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Hon). E. ROSE: I do not think his work
here has qualified him for recommending a
potato expert for the South-West. We want
a fully qualified man. As a rule the am ap-
pointed to these positions are not qualified.
Mr. Baxter says that Mr. Wiekens has control
of the State farms and of the butter and bacon
factories. Judging by the result of the Bus-
Belton factory, I do not think he has proved
himself altogether capable. The State farm,
at Brunswick is sending the whole of its cream
all the way to flusseltont. That in itself should
condemnt the action of the manager. Why
should not that Cream be sent to Banbury and
so save ninny miles of railway carriage?

Hon. H. Stewvart: floes not Mr. Wickens
know all about potatoesi

Hon. E. ROSE: I cannot say, but I know
wYe certainly want a potato export down there
to advise the growers. Mr. Baxter quoted the
tonnage of potatoes grown in Western Aus-
tralia during the pact two years. Over 2,000
tons per annum are sent away from farmis
along the Collie River. It was that district I
had in mind wheni speaking of the blight. The
question there is very serious. Unless we learn
how to eradicate the blight, all the smaller
growers will be squeezed out of the industry.
We want to know the best and cheapest way
of eradicating the blight. 'Mr. Baxter alsoa
stated that 4%4 acres of potatoes were growing
at the Brunswick State Farm. Fromt what I
have seen, the potatoes have not been a success
at Brunswick. Only two or three years ago
they had a blight there, and I asked Mr. Coll-
nor" what was wrong with the potatoes. ]{c
replied, ''Irisht blight.'' I thon asked hilli if
hie had tried the spray and he said, ''No.
Have YOU any other questions to ask?'" That
was the attitude of Mr. Connor towards a
civil inquiry. t do not know that it is nees
sary to say anything further, seeing that Mr.
Baxter has already appointed Mr. Young for
the time being. I hope that, if Air. Young is
not -found to be capable, he will be replaced
by an expert. There are only 13 cows milking
on the Brunswick State Farm, and blow the
farm can be financially successful, I do not
know.

Hon. C. F. Baxter (Honorary Minister):- I
did not say it was. I thought you were re-
ferring to the butter factory.

Hon. E. ROSE: If Mr. Wickens were the
man hie is said to be, he would advise the Gov-
ement to buy more stock anid so make the
farm more profitable. I an, pleased to hear
that it is proposed to purchase some cows and
to introduce good pigs down there. In view
of what Mr. Baxter has said, I wvill withdraw
the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

House adjourned at 9.59 p.m.

legfslative liezembim,
Tuesday, 3rd December, 1918.

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

[For ''Questions on Notice'' and ''Papers
Presented'' see ''Votes and Proceedings.")]

PAPERS-WIT{DRAWAL FROM TABLE.
Mr. SPEAKER: I would draw the atten-

tion of hon. members to the fact that the file
relating to the Goldfields Mining and General
Workers Industrial Union of Workers has
been asked for by the department. I shall be
glad if bon. members will peruse it before to-
mnorrow, as T intend to permit its removal from
the Table of the House.

BILL-DISCHARGED SOLDIERS' SET-
- TLEMENT.

Resumied from the 29th November; Mr.
Stubbs in the Chair; the Premier in charge of
the Bill.

Clause 24--Restriction onl right of transfer:
Hon. J. MITCHELL: This clause will not

allowv a soldier to transfer his land under a
period of 10 years. I think that is too long.
It seeims to Inc that five years' residence
should be sufficient.

The PREMIER: We should not allow a re-
tUre soldier to transfer under a period of
10 year-s a lease which, has bceen granted to
him under such generous conditions. It would
he unwise to allow the lease to be transferred
too soon and five years is not long enough.

Mr. SMITH: I cannot agree with the Pre-
mier. T. do not see why we should make any
distinction between lenses granted to soldiers
and leases granted to others. We are granting
these Concessions to soldiers for services ren-
dered, and if they put in the ordinary term
of five years there should be no objection at
the end of that period to the soldiers doing
what they like with the property. They have
rightly earned it, and having spent five years
in improving the property, it would he hard
upon them to make any distinction so far as
they are concerned. I move as amendment-

That the word ''ten'' be struck out and
''five'' inserted in lieu.
Amendment put and passed; the clause, as

amended, agreed to.
Clause 25-agreed to.
Clause 26-Power to extend Act to advances

made before the commencement thereof:
Hon. T. WALKER: What is the scope to

be given to those who are interested, apart
from the Government or the board, in settling
soldiers upon the land?

