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Question thus negatived.

House adjourned at 6.12 p.m,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair al 3
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION — WHEAT HARVEST,
ARRANGEMENTS FOR HAND-
LING.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (without
notiee) asked the Minister for Agrieul-
fure: Whether he can make a slatement
to the House with rezard to the arrange-
mwents made for the bandling of the
harvest so that the producers and others

2381

interested may know exactly what they
hare to look forward to.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: 1
fquite recognise thal things are somewhai
unsatisfactory owing to the fact that the
harvest is now heing reaped and the
farmers are not in a position to know
definitely what is going to happen. For
that the Governmeni are noi responsible.
The work of formulating the seheme was
not eompleted in Melbourne when it be-
eame necessary for me to return to this
Stale, and the hest I could do was to
leave Mr. Sutton, who had nceompanied
me, in Melbourne to assist in finally com-
pleting the details of the scheme. Sinece
then T have been in close toueh with Mr.’
Sutton. The conference is still sitting,
it is sitting to-day. TUntil the work is
completed it will be impossible for me
to make a definite statemenit in rezard
to it. This morning the matter was con-
sidered by Cabinet, when the Premier
pointed out the necessity for the making
of a statement so as to relieve the exist-
ing uncertainty. It was then decided
that I should notify the Chamber that in
the event of the House not being sitling
at the time the completed seheme came
to hand we would eall members together
in order to explain the scheme, or
alternatively, if that could not be done,
I should make a stafement through the
Press.

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN: T assume
the Minister is not yet in a position to
judge whether legislalion will be neces-
sary. Tt may be necessary for us to pass
some machinery Bill in eonneetion with
the scheme when it is decided upon. I
suppose the Minister is not in a position
lo say anything about that?

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS : Tt
may be considered necessary to pass
legislation. Only this momning I wired
to Mr. Hughes. pointing out that in
Western Australia we had no machinery
—we had the machinery unfil another
place removed it—and that the only way
we can put the scheme info operation
will be by Federal action. T have ex-
plained to Mr. Hughes that if any legis-
lative action becomes necessary the Com-
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monwealth will have to provide it, be-
cause we have no power to acquire wheat
other than that for export—sve are con-
trolling the shipping—no power in te-
spect to the local consumption.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: This mat-
ter is of such serious importance to every
one concerned in this State that it may
be advisable for us to delay the pro-
rogation, to adjourn for a week or so
if it is thought that it will be necessary
lo put through legislation. I think we
shall require some legislation, and T am
of opinion that it will not be advisable
to leave it to the Federal Parliament.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Per-
sonally, I do not think any legislative
action will be uecessary, because the
Flour Millers’ Associafion have volun-
tarily agreed to work under the scheme.

If they voluntarily work under (the
scheme, no ofther action will he neces-
sary.

Mr. Thomson: What is the seheme?

The MINISTER 1FOR LANDS: The
details have not yet been finalised.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You will probably
hear further from Melbourne this even-
ing?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : 1
hope to.

QUESTION — FREMANTLE HAR-
BOUR TRUST, ANNUAL RE-
PORT.

Mr. CARPENTER (without nolice)
asked the Honorary Minister (Hon. R. H.
Underwood): Has the last annual ve-
port of the Fremantle Harbour Trust
Commissioners yet come to hand, and if
so will he lay it on the Table?

Hon. R. H. UNDERWOOD (Honor-
ary Minister}: The report has not yet
come to hand, or at least I have not come
across it. I regret having forgotten to
ask the Colonial Seecretary, at the re-
quest of the hon. member, for the report.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Honorary Minister (Hon. R.
H. Underwood) : 1, Report of the Chief
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Harbour Master for (he year ending
3o0th  June, 1915, 2, Amendment of
Food and Drng Regulations, 1913-15.
3, By-laws nnder “The Health Act, 1911-
12,” of the municipal councils of Albany
and Cotlesloe and of the Meekatharra
local aulhority. 4, Port Regulations—
amendment of No. 45. 5, Regulation
under “The Jetties Regnlation Aet,
18787 B, Resolution of Moora Local
Board of Health adopting Model By-
laws. 7, Rules and Regulations of Perth
Public Hospital. 8, Regulations under
“The Health Act, 1911-12”-—Meat in-
spection and branding. 9, Amendment
of Regulations under “The State Child-
ren Aect, 1907.”

By the Minister for Works: 1, Report
of the Public Works Department for the
year ended 30th June, 1915. 2, Balance
sheet and T'rofit and Loss Account, to-
gellier with the Auwditor General’s report
for the year ending 30th June, 1915, of
the State Sawmills, under the State Trad-
ing Coneerns Act, 1912,

By the Premier; Return showing posi-
tion of andit of QGovernment Trading
Concerns as on 13th November, 1915,

BILL — LICENSING ACT AMEND-
MENT CONTINUANCE.
CounciV’s Message.

A Message from the Couneil having
been received notifying that it could see
no reason for departing from the pro-
eedure it had adopted in amending the
Bill, as the amendments were relevant to
the subjeet matter of the Bill, as the case
was fully dealt with under the Standing
Orders of the Council, as there was no
analogy between the Bill and an Expir-
ing Laws Continuance Bill of the Brifish
Parliament, and as if such analogy ex-
isted there was a precedent this session
for the course adopted by the Counectl,
the Message was now considered.

