
and carriages, and dogs, and all sorts of
things were taken into account. For
years and years this land was held, but
nothing was done to it, and I believe
when I landed in the colony, it was said
that if the Government only gave rail-
ways to the people there would be no
need to import cereals. It was said that
the only drawback was the want of cheap
carriage to market. At the time this
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laud could have been purchased at from
5e. to 10s. pe'r acre, but now that the
Government have built rail ways connect-
ing these estates with the tow uis, the
owners are, refusig £4 and £6 an acre
for their holdings. At the s3unc time
they have done nothing whatever to alter
the value of Lte laud, There is now an
unearned inicrenment, and hrY this Bill we
are asked to purchase it at the full price,
while everyone in the colony has been
taxed to make it for the beniefit of the
present owners. There is an easier
method of securing the settlement and
cultivation of the soil than by purclias-
mug these large estates, and it is by
putting a tax on uncultivated agricul-
tural land which is within, say, 20 miles
of a railway. This tax can he made so
small that it would not press very much
onl the bonel fide settlers, while it would
force the large holders either to sell or
cultivate. It would also be better, in
preference to purchasing laud in this
way, to lwild light lines of railway to
open up fresh agricultural districts, I
listened carefully to what the hon. the
Minister for Mines said when introduc-
ing this Bill, hut we may draw our own
conclusions fromn his remlarks. Perhaps
hie thought that the Bill -would so cons-
mend itself to bon. membhers that there
was no necessity for imb to say very much
in support of it, hut on the other hand it
rmy be that lie was not very much in love
with it. He contended that there could
be no fraud under this Bill, because a.
Board would be appointed which would
have to report to the Government before
any purchase could be made. I fail to
see, however, what could be done if the
land were once purchased. Parliament
could not undo what had been done.
Another reason given why he should sup-
port this Bill was that another place had
passed it without a division. I hope no
hon. member will support it on a. ground
like this. In anlother place half thle
members are away enjoying themselves,
and those who are sitting know it is only
waste of timle to argue against any Bill
on account of the power of thle Govern-
ment, and they leave it to us to act as we
think fit. I am not at all well and
should not have been here had I not
moved the adjournment of the debate at
the previous sitting, but being here I beg
to move, as an amendment, that all the

words after "1that" be struck out, and
the w~ords "the Bill be read a second time
this day six mionths,"be inserted in lieu
thereof.

THE HoN. W. ALEXANDER: This
Bill seemis to mnc to be following some-
what on the lines of the Agricultural
Bank, Bill. By tha~t Bill we propose to
assist those who wish to settle on the soil
by advancing thema, up to the sum of
£i800, three-fourths. of the value of the
improvements they may make, and now
we are asked to go further and pass a Bill
which will allow the Government to pur-
chase land to the extent of £,200,000. I
do not think there is sufficient warrant
for this. There is, in the first place, no
great demand for laud and, therefore,
the Bill is premature. Under these cir-
cumistanees I shall second the amnend-
ulent?' which has been proposed by the
Hon. Mr. Crowder.

THE. HoN. S. H. PARKER:- I had
not the opportunity of reading this Bill
through before it came to the House, but
I mnust say that the short time I have had
to peruse it shows me that I ought not to
support the amendment, which has been
moved by the Hont. Mr. Crowder. Per-
sons who travel along our line of rail-
ways must be struck with the fact that
large quantities of agricultural lands are
kving idle, and when inquiry is made we
;re told that they belong to private per-
sons. It has been said that if railways
were carried into the agricultural districts
there would be no need to import cereals,
as we could then produce all we required,
but we must remember that the needs of
this colony have largely increased during
the past few years owing to the influx of
population.

THE HON. F. T. COsWDER: We did
not grow sufficient before.