The PREMIER: Tinis is intended to legal-
ise any concessions that have been granted to
the returned soldier in accordance with the
provisions of this Bill.

I-aon. T. Walker: By whom?
The PREMIER: By the Government. It

cannot apply to any scheme, but that which
has been set in motion by the Government.
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This merely makes the Bill retrospective in
regard to these matters.

lion. T'. WALKER: If it simply means
what has been done in anticipation of the Bill
the clause should say so.

The Premier: That is all.
Hon. T. WALKER: That is not stated.

There ar-e many private schemes that contem-
plate thle settlement of returned soldiers, and
this clause ought to be amended to prevent it
from embracing those schemes.

The Premier: There are no private schemes
in operation.

Hon. T. WVALKER: The clause should be
amended so that the Governor may extend it
to all things done with the sanction of the
Ooverninent in contemplation of the passing
of this measure.

The PREMIER: I -think the clause is de-
finite enough as it is. Power is only given to
the Executive to extend the provisions of the
Act in this way. It only applies to any scheme
which mnay be embodied ia the Bill, and to no
other. I know of no scheme except those
which have been inaugurated by the Govern-
mtent.

Hon. P. Collier: There may be some.
The PREMIER: There are none now, and

after the Bill is passed it will not apply to
any. I do not know that there is even a neces-
sity for the clause.

Hon. T. 'WALKER: I move an amend-
ment-

That after the word "made" in line 2
there be inser-ted "with thle sanction of the
Gov-erment. "
The PREMIER: I have no objection to

that.
Amendment put and passed; the clause, as

amended, agreed to.
Clauses 27 to 29-agreed to.
Postponed Clause 1O-pecial provision for

settlement of discharged soldiers:
The PREMIER: I move an amendment-

That in Subelause 4 all the words after
"bell be struck out and "t remitted, butthis
shall not apply to an area of more than
100,000 acres" be inserted in lieu.

This will mean that the payment of the rent
on a pastoral lease granted to a discharged
soldier may, for the first five years term, be
remitted.

Mr. ANGELO: If this amendment is car-
ried, will it debar a returned soldier from ap-
plying for more than 100,000 acres?

The Premier: No. If he takes up 500,000
acres, this wilt apply to 100,000 acres, and
no more.

Amendment put and passed.
The PREMIER: I move a further amend-

nmet-
That Subelause 4, as amended, of Clause

10 stand as Clause 12.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Postponed Clause 11-Price of land:
Hon. J. MITCHELL: I move an amend-

met-
That, in lines 5 to 8, the words "or (b)

before the commencement of this Act, but
after his appointment as an officer or en-
listmnent as a member of the forces, as afore-

said" be struck out.
The PREMIER: I have no objection to the

amiendmnent.
Amendment put and passed.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: I move a further

aumendment'-
That, in lines 9 to 15, the words "by

one-half; and any discharged soldier who,
at the time of his appointment or enlistment
as aforesaid, was the holder of a conditional
purchase lease under the Land Act, 1898,
shall not, as fromi the date of his appoint-
ment or enlistment, be required to pay more
than one-half of the balance of the purchase
money (exclusive of the value of improve-
ments, if any) payable in respect of his
holding" be struck out,

The proposal is to reduce the price of land
by one-half. The effect will be to let the sol-
dier select up to 640 acres of agricultural land
Just as hie can select 100,000 acres of pastoral
land, the 640 acres being the same as the 10
acres free fann to-day. I shall later move
a subelause to give effect to that desire. The
040 acres will really be a free homestead farma,
but the provision will apply only to the wheat
belt. It would be better to allow the soldier
640 acres free of all charges than to allow
him half rent on, say, 2,000 acres, If he
were selecting 2,000 acres he would be better
off under the half rent arrangement, but if he
were selecting only 1,000 acres hie would be
better off by getting the 640 acres free. -If
we want to be liberal to the soldier, Jot us give
him 040 acres free under the conditions of re-
sidcee and improvements.

Mr. Smith: What would be the average
value of 640 acres?