Mr. SPEAKER [3.10]: In this Mes-
saze the Council has made a new depart-
ure and has followed a course in oppo-
silion to that laid down in the Legisia-
live Couneil's Standing Order 227, which
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provides the practice for dealing with
Messages on Bills between both Houses
of Parliament, The Legislative Couneil
now asks the House to rescind a decision,
and leaves the Bill itself in an uncertain
position, In my opinion, long arguments
beiween the Houses on points of order
are unseemly and undesirable, and this
House should not eontinue the arguinent,
but give only its decision in reply. At
the same time, I would not Le treating
the House with proper respect if I did
not make some statement in teply to the
arguments addnced in the Councilis Mes-
sage. I propose to take the arpuments
one by one and diseuss them in their
order. First, “The Legislative Couneil
sees no reason to depart from the pro-
cedure it has adopled in amending ihe
Bills to continue the operation of the Li-
cenging Act Amendment Act, 1914, as in
its opinion the amendments introduced
are relevant to the subject matter of the
Bill as required by Standing Order 195
and the title has been altered lo the ex-
{ent required under Standing Order 198.”
This House has not hitherto stated that the
Council is not acting in aeccordance with
its Sianding Orders. We have merely
respectfully pointed out the point having
been raised in this Hoose and the ques-
tion having been referred to the Speaker,
the Chairman’s ruling that the amend-
menis made by the Couneil were inad-
missible on the ground that they were not
relevant to the subjeet wmaiter of the
Bill was upheld, and this House intimated
to the Gouneil that the making of such an
amendment will be a violation of our
own procedure. The attitude {aken up by
this House is that required by Slanding
Order 391. Standing Orders 193 and
198 of the Legislative Council are in
effect the terms and eondilions of our
Standing Order 391. They provide one
and Lhe same procedure, the only differ-
ence heing that the Counecil has embodied
the eonditions of our Sianding Order 391
in two Standing Orders, 193 and 198,
Standing Order 391 of ihe Legislative
Assembly provides “that the House have
power lo make such amendments to Bills
as they shall think lit, provided they he
relevant to the subject matter of the
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Bill; but if any such amendments shatl
not be within the title of the Bill they
shall amend the title accordingly and re-
porl the same specially to the House.”
This FHouse holds that the amendmenis
submitied by the Couneil are not rele-
vant to (he subject matter of the Bill
and amendinents not relevant to the sub-
jeet matter of the Bill cannot be made.
The wuendinenls proposed by the Coun-
cil are not amendments to this Bill,
neilher are they amendments to the Li-
censing Act Ameundment Aet, 1914, but
such amendments could only be made to
the Licensing Act, 1911. The Couneil is
apparently of the opinion thal under
Standieg Order 193 any amendment can
be wade to a Bill of this character, pro-
vided the title is allered to cover such
amendmenis as required by their Stapd-
ing Order 198. This assumption is not
correct. Amendments can only be made
which are relevent to the subject matter
of a Bill, and if sucl amendments be not
within the title, then the title may be
amended, but an amendment of the title
does not hring within order amendments
which are not relevant (o the subject mat-
ter of a Bill. On a previous oecasion I
gave examples of the application of the
ruie showing the distinction heiween the
title and the subject malter of a Bill.
The examples will bear repeating. A
Bill to enable municipalities to establish
{ish markets is introduced with a title for
an Act to amend the Municipalities Ael.
A new clause is moved to alter the mode
of election of mayor. The new elause is
well within the title, but foreign to the
subject matter of the Bill as introduced
and is therefore disallowed. On the
otber hand, a Bill to license
motor cars in Perth is introduced
with a fitle of an Aet to regulate
the licensing of Perth motor-cars. A
new clause is moved to exiend the pro-
visions te Fremantle. The new clause
is ouiside the title but relevant iv the
subject matter of the Bill and may there-
fore be allowed, the title afierwards be-
ing amended to cover it. These examples
show the distinetion clearly. If the
present Continzanee Bill had been the
Licensing Act Amendment Aet, 1914,
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these amendments would have been allow-
able, bnt only by a special instruetion o
the Commiltee, as provided in the Legis-
lative Couneil’s Standing Order 311. By
this speeial instroction the amendment
proposed by the Council could be moved
to that Aet.  Withont sueh special in-
struetion the amendment could not be
made and onder no condition can the
proposed amendments be made to this
Continuance Bill. The Couneil further
states “that since the point is fully dealt
with under its Standing Order there is no
necessity to seek other authorities.”
With this opinion I coneur. Our Stand-
ing Orders are suflicient for our guid-
ance, but in the interpretation of the
Standing Orders when doubts occur we
have recourse to the application of simi-
lar rules in the Imperial Parliament and
the British Dominions. A recognised
anthority, May, states “that it is not
within_ the scope of a Committee on an
Expiring TLaws Continnance Bill to
amend the provisions of the Aecls pro-
posed to be continved,” The Bill to con-
tinuee the operation of the Licensing Act
Amendment Act, 1914, is purely an Ex-
piring Laws Continuance Bill. That is
the only principle contained in the Bill;
il eontains no other. The Council meet
this argument by stating that there is no
analogy between an Expiring Taws Con-
tinnanee Bill as presented to the British
Parliament which re-enacts several ex-
piring Aets set forth in a schedule to a
Bill, and the Bill under consideration.
Sueh an assertion i85 astonnding and de-
pends on a false assnmption. T have here
the. example of an English Aet to con-
tinue the operation of a single Act, the
reference being an Act to continue the
Employers’ Tiability Act, 1880. The
analogy i this ease is complete and con-
vinding, and this one instance is sufficient
to show that the assnmption of the Coun-
cil is nnfounded. The last asserlion of
the Couneil. is “that if any soch analogy
does exist precedent iz afforded dwring
the present session for the course adopted
by them as a Bill to amend and eontinne
the operalion of the Roads Aect, 1911,
was considered and amended by both

- the latter
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Houses without protest or demur.” Bt
here I desire to point out there is a very
important difference. The Roads Act
amendment was not entirely a Conlinu-
ance Bill. 1t was a Bill for an Act to
amend and econtinue the operation of the
Roads Aet, 1911, whilst the Bill under
consideration is a Bill for an Aect to eon-
tinue the operation of the Licensing Aet
Amendment Act, 1914.  The first is an
amending and continvance Bill whilst
is a continnance Bill only.
ITon. members will, I am sure, readily
understand and appreciate the distine-
tion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker—¥Kanowna) [3.25]: In pur-
sunance of your ruling, 1 desire te move—

That the following Message be sent

to the Legisintive Couneil:— “Mr,
I'resident. The Legislative Assembly
acquaints the Legislative Cowneil that
it sees mo reason for departing from
the deeizion o which the Legislative
Council’s Messuge No. 27 purports lo
be a0 reply. The Legislative Assembly
still holds to the opinion that the
amendments made Dby the Legislative
Council to the Licensing Act Amend-
ment  Ael  Continuance Bill are not
within the Stunding Orders of either
the Legislative ‘lssembly or the Legis-
luttve Council, bul are strictly contrary
to Parliamenlary praclice in this Slale
and the British House of Commons.
The numbered paragraphs of Message
No. 27 have no bearing on the question,
ingsmuch as Number 1 45 an assump-
tHon not supported by facts, and Num-
ber 2 refers to a Bill of another charac-
ter lo Continuance Bills, since the
measure amended was iself an amend-
ing Bill, as declared by its Title and
subject maiter, and the amendments
made therelo are relative Lo the subject
matter thereof” :

Hon. FRANK WILSON {Suszex)
[327): I am quite in accord with the

Message which the Atiorney General
proposes chonld be sent to the Legislative
Couneil. But—and perbaps he will par-
don me for saving so—I think we might
draft it in a little more temperate lan-
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guage and in a way that is not quite so
much caleulated to irritate.

Mr, George: In not quite so discourie-
ous a manner.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It might
perhaps be considered to be discourteous.
We say ihat the amendments made by
the Legislative Council to the Licensing
Aet Amendment Continuanee Bill are not
within the Standing Orders of eilher the
Lemislative Council or of the Tegislative
Assembly. T think it would be just as
well 1o leave the TLegislative Council to
decide for itself on this matter, and
simply say that they are not within our
Standing Orders. I suggest that we
shonld take out the words “Legislative
Council” where they oecur in this par-
tienlar place in the Message. Then, fur-
ther down we have the statement in para-
graph 1 as an assumplion that is not
supporied by faets. That is a bald chal-
lenge to the Council. T think I would
state, “Tn our opinion it is not snpported
by faets”  If the hon. member would
lake my advice he would tone it down
somewhat: it may then be received more
reasonably.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker—Kanowna) [3.29] : T was
simply moving in accordance with the
Speaker’s ruling. 1 have no objection
to cut out the Standing Order of the
Couneil.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is no reason
why we should cause irritation. My idea
was to set ont clearly eur position here.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: At the
suggestion of the leader of the Opposi-
lion and in deference to the opinion you,
Mr. Speaker, have expressed, that we
shomld not continue any discussion wiih
the other Chamber, I have consented to
agree to an amended draft of the
Message to the Council, with a view that
it may be carried and may remove the
asperities or fighting signals and reduce
the Message to facls. I move—-

That the following Message Le trans-
mitted to the Council:—*“The Legisla-
tive Assembly acquainis the Legisla-
five Council thqt it sees no reason for

- departing. -from” the decision alveady
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conveyed in Message No. 28. The
Legislative Assembly still holds to the
opinion that the amendmenis made by
the Lepislative (ouncil to the Licensing
Aet Amendment Coniinuance Bill are
fot within the Standing Orders of the
Legislative :dssembly but are, in the
copinion of the Chamber, conlrary to
Parliamentary practice it this State
and the British House of Commons.
The numbered paragraphs of Message
No. 27 have no bearing on the question,
inasmuch as No. ! does not appear to
be supported by fact, and No. 2 refers
to e Bill of another characier, since the
measure amended wns itself an amend-
ing Bill os declared by ils Title and
subject matter and the gmendments
made (hereto were relative lo the
subject matter thereof.”