THE HON. S. H. PARKER: I believe
that what was contemplated when our
railway system was first instituted would
have been realised by this time had not
the population increased as it has done
during recent years. If it had not been
for the goldfields we should now ho pro-
ducing more cereals than we require, and,
in addition to this, the mere fact, of the
goldields having been opened up has
induced a numher of persons, who other-
wiso would have gone in for farming, to
follow the more lucrative employments
which have opened up. We canl hardly

[COUNCIL.] Porchase, Bill.
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exp)ect a mian who can earn a6 XI a dlay
with his team. on the gold~fiels to work
it on a farm where he can only earn 10s. a
day, and it is obviously in the interests
of the State, as well as in his own interest,
that he should engaige in the employ ment
which is the most lucrative. lIt is true
political economy that a man's labour
should be employed in that direction
which produces the most money to him-
self and the State. My hon. friend asks
why persons should be paid an increased
value for their land which they have done
nothing to make.

TanE HON. F. T. CROWDER: Whly
should the Government buy the land?

Tii Hou. S. HL. PARKE R: I daresay
my hon. friend is possessed, of a good
deal of land in many towns, and especi-
ally in Perth, and I do not think he
wou ld sell it at a small price because
someone said to. him he should not take
advantage of the increased value which
has been brought about by the goldfields,
seeing that he has done nothing in par-
ticular to aid or assist it. If the Govern-
ment possessed certain agricultural lands
they would throw them open to those we
are all desirous of seeing on the soil,
although myself I believe that, as long as
the goldfields prosper and offer far Fetter
inducements, it will be a long time before
we shall get even the lands which are
close to the railways settled. To induce
settlement as much as possible it is ob-
vious that the Government must be in a
position to offer lands at a reasonable
price, arid xvhich is adjacent to railways.
In the Avon district there are thousands
of acres ready for the plo-ugh, but which
cannot be made available because they
are in private hands.

The HoN. F. T. CROWDER: Tax them.
Tuxp HoN. S. H. PARKER:- Then it is

said, why do uot the owners make use of
themF We all know that to fence, clear,
and cultivate land entails a large expense,
and those persons whohave. owned the land
for so long, and who have been so patriotic
as to live among us when others have gone
away, have not been in a position to ex-
pend the necessary funds to fit the land
for agricultural purposes. It seems to
me, in the circumstances, true economy
for the State to purchase these lands, and
to endeavour to settle themn with an agri-
cultural population, especially as it can
offer much better inducements than any

piaeindividual could do. It can, for
instance, sell the land at moderate prices,
with the purchase money parable by
instalments extending over 20 years, and
no prvt person can do this. I regret
to find that the bon, gentleman does not
recognise what a great deal is due to the
early settlers. If we look back, as I
almost can, at these people who for many
years struggled with very little prospects
before them-struggled perhaps with
10,000 acres of land in almost a state of
poverty, and with no opportunity of
carrying on a successful business-it does
seem to me somewhat unfair that they
should now be branded as -persons who
are taking an unfair advantage of the
rise in the market. As far as I know,
these people arc not trying to sell. They
do not, I believe, want to sell; but many
of them are patriotic enough to come
forward and offer their lands at a mode-
rate price if the Government desire it, so
that they may be cut up and turned to
profitable. account. I think this Bill is a
fitting complement to the Agricultural
Bank Bill, and if the Government does
buy the land I hope those desirous of
settling will take advantage of is, and
thus bring about what we all so much
desire-that real wvealth and prosperity
which alone can come from the land.

TIFF HoN. H. J. SAUNDERS: I must
say that I do not agree with the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken, and I
am therefore going to vote for the amend-
ment. Last session we were told that if
we voted for the Bridgetown railway, an
immense quantity of land would be opened
up and which would be availed of im-
mediately; but as far as I have been able
to learn, very little in that direction has
been done, notwithstanding that the land
there is supposed to be the most suitable
for agriculture we have in the colony. It
seems to me that at the present time

Ithere is a good deal of land open for
Iselection. We have it on the Great
Southern and Midland Railways in large
quantities, and I do not think, therefore,
that the Government should go into the

Imarket to purchase more land at the
present time. If they do it is tanta-
mount to saying there is very little
agricultural land in the hands of the
Government. It is said we should get
rid of these large estates by purchasing
the land, but I think that is rather a

Agricultural Land [12 Auc.UST, 1896.]
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matter for private enterprise than for the
Government. Altogether I think the Bill
premature, and I shall vote against it.