Hon. 3. MITCHELL: The value may be
10s. or perhaps 15s. per acre.

Mr. Smith: Suppose the soldier took 2,000
acres priced at 20s. per acre?

Rona. .7. MITCHELL: In that case, of
conrse, the soldier would save £1,000.

lHon. W. C. Angwin: Your proposal is to
put alt soldiers on the same level?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes.
Mr. Smith: The Bill is really more generous

to the soldier than your proposal.
Hon. T1. MITCHELL: Only in the case of

those who take up very large areas.
The Premier: But one can only take up

2,000 acares of grazing lease.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: One can take up

1,000 acres uinder Section 55 and 1,000 acres
under Section 56, neither of which would be a
grazing lease at all.

Hon. P. Collier: The ore is with residence,
and the other is without residence.

lion, J. MITCHELL: One can take up
5,000 aes of grazing lease.

Mr. Harrison: Section 56 carries double im-
provenients.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes. I am anxious
to see all soldiers get equal treatment, and
also the treatment that will snit them best.

The PREMIER: I think I shall he able to
satisfy the House that the provisions proposed
by the Government are more reasonable than
those which the bon. me~mber desires to insert.
In the first place, no one can take up more than
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1,000 acres of first-class laud. Of course, in
addition hie can have a homestead lease of 160
acres anid, if he wishes, he can take up 5,000
acres as a grazing lease. Under the provisions
of the Bill, the soldier will get 160 acres free.
To that every selector is entitled. Then the
soldier gets 1,000 acres at half-price. Sup-
pose the lpnd he valued at 10s. per acre, the
total value would be £500; at half-price, of
course, it would be £250. So the returned
soldier would pay £250 for 1,160 acres. The
lion, member, in his amendment would allow
the returned soldier 640 acres free, but the
returned soldier would have to pay for the
balance at 10s. per acre, which would amount
to £260. Therefore, under the amendment the
soldier would be paying £10 more than he
would have to pay under the Bill. Say a
soldier takes up 3,000 acres of grazing lease.
of that urea 160 acres would be free. That
leaves 2,840 acres at 4s. per acre, Or £9568,
H1-alf of that amount is £284. Under the
amendment he would be allowed 640 acres
free, which would reduce the area to 2,860
acres, for which he would pay full price, or
£C472, whereas under the Bill he would be calledI
upon to pay £284 for the same proposition.' It
will thus be seen that the conditions in the Bill
are more generous. on the larger area than is
the amendment, while even on the smaller area
there would be an advantage of £10.

Hon. J1. Mitchell: No.
The PREMIER: But it is so. He can take

up 1,000 acres, and in addition he has 160
acres as a. homestead.

Mr. Pilkington: But you are not giving
credit for the 160 free acres under the amend-
Meat.

'Ron. R E. S, Willmott: But that is wrong.
The PREMIER: It is proposed in the

amendment not only to give the returned
soldier 640 acres free, but also to give him the
right to apply for another 160 acres as a
homestead lease, I amn afraid it would cause
a great deal of trouble determinng whether
the climatic conditions were unsuitable for in-
tense cultivation.

Hon. .1. Mitchell: We are not discussing
that now.

The PREMIER: No, but the hion. member,even in his first amendment, proposes to adopt
that proposal. The provisions in the Bill are
generous, and I hope the hon. member will not
press his amendment.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: On the larger area,
I must admit, the Bill has an advantage over
my amendment. I was not so much concerned
about the larger area, but I do want to be
generous to the extent of a farm.

Mr. Munsie; And to give every man the
same concession.

Hon. 3. MITCHELL: Yes. An area of 1,000
acres would be a fair-sized farm on the wheat
belt. If the returned soldier took up 1,000 acres
he would be £4 better off under my proposal
than undtr the Bill. I was surprised to bear the
Premier say that a man could take up only
1,000 acres of first-class land and 160 acres
of homestead, because I think a man can take
3,000 acres under residence conditions and

1,000 tinder noni-residence conditions, or 2,000
acres in all.

The Premier: But the soldier must reside.
Hon.J 1. ITCHELL: Yes, but lie may in

addition select 1,000 acres under Section 56'
of the Land Act. Therefore he can take 2,000,
acres in all.