Question put and passed.

BI[.T—SALE OF LIQUOR REGU-
LATION.
Council’'s Message.

A Message having been received from
the Council that objection had been faken
to the Bill on the ground that the defini-
tion of “licensed premises” contained in
Clause 2 was ontside the scope of the
Title of the Bill and consequently the
Bill was not in order, the Message was
now considered.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Message from the Legislative Council on
the Notice Paper explains itself. I do
not want to waste any time, but I want
to take the House into my confidence. I
propose, so that we cannot have any ar-
gument with another place, to reintro-
duce this Loeal Option Bill, trusting that
there will be no debate on it, and this
new Bili amends the Tifle to meet the
objection which the Council have raised.
I now move—

That the following Message be sent
to the Legislative Council.—“The Leg-
islative Assembly, who, while main-
taining that the lerm ‘Licensed pre-
mises’ in the Sale of Liquor Regulation
Bill has not the restricted meaning of
those words as used in the Licensing
Act, 1911, bul includes Siate kotels,
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refreshment rooms, restaurant cars,

and clubs, as expressed in the inter-

pretation clause, nevertheless requests
the Legislative Council to lay aside the

Bill with a view to the tntroductioq of

a Bill intituled ‘An Act to regulate the

closing time for the sale or supply of

liquor on licensed premises, and in

State hotels, refreshment rooms, res-

taurant cars, vessels for which packet

licenses are held and registered clubs,
during war time’”
I am convinced that the Conneil were ab-
solutely wrong.

Mr. Robinson: Otherwise the Bill is
the same as the previous one.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: With
the exception that the poll will not be
taken in connection with the Federal re-
ferendums which are to remain in abey-
ance,

Hon, Frank Wilson:
troduce this Bill?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
are able to do so because the other Bill
is oaly laid aside,

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY: Before the
question i5 put I should like the Attorney
General io explain to the House the
position of this propoesed Bill. Is not this
a Bill for the same purpose and bear-
ing almost the same title as the other,
which was passed by this House during
this session? Can the Attorney General,
therefore, snbmit soch a Bill?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member's point is really one for the
Chair to decide, but I think it is recog-
nised that the measure which is with-
drawn or laid aside is not the Bill which
was introduced and passed by this House.
If, at any stage, by the volition of the
Legislature, the Bill is withdrawn, it is
not treated as having been dealt with,
and the subject which may be of a simi-
lar kind can be reintroduced.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Is it not a ques-
tion of introducing a Bill which is simi-
lar o the one iniroduced before?

Mr. SPEAKER: I did not take it that
the hon, member raised a point for the
consideration of the Chair, If, however,
the question has béen raised T shall give
my opitficn.

Can we re-in-
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: I should
like to be quite sure as to how we stand.
The point is that a Bill has already been
passed in this Chamber which is almost
identical with the one the Attorney Gen-
eral now proposes o introduce, and, hav-
ing requested another place to lay it
aside, is it permissible for us to reintro-
duce what is practically the same Bill?

Mr. SPEAKER: Before a Bill can
become law it must pass this House and
it must receive the approval of another
place and go through all its stages. Any
question so dealt with by both Houses
cannot be reintroduced in the same ses-
sion, The Bill which is the subject of dis-
cussion has not been dealt with by both
Houses. Several years ago a Bill of a
similar character, the Tramways Bill,
was introduced, in which there was a
clause which made an amendment of the
Railway Aect. That Bill had to be with-
drawn under similar circumstances.

Question put and passed.

BILL—SALE OF LIQUOR REGU-
LATION (No. 2).
All Stages.
On motion by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL Bill introduced and read a first
and a second time,

In Commitiee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair, the Attorney
General in charge- of the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—Distriets:

Mr. GEORGE: T do not like the idea
of bringing a Bill before the House in
this form. I bhave a distinct recollection
of Clause 3 being amended. The amend-
ments were moved by the Attorney Gen-
eral himself and I cannot see that they
have been included in the clause of the
Bill before us. For instance, the Attor-
ney General moved to sirike ocut the
words ‘‘electoral districts” and substitute
“subdivisions” and in Clauses 1 to 4 he
moved to strike out various words and
insert others, T do not think those altera-
tions have been made.

The ATTORNEY GE\IERA,L As I
have already explamed thts Bil] is pre-
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cisely the same as the one introduced in
the first instance. The amendments
moved were with a view of co-operating
with the Commonwealtk when it was
thought the referendums would be taken.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: And make our
poll fit in with the Federal roll ¢

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Ex-
actly. Now we know the referendum
proposals are held in abeyance and
therefore we must make some other
provision, This Bill makes provision for
taking a referendam on this guestion
at the time of the Legisiative Council
eleclions in May next. That is the only
alteration. Otherwise the Bill is pre-
cisely the same as the one first intro-
dueed.

Mr. Hudson: What will it cost te
take the referendum at the same time as
the Legislative Council elections?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1 es-
timate 1t will cost between £2,500 and
£3,000.

Mr. Hudson:
burn.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: The Attor-
ney General has just stated that the cost
of the proposed referendum will be in
the vieinity of £3,000 and I notice that
the measure terminates at the end of
Deeember, 1916, The war may be over
by then, at any rate let us hope it will
How much more will it cost to have the
referendum taken at once, becanse afler
all, it is reducing the thing to a faree to
take the referendum six months hence.
Let us carry the thing out whole-
heartedly if we want to do it at all. If
it is worth doing it is worth doing well
and if the matier is worth £3,000 six
mouths hence it is surely worth £5,000
immediately.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is nothing to prevent us taking the refer-
endum to-morrow, or as soon as the Bill
is passed. We have to do it by proclam-
ation and I oniy sugrested, by way of
cheapening the matter, that it should he
taken at the time of the Counecil’s elec-
tions.

Hon, .J. D. Connolly: What would be
the difference in the cost?

You have money Lo

2587

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
wanld eost more than twice as much to
take it just now. There would be not
only the poll, but polling booths, return-
ing officers, and all the accessories of
taking a poll in eonnection with a gen-
eral election. to be eonsidered, if we were
to hold the referendum now.

Mr. Heitmann: If it 1s not necessary
till next May we ean do without it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
might be so. A similar Bill has already
been passed and sent to the Council
where a technical objection was taken to
it. In order to get a vote on the real
issue of the Bill T desire to get this mea-
sure hefore the Couneil as speedily as
possible so that it eannot be said that it
veached them at the last moment.

Mr. GEORGE: 1f the referendum
were to be taken on the date previously
proposed, I would agree with the Attor-
ney General. Now, however, it i1s to be
postponed for five months,

Mr. Heitmann: Why does not the
State close the hotels and save money?

The Attorney General: Why do not
tho people close their appetites?

Hon. Frank Wilson: Why do not the
Government close the hotels if it is neces-
sary ?

Mr. Heitmann: They have not the
power nader present legislation.

Hon, Frank Wilson : Yes, they have.