THE How. C. A. PIESSE: I may say
at once that I am strongly in favour of
this Bill, for it is the only course open to
us to break up the large estates. It is
all very well to talk about the taxation of
unimproved lands. In the early days we
were glad to get the people to take up
land on an~y terms. These people went
through a number of troubles and trials,
and they had to prove that which we now
know, what the land is fit for. In these
circiumstances, I think the early settlers
are entitled to fair play and eousidera-
tion. Some of the estates consist of
30,000 acres, and they are beyond the
means of ordinary peop~le to l)urchase,
Even if private individuals could pur-
chase them, they could not sell again
on the same conditions and terms the
Government can. I do not think, how-
ever, that we should use force in taking
these estates from the lpresent holders,
because we must remember the many
trials they have gone through during the
time they have held the land. Many
forget the troubles there were with the
natives. There was a time when natives
came and threw spears into the houses of
the people-dangers which we do not en-
counter at the present day-and, as I
have said, we should take these matters
into consideration now. I have often
heard it said when travelling along the
railway-Why does not the Government
deal with these large unimproved estates?
Probably the very men who have said
that are the descendants of these who ran
away from us in the early days. As
regards the taxation of unimproved lands
that is a matter which is surrounded
with many difficulties. In the first place
it would involve the classification of land,
and the cost of this would be many
thousands of pounds more than the
amount provided in this Bill. The right
of the Government to purchase is limited
by this IBill to £200,000, and if we look
at the schedule it is evident that when
the land is re-sold it will be productive of
much good to the colony, and will con-
siderably help the revenue.

Tan HON. A. B. KJDSON: I rise, sir,
to support the amendment of the Hon.
Mr. Crowder. I have listened carefully
to the arg-uments. of the Hon. Mr. rarker

and the 1-Ion. Mr.% Piesse, and I can onE'~
Isay that they confirm me in the opinion I
held before.' One argument used is that
because the Ipresent holders have been
patriotic enough to bold their lands for
a nuimber of years, and that, through
force of circumstances, they have been
unable to improve them, therefore we
should afford a means of relief to them
by buying them out. The Ron. Mr.
Piesse's argument was that because we
in the early days encouraged persons to
take up this land, we should now buy
them out at a large increased price.

THE How. C. A. ThESS: I did not
say at a, large increased price.

Tax Hox. A. B. KIIISON: You did not
say that, but that is what your argument
came to. I do not happen to be one of
the lucky individuals who hold land
along our railways, and therefore I can
speak without bias on the subject. It
seems to me that When We passed the
Agricultural Bank Bill we went as far as
we should do in experimental legislation.
I look upon this Bill as nothing more
than an experiment, Not long ago Par-
liament passed an Act to relieve the
squatters. That was right enough, be-
cause there was necessity for it, but there
is no necessity for the relief of the holders
of these large estates. It is, said that
the holders have not been able, through
want of means, to improve their lands,
but I would remind lion. members that
we now have an Agricultural Bank, from
which advances may be, obtained for
improvements. Thus I cannot see why
the Government should buy more land
and place, it in competition with land they
already possess.

TE flow. C. A. PiEussE:- This Bill
only applies where there is no Govern-
ment land.