The Premier: But I imeant under residence.
Hen, J. MITCHELL: Any soldier may take-

up 2,000 acres. I admnit that on the larger
area he would be better off under the Pre-
mier 's scheme, but on the smualler area he
would be much better off under my proposal.
When I f rained my amendment I was contem-
plating agricultural hand, not pastoral areas.
.[ confess that for some injured mnen the graz-
ing faring might be of considerable advantage.
I should be sorry to Interfere with the Pre-
mlier 's proposal in that regard, but so far as
my proposal applies to agricultural lands, it
is absolutely right. If the aniendmient is
carried I hope the Premier will provide a new
clause dealing with grazing lenses.

Mr. MALEY: I do not prop~ose to support
the anienduicut with regard to time larger areas.
We have a definite illustration of the non-
success of farming in this country with men
holding areas not large enough to carry stock.
The people who have gone under have been
those who have confined their attentions solely
to agriculture, those who have not had snfft-
cient area to graze stock, My advice would be
to take as much area as possible and stock the
holdings instead of going in for agriculture or
anything else solely.

Mr. MIJINSIE: I do not like the clause or
the amendment. If we are limiting the area
to 1,000 acres, there is not the -necessity for
the amendment that there would be if the area
were not limited. If the elause is carried as
it is now, it certainly will give a man in a
position to take up a larger area a greater
benefit than the man who can only take up
1,000 acres. As it stands we are not giving
the man who has a c.p. lease a fair deal. If
a soldier has paid half the money owing on the
land and he returns from the Front, the Bill
only gives him a rebate of half of the balance
owing, whereas the soldier who did not have
land and who enlisted and returns, gets the
full rebate. If there is to be no amendment
to give a man who has already taken up a
e.p. area better conditions than the clause
gives him, I will support the amendment which
has been moved.

The Premier: I have an amendment which
will meet the position.

Amendment put and negatived.
The PREMIER: I move an amendment-

That after the word "odn" at the
end of line 15 the following words be
added:---' ' and one half of the amount of
instalments of purchase money paid by him
prior to his appointment or enlistment ex-
elusive of the value of improvements, if any,
may be applied towards the payment of
such balance of the purchase money."1
Mr. MUNSIE: I agree that the amendment

makes the position fair. The Premier stated
the returned soldier may possibly he taking up
land that has been repurchased with improve-
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meats on it. Therefore, this amendment will
not apply to repurclhased land.

Hon. 3. MI~itchell: Often Crown lands are
improved before sale.

The Premier: The clause does not apply to
repurchased land.

Amendment put and passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Title-agreed to.

[The Speaker -resumed the Chair.]

Dill reported.

BILL-CRIUMINAIJ CODE AM~ENDMENT.
Council 'a Amendments.

Schedule of six amendments made by the
Legislative Council now considered.

In Committee.
MA Stubbs in the 'Chair; the Attorney

General in charge of the Bill.
N14o. 1. Clause 7, Subelause (1).-Add the

following proviso: -Provided that if the
offender's age does not exceed twenty-one
years he is guilty of a mnisdemeanour, and
liable to imprisonment with hard labour for
two years with or without whipping:.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In this
amendment made by the Legislative Council a
differentiation in the ease of carnal offenees
has been made in the punishment meted out
between an offender under 21 and an offender
over that age. A somewhat similar sugges-
tion was made in Committee in this Chamber
by the member for North-East Freman tlc.
see no reason to object to the amendment. I
move-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Mr. ROOKS: I cannot see why a girl of

isixteen should be made responsible, whereas a
boy is not made wholly responsible until he
is 21. When the Bill was in Committee I
moved to raise the age of responsibility of a
girl to 18. In order to be consistent I move
an amendment on the Council's amendmient-

That the words "twenty-one" be struck
out and "eighteen" inserted in lieu.
Amendment put and a division taken with

the following result:-
Ayes .. . . -- 13
Noes

Majority against ..

19

a

Avis.
Mr. Anawin
Mr. Breen
Mr. Chesson
Mr. Collier
Mr. Davies
Mt. Foley
Mr. Green

Mr Jones
Mr. Lambert

Mr. Rooke
Mr. Walker

Mr. Willcock
Mr. Munlsle

(Tellr.)