Mr. GEORGE: If this matter is of
such importance surely the vote should
be taken earlier than May next. I do
not like the division of the State into
distriets and I think we are justified in
reconsidering this matter in the light of
knowledge gained sinee the question was
last before the House. I move an amend-
ment—

That all the words after “Australia”
in lne 2 be struck out and the words
“shall be token as one electorate and
the rolls under the Commonaealth 4cts
of 1902 and 1911 may be used in tak-
ing the vote” inserted in lieu.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: While I
agree with the principle of the amend-
ment I cannot support it beeanse the Bill
is before us under extraordinary con-
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ditions. I have not gone back on my
former opinion that the poll should be
taken over the Stafe as a whole but that
quesiion has previously been decided.

Mr. ROBINSON: I support the
clavse. It would be wise to carry the
Bill on mueh the same lines as the pre-
vious one. The distriet system is pre-
ferable to a block vote over the whole
of the State.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clause 4—Referendum as to Closing
time:

Mr. GILCHRIST: I intend fv test
the tecling of the Committee by moving
an amendment to give effect to the wish
expressed in another place which has re-
ceived a good deal of support outside,
that Parliament should fake the respon-
sibility of eurtailing the hours for the
sale of liquor instead of shifting the re-
sponsibility on to the electors. It has
been urged that the measure is necessary
owing to the war and yet it is proposed
to take a vote in May next. If there is
any npecessity for curtailing hours, the
eurtailment should have heen introduced
immediately after the declaration of
war. We would not be doing our duty
if wa agreed to any further posipone-
ment, I move an amendment—

That the clause be struck out.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
cannot move that; he must vote against
the clause.

Mr. GILCHRIST: Then I suggest thal
the vote on the clause be taken as an ex-
pression of opinion on fixing the hours
from 9 a.m. to 9 p.m. instead of taking a
referendum in May next.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 5 to 17—agreed to.

Clause 18—Duration of Aect:

Mr. HEITMANN: It is absurd for the
(Glovernment to say that this measure
is necessary on account of the war and
then to suggest taking the vote six
months hence. Does not this appeal to
the Attorney General as being farcical?
1While I do not use the war as an exense
for taking the vote, I am prepared to use
it as an opportunity to give the people
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a right to express themselves on redue-
ing the trading hours of hotels.

The CHATRIMAN: The hon. member
is speaking outside the eclause which
merely denls with (he duration of the
Aoct.

Mr. HEITMANN: 1 hope the MMinis-
ter will furtier consider the question
and, if the vote is necessary, have it
taken at any early date.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When
the original Bill was introduced, it eon-
fained this clause, and the other clauses
fixing the time. The orginal Biil has
been in anolher place for some consider-
able time already, and my desire was
to introduce the present Bill without any
amendments whatever, so that it could
be dealt with to-night. There are amend-
ments which, apart from that consider-
ation, T myself should have liked to make.

My, Heitmann: T am not asking for
amendments.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is nothing in this Bill to prevent the
Government from taking, by proclama-
lion, a referendum as soon as nrrange-
ments ean be made.

Mr. Heitmann: I am asking what yon
are going io do.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
i« a matter for Cabinet to eonsider. The

Government want to get the fullest pos-
sible vote on the subject. It would not
dn. for instanee. to take the poll during
Christmas week, The Governmen{ in-
tend to trv and get the referendum taken
with as litfle expenditure as possible.

Mr. (George: We would save three
times the expenditure in what we save
on drink, besides saving misery and
poverty.

Clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Rill renorted withont amendment, and
the report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitied te
the Council. oo T T
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BILL.—ROAD CLOSURE.
Relurited from the Couneil with amend-
ments.

BILT—LAND ACT AMENDMENT.
Council’s amendments,
Bill returned from the Council with a

sehedule of six amendments, which were
now considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Minister
for Lands in charge of the Bill.

No. }—Clause 2, in paragraph (a),
line 5, strike out the word “ten’’ and in-
sert “nine” :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Clause 2 of the Bill as introduced here
proposed to apply the measure to lands
alienated since 1910. An amendment
was moved here, unsuccessfully, to make
the date 1909. I opposed the amendment
on the ground that anomalies would siiil
exist if the daie were made the 1st Janu-
ary, 1909. just as there were anomalics
if the date remained the 1st January,
1810. There is - justification, however,
for making the date the lst January,
1910, hecause there was, generally speak-
ing, an increase in the price of land as
from that date. T am not arguing that
there are not blocks of land alienaled
prior to the 1st January, 1910, in regard
to which review will be required if this
measure passes. Those anomalies, how-
ever, can be adjusted under the prineipal
Act; and I have already promised that
that shall be done if the date is fixed
as orimnally proposed by the Bill. There
18 no need for the Council’s amendment,
which will convey an idea that is not
in any way justified. I move—

That the amendment be not agreed

to. .

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The amendment
I moved was simply to sirike out the
words “commencing on the 1st January,
1910,” substituting nothing for them.

The Minister for Lands: Someone else
moved the other amendicent T have men-
tioned.
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Hon, J. MITCHELL: I hold that we
ought tg deal with all land that has been
priced beyond the pricing which the Com-
mittee now approves of. It would be
hetter to take out the limitation alto-
getler. Ministers and some hon, mem-
hers have declared that the land was in-
creased in priee after T took over the
depariment. T will not deny it. In 190%
the House warmly approved of an amend-
ment which 1 brought in, that all lands
should be priced according to their worth.
The prineiple was in operation bhefore
thal. If there are only half a dozen
bloeks bevond the limitation there is no
reason why the Bill should not he made
to cover them, rather than leave the peo-
ple coneerned at the merev of the Minis-
ter. Why should we have any time limit
al all in the Bill?2

The Minister for Lands: Well, that
proposition is more logieal than is the
amendment.

Mr. Willmott: Well, let us strike out
lhe time lmitation altogether.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Let me appeal
fo the Minister that he do what the Com-
mittee desires. A very large area of land
was eut up and priced before my term of
office, an area north of a point running
from Iellerberrin to Merredin. A good
deal of this land was settled by the publie
servants.

Mr, James Crardiner: That was about
November, 1909.

Mr. Willmoit: About 1908.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Certainly be-
fore 1910. However, are not those people
to be considered? Surely the Minister
will agree that we should be just to every-
body. There should be no preferential
treatment. It is unfair in the Minister
to insist upon having a date limit, unless,
indeed, his object 1z tmerely to suggest
that only the land that Y priced requires
repricing. As for the time limit, it is
obvious that the man who has been
tonger on the too-highly-priced land has
the greater claim for a reduetion of price.
The Minister has said that he himself
will adjust the prices of land alienated
prior to 1910.
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The Minister for Lands: I have said
that the repricing board will remove any
anomalies,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: But under that
system applicants for repricing will have
to eomply with all sorts of formalities.
We should do our best to relieve the
farmer from the necessity of writing
countless letters and filling in inpumer-
able forms. Hon. members have a right
to say that this work of repricing should
be done in the most economical fashion.
The only fault T bave to find with the
amendment is that it should contemplate
any date limitation at all. I hope I shall
get sufficient support from hon. members
to strike out the date altogether.

The Premier: Well, get a vote on il.
The Minister is not accepting it and so
the Committes must decide.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
obviously wrong to expeet it. It is not
fair to put in 1909.