THE flow. A. B. KIDSON: I say
there is plenty of laud within 20 miles of
our railways, and if that is so why should
we buy back the large holdings because
the owners are not willing to split them
up. It would be much better if we taxed
them, and then, no doubt, the owners
would commence to imp-rove and get a
return. It seems to mei quite time
enough to bring in such a, Bill as this
when there is a large demiand for land.
There is very little demand at the present
time; all the people are going to the
goldfields, and therefore this Act can only

(COUNCIL.] Purchase Bill.
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b~enufit large land hloldurs-,. Thc Minister
for M1ines whun moving the second rcad-
ing of this Bill did- not seem to speak
with his usual power and( rigour, and lie
did not bring forward any sound argu-
meats why it should 1)6 passed. I do not
think I need trouble the House further,
but as the Bill appears to me not to be
wanted at the present time I shall vote
for the amendment.

THEu HON. H. BRIGGS : I rise to
support this Bill. I quite agree with
everything the Hon. Mr. Parker has said,
and his arguments were so plausible that
everyone must agree with them. This
Bill is a proper complement to the Agri-
cultural Land Bill, and it will lead to the
development of the land. I know -an
instance of a settler who sent his grand-
son to the other colonies to get a thorough
agricultural education, and his father,
after he had returned, found the greatest
difficulty in obtaining for hint a suitable
farm. At last he took up one in the
neighbourhood of Mandurah. Hle worked
the land with energy, and he had plenty
of capital at his back, but his farm was
not a success, because it was nine miles
from a railway, and the carting cost too
niuwh. If, therefore, we canl open up our
lands in the neighbonrhoud of railways
we shall be doing good. I shall not stop
to consider the question of the relief it
will afford to the present large land
holders, for I do not think that comes in.
Thle point is whether it is to the ad-
vantage of the colony to have these lands
worked. I think it is, and now is an op-
portune time to acquire them. We have
the funds, and we should not allow the
unearned increment to go on increasing,
otherwise a few years hence, when we
shall be compelled to purchase them, we
shall have to pay a much higher price for
them. I do not think, however, that any
words I can say will add to the cogency
or power of the argument of the Hon. Ur.
Parker, and I shall, therefore, content
myself with saying that I shall support
the Bill.

TiE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
E. H. Wittenoom) : I may take this op-
portunity of saying a few words before
any other member pledges himself with-
out properly understanding the position.
The Rion. Mr. Kidson said that I had
advanced no arguments in favour of the
Bill. I must return the compliment,

,andle saY thlat Ile has urged nothing
agtuw4t it; in fact, I m-ight almost say he
does not understand it. When I intro-
duced the Bill I said it was entirety per-
missive, and that is shown by Clause 3,
which empowers the Government, if they
find it necessary to acquire land froml
private individuals, to do so. If an op-
portunity arisesi Ev acquire suitable lands
the Government may obtain them, but
they are limited to lands which are within
20 miles of a railway. The Government
cannotpurcbase anylands; they mnust pur-
chase lands which are suitable for agricul-
ture. If hon. members will look at Clause 6
they will see that before the Government
can acquire any land it must be reported
-upon by the Board. The Hon. Mr.
Crowder said that this Bill was open to
fraud, but 1 cannot see how that can be
nless the Government and the Board