Mr. Angelo
Mr. Brown
Mr. Deft
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. George
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Lerfroy
Mr. Maley
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Mullany

Ness.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Nairn
Fl llcngtonr
R. 'T. Robinson
Smith
Teesdale
Underwood
Veryard
Wilimott
Hardwick

(Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Question put anid passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.
No. 2. Clause 7, Subolause (3),-Strike out

this subelause, and insert the following in lieu
thereof:-(3.) A prosecution under this sec-
tion must be begun within three months after
the offence has been committed!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This amend-
meet is in connection with the lapse of time
during which a prosecution may be made for
the actual committal of an offence upon a girl,
and also for the attempt to cominit such an
offence. The amendment made by another
place substitutes for the term of six months,
as was contained in the Bill when it reached
the Council, a period of three months. When
a girl of ill has carnal knowledge with a man
it. is reasonable to assume that she will not
own up to it until circumstances reveal the
fact; and discovery cannot probably be made
before the lapse of three or five months.
Women's associations and mothers complain
that three imonths is too short a time, because
it renders it possible for persons, who should
be liable, to get off scot free. Under the orig-
inal Euglish Act of 1885 a charge had to be
made within three months, and that was the
Statute copied when the amnended Criminal
Code was broughit forward by the member for
Han owna. In 1904 in England that three
months was extended to six months. I find by
the Criminal Law Amending Bill of 1918,
which, according to the report I have, had
passed its second reading, there vias a pro-
posal to increase the period to [2 months. If
it is suggested in England to increase the
term to 12 months it is not unreasonable to
ask the Committee to pass legislation. fixing
it at six months. I therefore oppose the
amendment made by the Council. I move-

That the amendment be not agreed to.
Mr. ROOKE- We have had two eases re.-

cently, one in, Perth and one in Subiaco, in
which assaults have been committed against
girls, and in which proceedings could not be
instituted, when it was found necessary to do
so, because the period of three months had
elapsed. T hope the Committee will disagree
with the Council's amendment.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

No. 3. Clause 8, Subelause. (1), paragraph
(iii).-After the word ''guardian" insert the
word "employer,'' and add the following pro-
viso:-Provided that if the offender's age
does not exceed twenty-one years he is guiltyr
of a misdemeanour and liable to imprisonment
with hard labour for two years with or with-
out whipping.

132.5



1326 LASSEMBLY.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is pro-
posed by this amendment to add to the cate-
gory, provided in the clause, persons who are
employers of girls. It is quite right that girls
should be protected, not only from school-
masters or teachers, guardians, and so on, but
that they should also be protected from those
who stand to thern in the relation of employers
who for the time being may be said to have
the care of the"'. I move-

That the amiendmient be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council 's

amendment agreed to.
No, 4. Clause 3, Snbclause (3), omit the

first two lines and insert: ''If a person ac-
cused of the offence of unlawfully and inde-
cently dealing with a girl under the age of
sixteen years proves that the act was done
with the consent of the girl":

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: While the
Bill was being discussed here, an lion, member
took exception to Subelause (3) and an amend-
ment was carried providiag that if the act
was done with the consent of the girl and the
accused believed the girl to be over the age of
sixteen years, then be should stand in the same
position as if the girl'Is age had in fact been
what he believed it to be. While the Bill was
passing from this House to another place, it
occurred to me that the provision had been
made too wide; and I took steps to induce the
leader of another place to confine the pro-
vision solely to girls between the ages of thir-
teen and sixteen years, and not let it apply to
idiots' or imbeciles. In the ease of idiots or
inmbeciles, age should be no protection what-
ever to an offender. Similarly, in the ease of
girls under the age of seventeen years it should
be no defence to a guardian or school teacher
r employer, all of whoni would have means of

knowing the age of the girl, to say, "'I be-
lieved the girl was over the ag of seventeen
years.'' Girls under guardianship should have
protection up to the age of seventeen years. I
accordingly move-

That the amendment be agreed to.
Hlon. W. C. ANGWIN: I fail to under-

stand the reference to "the age of thirteen
years."I

Hon. T. Walker: It seems to be in the
wrong place.

Mr. Pilkington: It is quite right.
The Attorney General:. The word "povs

carries it right through.
flon. W. C. AN~rWIN: The provision re-

fers to girls between the ages of thirteen and
sixteen years.