Mr. Thomson: Why?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Be-
canse the same position would still con-
tinue to exist, From 1810 the priee of
land was inoreased. Consequenily we
have limited the operations of the Rill
to 1910. But, under the principal Aet,
the Alinister has power at any time fo
review the prieing of any block of land.
I am prepared to admit that when we
reprice the land as from 1914 it will
probably become apparent that certain
other blocks, alienated before 1910, also
require to be repriced. The price of
those blocks will he reviewed under the
power given to the Minister in the prin-
cipal Aet. If we make it 1909 we will
still be in the same position in regard
to land alienated before that date. ‘The
more logical way would be to strike ont
the limitation altogether.

Mr. Thomson: Well, why not do it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No
Government would undertake such a con-
tract.

The Premier: Yes, if we eould increase
prices as well as reduce them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: To
expect the Government to review the
pricing of all the millions of acres
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alienated in this State would be asking
a little too much. Anomalies will be
removed by the Bill, If the date is
made 1900 we shall be in exactly the
game position as if it is made 1910.
There will be something to pnt right be-
fore 1909, The amendment conveys to
the public and land selectors that the
Government are going to review all the
land alienated in 1909, We are going
to review all land alienated since 1910
and some land alienated since 1909 under
the principal Act. The area mentioned
by the member for Northam will be re-
viewed, as olherwise an anomaly would
be created, and something unfair done
v the settlers who have selected the land.
I appeal to hon. members to pass
the Bill as it is. It is absolutely fair.
It conveys to the people that we are
ready to lelp those who have selecled
sinee 1910. Those who will be in a posi-
tion worse that those who selected since
1910 will also get relief on the onder-
taking given hy the Minister that the
same board will review the prices of
certain blocks alienated before 1910. The
repricing hoard have got insiructions fo
go on with the work now, I said to
them, “When you take a district and you
are reprieing, do not leave the plan un-
til you have made the whole thing fit
in.” By that means anomaslies will be
removed. When the thing is completed
everyone will get justice.

Mr, WILLMOTT: What we want is a

‘fair thing. If we make the date- 1909

we shall minimise the evil considerably.

The Minister for Lands: But you do
not remove it.

Mr. WILLAMOQTT: Tt cannot be re-
moved becanse we would have to zo
back, to he absolutely fair, to 1905 I
find that for the wyears 1905, 1906, 1907,
and 1908 certain lands were taken up at
a very much higher price than T am sure
they would be valued at by the depart-
ment to-day. In my opinion 1905 shonld
be the date. The date of 1909 will just
take in the Yorkrakine people, or the
bulk of them, and the Government will
have to bring into foree the old Aet for
these people.
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The Minister for Works :  Many of
these people are only payving Mk an
acre.

Mr. WILLMOTT: Some of them are
paying a great deal wore than {hal.
Some are paving up to 27s Gd. an acre.

The Minister for Works: Forty of
them, I think, went on the land at a low
Price.

Mr. WILLMOTT: Why did (he Min-
ister fix on 19109

The Minister for Lands: Because we
are reviewing all the land alienated
sinee 1910, bul cannot review all the lund
alienated sinee 1909.

AMe. WILTMOTT: Was Uwere such a
large area alienated since 19097

The Minister for Lands: All land
sinee 1910 has been increased in price:
at least some of it was increased in 1909
but not all of it.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The departure in
the methods had hegun in 1309,

The Minister for Lands: But te a
limited extent.

Mr. WILLMOTT: L think the Min-
ister wounld be wise to accept ihe umend-
ment. It would he better for the Bill.

The Minister for Lands: No, it would
spoil the Bill.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM : I understand
the Minisier fo say that if there are
anumalies previous to 1910 thev will be
rectified.

The Minisler for Lands: Absolutelv;
1 promise that definitely.

My, CUNNINGHAM: Would thev he
reclified in the new Bill or in the exisling
Aet?

The Minister for Lands: Powers would
he given v me Lo de it under Ihe prin-
vipal Aet, but the priees wonld he re-
viewed by the board whieh are doing the
work.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM: Under the prin-
vipal Act T understand  that a person
whu considers his land is priced (oo high
has to lodze an application fo have it
reclassified.

The Minister tor Lands:
cessary for the Minister
application bifore  moving,
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I is not ne-
fo have that
The Mini-
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ister has power {o review the price with-
out an application being made.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM: There is also,
I undersiand, a fee to be paid on reclas-
sification and although the principal Aet
does not clearly define it, it i provide |
by regnlation that the lease hus gat to be
surrendered and thrown o) en aguin fur
reseleclion if it is clasafied at a lower
]rice than it was granted at in the first
instance. TIs that sof

The Minister for Lands: That is for
reclassification, We are nut reclassity-
ing land, but the Minister ean review the
price of fund. 1 propose 1o use the
power under the Aet to review prices, |1
am not going to put the settler to the ex-
pense of makiug application, as j.iovi-lei
for in the principal Aet for reclassifica-
tion.

Mre, CUNNINGHAM: And o would
not be necessary io surrender the lease?

The Minister for Lands: No, certuinly
nui, That woeuld not apply.

Mr. THOMSON : That would be satis-
factory if we were sure thal {he present
Minister for Lands would always vceups
that position, Seeing that the Minister
is prepared Lo zive ns that assurance, why
cannot he ewmbody 1l in the Bill, su (hat
if we have another Minister in his place
lie will have (o abide by that devision?

Hon. Frank Wilson: We cannut ue-
cept an assurance like that.

My, Bolton: It is in the principal \el.

Ar, THOMSON : The Minister says e
i* oing (o pul the present Act into uper-
alion. | wonld like 10 see 1O deleiwl
altogether. 1 cannot see any reason why
we should not review the whale oft the
land. The prices were low, particularly
in the carly staves of scttlement. Pos-
sibly {he Minister would like 10 raise the
price of land,  Aceording 1o his argn-
ment land  which  was  taken up in the
catdier days was taken up at a cheap raie.
If so, there is no need to worry about
it 1 lepe the Minister will aceept this
amendment. He is snrely not goinz (o
Jjeopardise 1he Bill {ur (he sake of one
vear. [ am going to vote for the Cvun-
cil’s amendment.

Mr. WANSBROUGH: The Minister
intends that the clause az amended shall



2592

apply only to certain areas, Those who
suffer (o-day under ihe need for a re-
pricing mcasure are chicfly thore who se-
leeted prior to 1910. | have in my mind
the Eastern areas where the people are
suffering from want of railways. If
those areas are not io have the henefit of
this provision I de not feel like takinyg
the Minister’s word for it. 1f it was in
the measure that we could go back to
1907 it would be a very much better mea-
sure, Whilst those who selected since
1910 are to have the benefit of a reprice-
ing, (hose who selecied prior to that are
not to have any benefit at all. T under-
stood (hal we were to gel a reclassificalion
Bill and not a repricing Bill. I hope the
Minister will aceept ihe date 1908, whicit
will afford much relief to deserving sel-
tlers.

The Premier: We will go back to 1904
and give you an undertaking that we wil!
not go back any further, if you like.

Mr. P1IESSE: 1 am sorry e Minister
will not accept the amendipent, hecanse 1
fail 1o see why one vear more will be
disadvantageous to the department.
There is the Yorkrakine seftlement and
also the eivil servants’ settlement, which
took place for the most pari in 1909, fo
be considered. It is admiited that those
who selected land since 1910 are sulfer-
ing a wrong, and that those who selected
in 1904 are also suffering.