act together with a fraudulent intent.
When the Board has sent in a, report to
the Goverunent, then the Minister, with
the permission of the Governor in
Council, may purchase at the price, or
for a lesser sum, which the Board has
reported to be the value. The Board has
no power to purchase; it can only recom.-
mend, and the Government cannot buy
unless the Board does recommend. The
Hon. Mr, Crowder also said that £4 or
£,5 an acre would 1)e paid for the land.
I do not know of much land that would
fetch that. I1 know of one instance
where 5,000 acres were sold at £1 an
acre, and another instance of a sale, at
£1 2s. 6d. an acre, and a further one of
6,000 acres being- sold for £8,000. Pro-
bably the Government would be able to
buy at.£1 an acre. If any man had land
which was worth £4 or £25 an acre I do
not think he would be inclined. to sell it,
but would farm it himself at the present
high price of produce. If a man held
land, say, in the Avon valley worth £4
or £25 an acre, he would be a fool not to
cultivate it at the present time. Then
as to the re-sale by the Government the
terms on which it will be offered. will be
reasonable, and no more than 1,000 acres
can be sold to any individual. Another
thing stated was that we should be
guided by the experience of the other
colonies. I do not know that any of the
other colonies have tried this experiment
except one (Queensland), and there the
results have been most satisfactory. I
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have here infornuation as to the working
of a similar Act ])assed by the Queens-
land Parliament in 1894, and the results
are as follows :-Glengallan: purchased
6,301 acres at 55s. an acre; sold 4,387
acres. North Toolburra: purchased
10,983 acres at 40s. an acre; sold 3,959
acres. Westbrook: purchased 9,886 acres
at 48s. an acre; sold 5,338 acres. Rose-
wood: ])urehased 6,160 acres at 72s. 6d.
an acre; sold 610 acres. OClfton: pur-
chased 9,226 acres at &Ss. 5d. an acre;
not yet open to selection. Cryn: pur-
chased 3,973 acres at 50s. an acre; not
yet open to selection. In all 46,529 acres
pturchascd in two years. It will be seen
that in Queenslanid the Government,
instead of spending the money all at
once, purchased small lots as they offered
themselves from time to time, and in two
years have only acquired about 46,000
acres which have been re-sold to a great
extent to the lpublic in smiall lots. Then
another lion. member objected to this
Bill because hie said there was plenty of
laud within 20 miles of the railways, but
the object of this Bill is to acquire lands
which are near the centres of population
and the gldfields. We know everyone
tries ats far as possible to get a farmn as
near the different centtres of business as
hie can. It is to obtain lands which are
near these centres that this Bill is
introduced, and I feel sure the good
sense of hion. members wvill induce them
to help the Government with it.

THE HON. S. J. HAYNES: I do not
agree with lion, members who think that
this Bill has been brought in for the
relief of land holders, but at the same
time it seems to me there is no demand
for it. Along the Great Southern, Mid-
land, Bunbury, oad Blackwood Rtailways
there is plenty of land open for selection.

THE Hox. C. A. PIESS: The freight
kills the farmers on the Great Southern
Railway.

THE HO[(N. S. J. HAYNES: We know
that the price that will be asked of the
Government by the vendors will be much
higher than those which would be asked
of business men, and notwithstanding
what has been said about this being a
permissive Bill I am afraid, when the
Government come to buy, they will not
make very good bargains. Reference has
been made to the struggles of the early
colonists. I tin sure we all synpatliise

with them, but it, must be remembiered
that they have neaxly all passed away and
their descendants, who have done nothing
whatever to the land, are now the owners
of it. If there were any demand for this
land, the people who own it would not be
such fools as to refuse good offers for it.
I notice by Clause 9 of the Bill that the
Government may clear, fence, and drain
land. I amn decidedly against that. If
agriculturists cannot put on a few ini-
1)rovelnents without the aid of a paternal
Government we aire better off without
them.

THE HoN. C. A. PitssE: But pur-
chasers would have to pay more for theIlantd with the improvemients.

TirE HON. S. J. HAYNES: I think
imuprovemeuts aire a matter for pri-
vate enterprise and the wider the
lbirth we give such a proposal as this
the better for the State. Seeing that

ithere is no p)resent necessity for tme
Bill, I shall support the amendment.
If there wvere any demtand for agri-
cultural land, perhaps thme Bill nmight
be necessary; but in any circumstances I
think it would be wiser if every trans-
action were placed before Parliament for
decision as to whether the land should be
purchased or not. For these reasons I
shall Support thme amiendment.

THE HoN. D. K. CONGDON: I do
not intend to support the amendment.
It appears to me that the great object of
this Bill is to burst up the large estates,
so that they may be cultivated and the
colony benefited. It occurs to ine that

*two courses are open to us, either to put
a tax upon the unimproved lands or to
acquire them by purchase. To me the
latter course seems preferable. I do not
agree that. this is a bad Bill, or that it is
brought in to serve certain people who
hold large interests in land, but I know
that it has keen recognised for years past
that the sooner these large estates are
broken up the sooner will they become of
benefit to the colony. I shall, therefore,
support the passage of the Bill.