Mr. Pilkington: Yes.
Ron. P. CJOLLIER:. As I understand the

position, if the amendment is agreed to, any
person accused of indecently dealing with a
girl between thirteen and sixteen years of age
offers a sufficient defence if? he proves that be
had tile consent of the girl.

The Attorney General: No. If lie proves
that he believed the girl to be over the age of
sixteen years he shall stand in the same posi-
tion. as if sheo had in fact been over that age.

Mr. Pilkington: He would be guilty as if'
the girl were, say, 16% years old.

Hon. P. COLLIER: What does the refer-
ence to the act having been done with the
girl's, consoent meant

The Attorney General: Go on reading the
clause.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I want it to be per-
fectly clear that consent on the part of a girl
under sixteen years is not to be deemed a
sufficient defence.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That is not
so. Before an accused man can get the benefit
of belief as to the girl's age, he must prove
hier consent. If there is no consent, the case
i5 one of rape.

Question put and passed; the Council's
axuenrlinent agreed to.

No. 5. Clause 1), alter the word "by,'' in
line 2, insert the words "inserting the word
'emlployer' after the word 'guardian' in line
1, and by":

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The punc-
tuation of this amendment appears to be
wrong.

Sitting suspended from 6.11 to 7.30 p.m.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Before tea
I was a little confused as to the meaning of
amiendument No. 5. The difficulty about it is
that it is an amendment on an amendment.
Its object is to insert after ''guardian,'' in
Section 190 of the Criminal Code, the word
"temployer," and to do this the amendment
of the Council has taken the peculiar form
presented on the Notice Paper. It is quite in
order, andi it is really consequential en our
having introduced the term "employer'' into
the privileged crass intimately associated with
young persons. I move-

That tie amendment be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council'Is

Amendnient agreed to.
No. 6-Strike out Clause 13:
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It will be

remembered that Clause 13 is an amendment
of Section 211. It deals with racing, and it
was introduced at the eleventh hour. It was
contended that we should state plainly in the
statute whether betting on racecourses was or
wasl not allowed. The Committee took upon
itself to amend the section as provided in
Clause 18. At the time I was in favour of
leaving things as they were, and so I agree
with the amendment. I move-

That the amendmnent be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.)'

Resolutions reported and the report adopted.
A, commiittee 'consisting of the Attorney

General, Hon. T. Walker, and Mr. Davies drew
up reasons for not agreeing to the Council's
amiendmnent No. 2.

Reasons adopted and a Message accordingly
returned to the Council.

BILL--AGRCULTURAL LANDS P-UR-
CHASE ACT AMENDMENT.

In .Commnittee.
Mr. Stubbs ia thu Chair; the Premnier in

charge of the Hill.
Clau~es 1, 2-agreed to.
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Clause 3-Amendment of Section 4:
Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: When speaking on

the second reading I made a mistake in re-
gard to this clause. I apologise to the Pre-
mier for that error.

Clause put amid passed.
Clauses 4, 5-agreed to.
Clause 6-Amendment of Section 8:
Hon. W. C. ANGWVIN: This strikes out

from the Act the words "and is likely to be
immediately selected for agricultural settle-
ment." I think some explanation should he
given, floes it mean that the Government do
not intend to purchase land likely to be
selected for agricultural settlement? In any
ease I think the Lands Purchase Board might
well deal with this.

The PREMIER: It is considered by the
Lands Department that this has caused some
inconvenience. The land may not be all re-
quired for agricultural settlement; somte of it
may be suitable only for grating purposes.
I conclude that the Lands Department has
found souse difficulty in this matter and lins
thought it better that the words should be
struck out. As it is, the provision hampers
the operations of the department.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 7, 8-agreed to.
Clause 9-Extensionl of thle term of leases:
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: This clause is very

indefinite. In almost every case the matter is
left entirely to the dliscretion of the Minister.
Under the clause no person can state what
actually can be offered to a soldier, because
the Minister muay vary the conditions consid-
erably. Paragraphs (a) and (b) extend the
terms for payment, but when wec come to
No. 2 we find that they ''may" dispense with
certain things, that they ''may'' impose cer-
tamn conditions or "my do away with the
lot. The position should be definitely set out.