The Minister for Lands: If we make
it 1969, what about 19081

Mr, PIESSE: T believe that only a
very smail number of leascholds  was
faken up in 1908. ¥ do not doubt tle
Minister’s assurance. Therefore I do not
see why he should objeet & the inctusion
of 1908, Where no hardship has hesn
cauzed, the Slate will not suffer. even it
we went hack 1o 1003, The  Minister
would not deny a settler vemedy il he
had a arievanece, if (hat grievance exislel
in 1905, Then why not make the Bill zo
back to 19037

The Minister for Lands: Decanse we
only want to review ihe Tand that was in-
ereased in price,

Mr. PIESSE: It must be proved (n
the discrefion of the department that
there is an anomaly, {therefore il is ques-
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tionable whether a difference of opinion
exists as to values. Lel vs extend the
Biil {e 2 date which will uive justice to
all.

Hon. E. H, UNDERWQOD (Hono-
rary Minister}: [ would like the Mini-
ster to go back to 1907. [ and several
ofthers fook up land in that vear and we
do not know what luck we might have,
provided always that the Minister has
not the right to inerease the rent.

Mr. HARRISON : Some of my -consti-
tuents are the grealesi sufferers in the
Siale in this regard. There are some who
touk up land at high prices, a long way
trom railway communieation, “prior {o
1910. The Minister has said thal those
who took up Iand in 1909 would e
placed in the same position as those who
took ap land in 1910. There are some
persons who took up land in 1909 a long
way from railway communication and
whoge Jand is not as productive as it was
thought to be when the land was taken
ap, therefore this land shonld be re-
viewed. T want to know if all anomalies
will be attended te prior to the date
menticned in the Rill.

The Minister for Lands: The only dit-
ference is this—all the land taken up in
1910 will be reviewed, but it would be
unfoir to the State 1o convey thal all the
land taken up in the Stale in 1909 will
be reviewed.

Mr. Harrison:
that point.

The MIINSTER FOR LANDS: Sap-
posing the House inserts 1909, what is
the Minister fo {ake as his direction?
That members waal to go back 1o 1900
and stari from there, Tf 1909 is inserled,
thal will eonvey that all land alientated
from 1909 should be reviewed. That 1s
unfair because at that time the price
was nol  ipereased  all  around. Some
arcas alienated during 1909 were in-
creased in price. and those will he re-
viewed. If we were lo fix the date at
1009, then it might be shown that there
were anomalies in 1908. Ts it fair to
sav (hat from 1909 all lands will be re-
viewed? Ouly some of those taken up
in 1909 will be reviewed; the anomalies
existing in 1909 will be dealt with.

[ want to be clear on
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Mr. Willmott: We want a gnarantee.

AMr. E. B. JOENSTON: Wil scitlers
who have applied for relief prior to the
date fised in the Bill have to pay a re-
classifieation fee?

The Minister tor Lands: No.

Mr, K. B. JOHNSTOXN : To-day there
is a provision in the original Net for re-
classilication, and the Minister says tha
those who have land that is pricad at
more than its value will be dealt  with
under the existing Acl.

The Minister for Lands: The Minister
has power to reprice without reclassifi-
cation, We are not waiting for appliea-
tions, but are now removing anomalies.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTOXN: If a person
says that anomalies exist, the land will
be reclassified withont fee?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Mr., E, B, JOHNSTON: Then the
wiser course would be to strike out {he
date altogether in the Bill.

The AMinister for Lands: If that is
done, ii is not a question of putting
anomalies right, but the whole of the land
wiil have to be reviewed.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: XNo, it says
“the Governor may.” 1 move an amend-
ment—

That the Council’s amendment Dbe
amended Ly striking oul the words
“after the first day of January, one
thousand nine hundred and fen?”

The Minister for Lands: We are not
going to review the whole of the lands
of the State.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: This, to my
mind, would make the position ahsolutely
clear; it will show the Minister what is
the desire of Parliament. Some of the
biggest anomalies that T know of are in
regard to lands taken up prior to 1910,
At that time there was one price of 10s.
an aere for all first-class land. People
conld not get land at less than 10s. an
acre uunless it was in a large area and
was regarded as second-elass land, T
know of land which could he taken up
at the preseni time af loss than what the
improvements have cosl. and thev are in
the hands of the Agriculiural Bank.
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The Minister for Lands: The Agri-
cultural Bank have very few blocks of
land on their hands.

Mr. K. B. JOHNSTON: There are
many bloeks of land of the character I
have deseribed west of the Great South-
ern railway. [ mention that as showing
that there are gowd grounds for urging
that where a reduction is going to he
made it should be made wherever the
price is too high,

The CHA!IRMAN: 1 cannof take the
amendment of the hon. member. It ean
hardly be classed as an amendmenl of
the nmendmenl sent down by the legis-
lalive ouneil, I the hon. member de-
sires to aller the Council’s amendment
lie may do that.

Mr. T B, JOHUNSTOXN: Then I shall
move an amendment—

That the Councits amendment Dbe
amended by striking out “‘ong thousand
nine hundred and ten” and inserting
“one thousand nine  hundred and
sgven” in lieu.

Almost the whole of the land between
the Great Sonthern railway and the rab-
hit proof fence was alienated in 1908
at prices ranging from 18s. to £l per
aere, which prices were imposed by Sir
Newton Moore. Under the Minisier's
proposal, as shown on 1he map, the whole
of that land has heen passed as “A.”
and al 23s, an aere, and it is quite elear
that there is not going to be a reduction
if the Minister’s proposal remains,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T presume the
Minister is reviewing all lands,

The Minister for Lands: T am review-
ing all lands since 1910, and then work-
inz in the lands taken up previously to
1910 on the basis of the zones. I want
lo remove all anomalies as far as pos-
sible.

Hon. J. MITGHELL: T cannot see
why the Minister cannot agree to the ex-
tended powers, and I eannot see why
we should not go back. I am going to
support the amendment. T think the
Minister might meet the House in this
malter., Did I.understand the Minister
1o sav that if we alter this date he will
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not deal with the land sold prior to that
date?

The Minister for Lands: What further
aclion could the Minister take?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We want the
Mimster to do what is fair by everyone,
‘I'he Minister says that if we alter this
amendment be will not consider persons
who selected land previously to 1969,

The Minister for Lands : There is
reason for 1910, but there is no reason
for 1909.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T will tell ihe
Minister why his ollicers put in 1910.
The Aet which gave power to price land
beyond 10s. was assented to in Decem-
ber, 1909. We know the Minisler is
obstinate and determined, and, thercfore,
we have to persuade him to do what is
right. 1 hope the House will vole for

the amendment moved by the member

for Williams-Narrogin.

Mr, THOMSON: I am sorry the Min-
ister is faking up the attitude he has
adopted.  When the present Govern-
ment went to the country one of lhe
planks of their platform was not a re-
pricing but a reelassifieation Bill, and
the maximmn price was 1o he 15s. per
acre, and any reduclion whieh was lo he
made to the seftlers would he placed to
their credit. The proposal hefore us is
not the reelassificalion we have been look-
ing for. TlLe Minister should accept the
suggesfions which have Dheen made by
members of this House who represeni
agrienltural eonstituencies. We are here
to voice the senlimenis of those people
and 1he Mimster wonld be wise o arcept

the amendmeni which bas been moved
hvy the member for Williams-Narrooin.