THE HoN. F. Mf. STONE: I have
listened with attention to what has been
said in support of this Bill. It is con-
tended, in the first place, that its object is
to help the old settlers who have borne
the burden of the day, and secondly that
it is for the purpose of splitting up large
estates. With regard to the old settlers
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I am afraid they will not get much assist-
ance. It may interest the young settlers
who now possess the laud. There al'C ut
many poor old settlers; the estates are in
the hands of their descendants. Even if
it were to assist the old settlers I do
not think that should influence us because
such is not a matter we should consider.
I shall, therefore, pass by that aspect of
the question.

THE HON. S. Ht. PxRKEg: If the lion.
gentleman refers to me, T may say that
I never used that argument. I only
referred to the old settlers because an
bon. gentleman had cast a slur upon them,
as I thought, and I stood up for them,
but I did not use the argument that the
old settlers should be helped.

THE Hox. F. Mv. STONE: I took it
from what the hon. gentleman said, and
from what the Hon. Mr. Piesse said, that
that was one of the arguments in favour
of the Bill. But I pass that by because
I think it has nothing, whatever to do
with the question. Then we come to the
second point, that it is for the p)urpose of
bursting 111) the large areas. I say it will
do nothing of the sort, and I defy any
hon. gentleman to put at finger on any
clause of the Bill which will be the means
of cutting up the large estates. Ts there
any means of forcing the large owners to
sellV There is not. There is only power
to buy, and I say that directly this Bill is
passed the Government will enter into
competition with p~rivate persons. If any
private person offers a price for one of
these large areas the owners will immed-
iately take advantage of it and go to the
Government and offer it to them. They
will say they have been offered so much ani
acre privately. But die land is worth
more, and the Board, in considering the
price, will no doubt give some effect to
the private offer. Again, I think the
Government will make more mistakes
than private individuals, and they wvill
always paty higher prices. At the present
timei we find when it is p)roposed to take
a railway through any district, the people
always express a willingness to give their
land, but as soon as the line is decided
upon, then comes in the question of com-.
pensation at once. If therm is any demand
for land of this sort, why do not the
owners subdivide it themselves and sell
it? I was astonished to hear the Hon.
Air. Briggs say that lie knew of the

grandson of a settler who had a farm
only nine miles from a railway and could
not make it pay. This Bill provides for
the purchase of land within 20 miles of a
railway, and it follows, therefore, that if
land which is only nine miles away will
not pay, land which is 12 or 15 miles
away will be in at still worse position.
Last session when certain railways were
proposed to this House, it was said they
would open up considerable quantities of
agricultural land. I beard the Hon. Mr.
Hackett speak in' glowing terms of the
nature of the country in the vicinity of
the Bridgetown Railway; but I do not
believe an acre of land has been taken up

-there since the railway has been passed.
THE Hon. R. G. BuRous: Thousands

of aces".
THE HoN. F. M. STONE: The lion.

gentleman says thousands. If that is so
all this land wvill have to be cleared and
cultivated, and it will require a number
of men to do it. Assuming that to be so,
I ask where are the men to come from,
who will be prep)ared to take up land

Iwider this Bill. I think this Bill is the
worst advertisement we- could have for
the colony. On the one hand we are
saying to people to come and settle
aloiong 11s, we hitve( plenty of land to offer
you, and yet on the other hand by this
Bill we are holding out that we have so
little land that we are obliged to purchase
it to provide blocks for people to settle
upon.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenooin) :Land near railways.

THn BON. F. Mt. STONE: Are "e
not building railways in all directions to
open up agricultural land. Have we.
not the Great Southern Railway, with
plenty, of land along it, not wore than
one-third of which has been taken up?
Have we not a similar state of things
along the Midland Railway ? Then
there is the Bunbury Railway and the
Bridgetown Railway, with thousands of
acres of land. Again, we are told by
an bon. gentleman that to farm nine miles
from a railway does not p~ay, and yet we
are bringing in a Bill to buy land which
is within 20 miles. There is any quantity
of land already available, and it seems to
inc unnecssary for the Government to
buy more. Then, under this Bill, thu
Government may car land. Suppose,
For instance, they clear 5,000 or 6,000
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acres and people do not settle on it, they
will have to keep it cleared, and will then
be entering upon the business of farming
which should be left to private persons.
I would ask lion, members whether, if
the Government clear the land, they
will be able to do it as cheaply as private
individuals. We all know that everything
costs the Government more than it does
anyone else. I would ask lion. members
whether they think anyone is going to
buy land for which a high price has been
paid, and for which an exorbitant price
for clearing has been spent, with 10 per
cent. added to the total. Those who
take up small holdings like to clear the
land for themselves, Labour is too dear
to employ to work land profitably in
these dlays. The high wages on the
goldfields induce most of the labour in
that direction, and the farmers cannot
afford to compete.- The mnen we want to
settle on the soil are those who will do
the clearing themselves with, perhaps, the
aid of their sons, and thus save the
exorbitant wages they wonld otherwise
have to pay. In these circumstances I
think this Scheme will be a total failure.
When, perhaps, more of our land has
been taken up and there is a demand for
further blocks by people who are willing
to settle and able to work it, such a
Bill as this may be a, good thing, although
I am iniclinied. to think it would be far
better if the Government spent the money
in the construction of further agricultural
rail-ways. It has been pointed. out that
this Bill may leadl to fraud and jobbery.
We have every confidence, of course, in
the present Government, but the day may
come when things will be niuch the same
here as they have been in the other
colonies. Under this Bill, if the Govern.
ment were not satisfied with an 'y par-
ticular Board, they could dismiss it
and appoint their relations to fill the
-vacancies, and these might then report
in the way the Government desired.

THE MINIsTe,-R FOR MI1NES (Hon1. E.
H. WITTENOo34Q: They would have to
be a bad lot then.

THETION. F. M. STONE: We knowsueh
things have been done, and the day may
come here when we may experience some
thing of the kind. I would point out, too,
that although the Govcrnmnent are limiited
to.£200,000 for the purchaIse Of land, the-re
is no limit whatever to the number of

men they may put on to clear, fence, and
drain. They may put on thousands if
they- choose, and use them for political
purposes. I am sorry the Hon. Mr.
Parker did not have time to look into
this Bill before he camie to the House,
for I feel sure if bie had he would have
-voted, as it is my intention to do, in
favour of the amendment.

Question, that the words proposed to
he struck out stand part of the question,
put.

The House divided, with the following
result.

Ayes .. 8
Noes ... ... ... 7

Majority for ... 1
AES. NOES.

The Hon. H. Briggs The Hon. W. Alexander
The Hon. R. G-. Burgee The lion. V. T. Crowder
The Hon. fl, X Congdon The Hlon. S. J. Haynes
The Ron, C. A. VPiesse The lion. A. n. Kidson
Th e H-on. W. Spencer The Hon. J. E. Richardson
The Hon.,S. H. Taylor The Hon. F.MK. Stone
The Ron. E.H33.wi ttenoom The Hon. H. J. Saunders
The Ron, S. H. Parker (Tdler).

(TOWle)

Question, that the Bill be now read a
second time, put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to.
Olause 3-" Sources of funds not more

than £200,000 for purposes of the Act."
THE HOw. F. M. STONE : I move

that progress be reported.
The Committee divided with the fol-

lowing result:
Ayes .. .

Noes ... ., 7

Majority for .. I
AYES. NOES.