The member for (Geraldton inlerjeeted
that if land was not wirlh 10s. an acre
it was nol worth anything at all. We
want to get people on the land. T have
had lefters from varions paris of mv
constituency where land has not  been
clagsified and where the seitlers have
raid from 18s. to 255, an acre for land
which  containg poison. Surely those
people. are eniitled o consideration, and
the Minister will be wise in accepting the
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recommendations of those who are repre-
senting agricultural constituencies.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: The Min-
ister says that he is going to take 1910
as a hasis, hul ihat if there are any
anomalies existing whiel go even further
back than 1909 they will be reclified. An
area might have been taken up in 1910
alongside similar land laken up in 1909,
Loth ai 30s. an acie. To reduce the 1910
and not reduce the 1909 would be an
anomaly, consequenlly Lthe 1949 man
wonld be hrought lo exactly lhe same
hasis as the man who fook up his land
in 1910. If alongside ihere was a 1908
man who took up similar land at 30s. an
ncre, it is not proposed to reduce fhe
1009 man and leave the anomaly of the
1908 man?

Tlie Minisler for Lands: Absolutely,
and {the board are aclually doing it to-
day.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER : If the
anomaly exists if will be rectified?

The Minisier for Lands: Yes.

My, JAMES GARDINER: JIs that
heing left to the board and free from
Ministerial influence?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: The date
then becomes immalerial. If there is an
anowmaly which gives the 1910 man a
henefit over those surrounding him, the
hoard will rectify if.

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

My, JAMFS GARDINER: There are
lands (aken up in 1908 and 1909 which
have as mueh right to be repriced now
as the 1910 land.

The Minister fur Lands: Tsolaled
hocks.
Me. TAMES GARDINER : In the

circumstanees it would neat matter if the
dale were made 1907,  Wherever an
anomaly eri<is it will be recfified.

The Minisler for Lands: One reason
for adopting 19184 is that the board have
inshruetions that all land sipee 1IN0 is
to be repriced, and some of the land pre-
vions to 19H} is 1o e renrieed. Tf the
vear were fixed at 1909 it would mean
that ail land alienated sinee that year
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would be repriced, which we do not
desire,

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: The fear
is that if we do not fix 1909, ihe remedy-
ing of anomalies may be at the caprice
of the Minister.

The Minister for lands: If we fix

1909 there will be the same position.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: Yes, and
it we fix 19035 there would he anom-

alies from the year 1904 o he rectified.
So long as it is elearly understood ihal
ihese anomalies will be reelified, il would’
nol matter if we male ihe year 1914,

The Minister for lands: Bul the re-
view is going to 1910,
Mr. JAMES GARDINER : The re-

view will be on ihe basis of 1910 selec-
tion, and all anomalics will he con-
sidered in their relative value lo 1910,

The Mmister for Lands: ‘Thai is so.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: Those con-
ditions ave preferable o a fixed date.
The date is tmmaterial if it is recognised
that anomalies existing n years anferior
fo the date fixed will be rectified.

Mr. Thomson: Then fhere is no need
for the Bill.

AMr. JAMES GARDINER: Yes flere
is. If we say it applies to all lands in
1910 but not in other years, perhaps
zoing back to 1905, there will he anowm-
alies.  There should he no fear that
future Ministers would inierpret the
spirit of promises made by their pre-
decessors.

The Minister for Lands: And in this
ease the hoard are actlually doing it.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Are vou sure thev
are doing it?

The Minister for Tands: T told them
to do it.

Mr, E. B. Jobnston:
not doing it.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: Mav we
take it that the board have been sent into
a district to reprice the land and to re-
move all anomalies, whether the land was
taken up in 1010 or 19067

The Minister for Lands: That isright.

I say thev are

rranted belore the
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Mr. JAMES GARDINER: And 1910
merely gives n starfing time for the re-
view of all lands.

The Minister for Lands: That is the
point.

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTOXN : | interjected
just now ihal the hoard were not doing
it, What 1 had in mind was my know-
ledee that hefore the general classiliea-
tion from the Ist January, 1910, al-
though a few areas were surveved and
clagsified, most ol the land was thrown
open mnider free selection and, so far as
I know, there is absolutely no record in
the Lands Department of the quality of
the land. | venture to say thal is the
reason wihy the date lhas been fixed at
191 In fact the report of the reclassi-
fieation board gives that as the reason.
How on earth the hoard can revalue land
Ist  January, 1910,
willwut  ¢lassiticalion, | eannot imagine.
Many of the inspectors have been got rid
of. There are no oflicers to report on the
anpmalies that exist before the 1st Jan-
uarv. 1910, and T cannot econceive how
the hoard can revalue any of those lands
without speeial inspeetion by a proper
officer.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
tried to arrive at a dale from which we
econld start and, for land alienated pre-
vious fo that, ihere will he no reprieing.

Mr. Thomson: And you refuse to ac-
cepl any date exeept 1910.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
referring to the discussion in the depart-
ment with the repricing hoard. We de-
cided to review all land from 1910 and T
told the hoard that, if there was an an-
omaly such as the member for Irwin
pointed out, they should reetify it straight
away, no matter whether it was land
alienated in 1909 or 1908. The member
for Williams-Narrogin asked how they
van repriee it when there was no classifi-
cation. They are taking the price of ad-
joining land and, with their knowledge,
this is sufficient to enable them to reprice
the other land and remove any anomalies
which might exist. This is being done to-
day,
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Hon. J, MITCHELL: I am concerned
about the agrieultaral area blocks sold
previcus te 1910 and not about any other
land, because it was ounly within the ag-
ricultural areas that land was priced un-
der the presenl system previous lo ile
Act of 1909 being assented {o. [ can
quite understand that he Minister does
not wish o be compelled (o review the
price of all land suld. The member For
Williams-Narrogin will realise (hat if we
hring  in avsicultural arens previonsly
sold under this Acl, we shall be deing all
that is necessary hecause Free seleciion
was at 10s. an arre up to the Ist Jan-
uary, 1910. This would nol extend ihe
Minister’s work very mueh and it would
bring all the hloeks dealt wilh within the
seope of 1his measure. I suggest that
after “1910" (he words “and to land
within an agrieultural area sold previous
to thal dale” be inserted. 'l'he Mimister
would then get in all he wants.

The Minister for Lands: 1t is not
niecessary to put it in the Bill in order to
get that. Besides, the amendment would
nol be in order.

Hon. J. MITCHELL:
fhe amendment.

We ran amend

The Minister for Lands: Nul 1o the

exient you suggest.
The CHAIRMAN :
altered.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: This extends it
to areas thrown open before thai date
but priced sinee (hat date.

The date eould be

The Minisler for Lands: nol

leave it as it stands?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: If land ean he
repriced without this Bil, a resolution
of the Assembly approving such a course
wonld he sufficient. I will support 1907
if T can gel nothing hetter.

Why

Amendment pui and negatived.

Question (that the Council’'s amend-
ment be nol agreed to) puf, and a div-
ision taken with the following vesult:—

Ayes .. .. .21
Noes .- .. .. 16
Majority for .. .. 5

[ASSEMBLY.]

Avas,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Chesson - Mr. Scaddan
Alr. Colller Mr. B. J, Slubbs
Mr. Foley Mr. Taylor
Mpr. las. Gardiner « Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green Mr. Uaderwoed
Mr. Heilmanu Mr. Walker
Mr. Tludson Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Johnsan Ar. Bolton
M. McDowall (Telier).
Noka.