The lion. W. Alexauder IThe Hon. H. Brie
The Hon. P. T. Crowder IThe Ilon. Dii ' '. Congdon
The Hon. A. 8. Kidson IThe Ron, S. H. Parker
The Hon. J1. E. Richardson IThe Hon. C. A. Piesse

rThe Ron. H. J. Stoner The Hon. E. H.penceron
The Hon. F. X. tyoe The Hon, E.GH. Euxgeeoo
The Hon. J. J1. Sayndr The Hon. R. .Spencer
The Hon. S. J. Hayrnes (Teller).

(Teller).

Motion put and passed.
Progress reported.

ADOPTION OF CHILDRE~fN IMLL.

SECOND READING.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
E."14. Wittenoon) : In introducing this
Bill I desire to say that it is not a Govern-
niont measure, but the work of a private

[COUNCIL.] Adoption of Children Bill.
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member of aniother place on whose behalf
I bring it under the notice of hou. memi-
bers. The object of it is to provide for
the adoption of children, and to see that
when they are adopted they cannot betaken away from those who have adopted
them when, perhaps, they are becoming
useful, Clause 2 defines what a child is.
Clauses 3 and 4 state by whom children
may be adopted and what the ages of the
persons adopting them must be. Clause 5
states that evidence must he given before
a judge as to a child being under the age
of 15, and that the person proposing to
adopt it is a fit and proper person to have
the custody of it. When a child is
adopted it takes the legal status of a
child borni in wedlock, but there is a, pro-
vision by which such a child shall not
acquire any interests which would legally
devolve on the child of the adopting
parent, Clause 8 gives the adopting
parent the legal status over a child such
as the natural parent would have. The
remaining clauses are purely formal and
enable orders which have been made to
he reversed or varied, and gives power to
the Governor to make rules for carrying
out the Act. I now move that the Bill
be read a second time.

THE HON. S. J, HAYNES. I think
this is a useful Bill. It gives to those
who are charitable enough to adopt a
child some security and control over it.
There are instances where children have
been adopted and cared for and then
when they have become useful they have
been taken away. I shall have pleasure
in supporting this Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House at 6-30 o'clock, p.m., ad-

journed until Thursday, 13th August.
1898, at 4-30 o'clock, p.m.

* .'eyishtfibe Asscmnb1a.
* Wednesday, 121h August, 1896.

Question: Reported Eurwmeue of Mrl. Speight.-
Jule PninW:ternlg-Public Works
Bill: first rend inag-Coolgardis Goldfields 'Water
supply Loan Bill: third reading-Motion: To

* recogise Femle Suffrage - Purchase of Perth
Wats-orks: the Goveruor's Message; ini corn.

rnittee-Adjournmenr.

TaE SPEAKER took the chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUESTION -REPORTED ENGAGEMENT
OF MR, SPEIGHT.

Mn. SOLOMON, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, Whether any negotiations have
taken place with Mr. Speight, the ex-
Cornmissioner of Railways in Victoria,
with reference to his holding a position
in the public railways of this colony.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied:
None Whatever.

JUDGES' PENSION BILL.
Introduced by the ATTORNEY GEN ERAL,

Iand read a first time.

PUBLIC WORKS BILL.
Introduced by the ATTORNEY GENERAL,

and read a first time,

COOLGARDIE GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY LOAN BILL.

THIRD READING.

Bill read a third time, and trans-
I mitted to the Legislative Council.

MOTION-TO RECOGNISE FEMALE
SUFFRAGE.

Mn. COOK WORTHY, in accordance
with notice, moved "That, in the opinion
of this House, it is desirable, in the best
interests of the country, that the prin-
ciple of female suffrage should be recog-
nised in the Constitution." He said:-
On a previous occasion, in this House, I
lead the pleasure of nmoving a motion
somthing similar to this one, and I was
rather surprised at the support I then
got-[The PREmIER: Hear, hear]-but
it was thought by many that to adopt
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