Mr. Connolly Mr. Piesse
Mr. Cunningham «  Mr. Robinson
Mr. George Mr. Thomson
Mr. Griftiths Mr, Veryard
Mr. Hickuall Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Jdehnsion Mr. Wilimott
Mr. Lefroy Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell ! Mr. Male

| {Telier),
Guestion  thus  passed, the Couneil’s

amendment not agreed to.

No. 2—Ulause 2, in paragraph (b).

line 4, strike oul the word “seven” and
ingert “five” :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
will e remembered there was some diffi-
ety with  amendments referring to
poison land when the Bill was in Com-
mittee here, and that the Premier gave
an assurance thal the date would be al-
teredd to 1905 when the measure was in
another place, I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In this case,
strangely enough, the Minister is willing
to put back the date, while the very ar-
guments used against the previous amend
ment might be used against this one. In
the previous ease the Minister said “No,”
and lhe Counecil’'s amendment was re-
jected. Now the Minister says “Yes” to
a parallel proposal, What sort of legis-
lation are we passing? I want the Com-
mittee to be consistent. One set of people
can go back only to 1910 to have their
land repriced, while another set are per-
nitted to go back to 1905. Why? We
aef no satisfaction from Ministers. T do
not object to this date being 1905; in
fact, T think it onght to be even earlier.
Does the Minisier propose to go back no
furiher than 1905 in this connection for
the purpose of rvectifving anomalies?
The Minister is silent, If it is nol
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his intention to go back beyond
1905, we must amend the amend-
ment. I regret that the Ministers

do not do things in the proper way.
We ought to reduce tbe price of all
poison lands sold during the past 20
vears. Some of this land was selected
at 10s. an acre. The poison has been
costly to eradicate, and it would be pro-
fitable to the State if the land were
given away to anyone who would clear
it of poison. I move an amendment—

That the words 19057 be struck
out, and “1895” be inserted in liew.
The CHATRMAN: The prinecipal Act

goes back to only 1898; therefore the
amendment is not in order.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: 1 move an
ainendment—
That 1305”7 be struck out and

“1899" be inserted in lien,

Mr. WILLMOTT: I canmot support
the amendrient, because I was one of
those who voiced the opinion that 1905
was an equitable peried to insert in the
Bill. That is the year in which the price
of poison land was raised. The Coun-
¢il’s amendment will be aceceptable to the
people occupying poison land.

Mr. THOMSON: On a previous
amendment the Minister gave us an as-
surance that if any anomalies were dis-
covered in the pricing of land taken up
prior to the year named in the Bill he
would see about removing them. We have
not had that assurance from him on this
particular question. There is consider-
able poison country in my electorate, and
also in that of the member for Wagin
(Mr. 8. Stobbs) who, when asking me
to lock after the interests of his electo-
tate during his absence on sick leave,
stressed the point that I should spare
no pains to see the people in the poison
areas got justice. 1 wish the Minister
would give nus an assurance that, failing
the acceptance of the amendment of the
hon. member for Northam (Hon. J.
Mitehell), he will himself rectify any
anomalies in respect of poison lands
alienated before the date specified in the
clanse.

192
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
give that assurance. I will be fair to all
conecerned.

Amendment (Hon. J. Mitehell’s) put
and negatived.

Question put and passed; the Coun-
cil's amendment agreed to,

Siiting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

[Mr. McDowall took the Chair.]

No. 3—Insert a new clause:—*“In re-
epect of any land held under conditional
purchase lease, which is more than twelve
miles from any station or siding on an
exisling rallway, the Minster may ex-
empt the lessee of such land from pay-
ment of rent for any period up to five
years, and may extend the term of the
lease, subjeet to the conditions set out
in the last preceding section”:

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This
will impose a very great financial loss
on the State. The board appointed by
Mr. Bath brought in a recommendation
that the exemption from payment of the
first five years rent should be considered,
but they did not approve of a reduction
in the priee of land.

Mr. E. B. Johuston: Only to £1 per
acre.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
Mr. Bath would not agree to the recom-
mendation of the board, but thought the
price of land should be reduced and that
there should be no exemption. The Gov-
ernment adopted this policy. The loss
by the reprieing represents £30,000, and
now we are asked to grant the exemption
in addition.

My, James Gardiner: Does that mean
the average annual loss?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Part
of the loss is due to the reduction in the
annual payments.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Owing to the ex-
tension of time.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
but in addition there is a direct loss ow-
ing to the reduction in the price of land.
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Mr, James Gardiner: An ullimate loss.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
The Couneil's proposal means wriling oft
part of the capital cost, not deferring
rent.

My, Heitmann : It must be paid at the

el of the term.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
amendment does not say so. One conld
understand the proposal if it referred to
land uitimately to be served by railway
communieation,  True, it ineludes sueh
land. but it includes land which, so far
as [ ean see, will permanently he more
than 12 miles from a railway. The land
north of Baandee through the Yorkrakine
district iz 18 miles from a railway, and
it will he many vears before the State
c¢an bmild a line between (he Kastern
gzoldfields and the Dowerin-Merredin
lines. Therefore, this would apply to
all land permanently outside the 12 miles
vadius of a railway.

Mr. Griffiths: Is not thaf more reason
why those people should he assisied?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
ar¢ being assisted hy the reduclion in
the price of their land. The hon. mem-
her might ask why not give them the land
for nolling. An hon, member for popn-
lariiy should not advocate giving away
the Jand, for he has an obligation to the
Siate to see that the people’s heritage
is nol alt-geilier saerificed. The amend-
ment asks {oo great a sacrifice. It does
not limit the exemption to land newly
selected, but applies to all Iand, whereas
the Bill applies to only a portion of the
State.  Further, farmers around Nor-
tham more than 12 miles from a railway.
having paid. say. 15 vears rent, would be
enlitled 1o claim five vears exemption. 1
move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

The PREMIER: It is due to the coun-
iry and to myself, as Treasurer. to know
how this will affect the fipances, and T
am not in a position 10 give the informa-
fion. The repricing will mean a loss of
£30,000 to the revenue, and if there is to
be a further imposition we should know

[COUNCIL.)

what it will amount to before aceepiing
the amendment.  Therefore, | suggest
that progress he veported.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Progress reporfed.

Iouse adjourned at 7.47 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Tuesday, 23rd Norember, 1915

Auditor Genernl's Report
Pupers presented.,, 2599
Question : T.and rents, re- purclmsed estates

Bills: Appropriation, re-com, ..599
Supplementary Toan, £1,300, 000 Eu Com 2603
Boad Closure, measage .. 2638

Licensing Act Amendment Coutinvanc e,
wesrage . 38

Bale of Liquor Regulatmn (\u 2,
Agsent to Bills .. .

PRESIDEXT took the Chair at
and read prayers.

The

& pam.,

AUDITOR GENERALS REIPORT.

The PRESIDEXT: I have to report
the receipt of the following leiter from
the Audit Department under date 23rd
Nuvvember, 1915:—

In pursuance of Section 53 of the
Andit Ad, 1904, and  following {lie
procedure adopled last vear. T have the
honour to transmit, for presenlation lo
the Legislative Council, a copy of the
Hon. the Colonial Treasurer’s sinle-
ment of the public aceounls of the
Stale of Western Australia for the
finaneial year ended 301h June, 1915,
together with Part 1. of my report
thereon. Part I1. is in course of jpre-
paration, and will he {ransmitted to
vou at an early dale. T have the hon-
our to be, Sir. vour obedient zervant.
(Sizned) . 8. Toppin, Auwditor (en-
eral.