Mr. MALEY: Paragraph (a) of the clause
extends the period of the lease of all condi-
tional purchase leases from 20 to 30 years,
and this was a measure of relief that was
brought about by the people on the repur-
chased estates in my district, and it is a form
of relief which thu Government extended ' I
question the measure of relief, because those.
settlers are on high priced land and the burden
of interest is almost unbearable. Apropos of
this I1 would like to ask what has been done in
connection with the recent deputation to the
Premier from those people on ropurchased
estates. I would like to know whether this is
all the alleviation which is to be given to these
particular settlers in that regard.

The Premier: The price of land has been
reduced.

Mr. MALEY: In mnany eases, yes, and in
sense cnses, no.

Clause put and passed.
Clause ID-Bate of interest payable by

lessees:
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: What is the reason

for charging 1 per cent, in excess of the rate
payable for the money raised for the acquisi.
tion of land? This Bill has been brought in
to deal with returned soldiers with the idea of
settling them on land adjacent to our rail-

ways. Why charge them 1 per cent. in addi-
tion to thle rate paid for money raised I In
all probability the Treasurer will bave to pay
6 per cent. and these people will be made to
pay 7.

Nion. F. E. S. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter) :To make it cover extra expenses.

Non. W. C. ANGWIN:. No, not at all.
What extra expense can there tel

Hon. r. E. s. Wisnott (Honorary Minis-
ter)- Subdivision and survey.

Hon. W, C. ANOWIN: No, the expenses of
subdivision and survey are added to the cost
of the land. This clause merely deals with
the rate of interest. I1 move an amendment-

That in line 2 the words "one per ceni-
turn i excess of" be struck out.
The PREMIER: These words were inserted

so as to provide for the payment of adminis-
tration.

The Colonial Treasurer: It costs from 1/.
to T4 per cent, for the administration.

The PREMTE: And it was thought that it
would take more than %4 per cent. It was
considered, therefore, that it would only be
right that we should protect thle State by
adding I per cent, in excess of the rate pay-
able.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I hope the amendment
will to agreed to. The proposal in the clause
scenms to savour of the pound-of-flesh attitude.
I1 would not mind it so much if this principle
applied all round in regard to the use of
public funds, but we know perfectly well that
in many directions money is being used and
nothing more than the actual interest paid,
and even not that much sometimes is asked for.

Mr. Smnith: What was the rate proposed to
be charged to the ship builders?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The interest proposed
there was 51/ per cent.

The Colonial Treasurer: That was I per
cent, nmore than we were paying for it.

The Attorney General: ft was insurance
money.

Mr. Smith: Confiscated money.
Hon. P. COLLIER: 'We were generous to

the proposed shipping company with funds
that really did not belong to us, funds con-
fiscated from other sources; but that is by the
way. It seems to me even allowing for ad-
ministration, assurnitug that it would absorb
3/_ to ZY per cent., it is a charge that the
State might wvell pay. It we oily recover
the interest that we paid we should be doing
very well.

Thu Colonial Treasurer: I think we would:'
Hon. P. COLLIER: As a matter of fact,

we do not recover it in dozens of other dire-
tions, and I think we should not impose condi-
tions more stringent upon the people who will
be affected by this measure than we do in
other directions.

Amiendment put and passed; the clause as
acseided agreed to.

Clause li1-Deferment of rent payable by
discharged soldiers:

Mr. MALEY: In the Discharged Soldiers
Bill we struck out the word ''deferred'' and
substituted ''waived." I think the conces-
sion could equally well apply to the returned
soldiers settled on conditional purchase lands
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as to those following pastoral pursuits. The
initial outlay is not nearly so great in regard
to pastoral pursuits as it is in respect of agri-
culture. I move an ameandment-

That inl line 2 "deferred" be struck Out
and "remit"' inserted in lieu.
The IIEMI IR: The two &ases are in no

way analogous. Plastoral leases are Grown
lands, but this provision deals with repur-
chased estates. If the amendment be agreed'
to tile State wilt be losing the rent for firn
years and will still hare to pay the interest
On thn Ouitlay. It is a totally different posi-
tion front that of the leasing of ordinary
Crown lands. Thle amendment -would mnean a
very serious thing for the State. I hope tile
hon. ienriber will not press the amnendmnitt.

Mr, ANGrELOQ: I agree that the two eases
are not analogous. The returned soldier go-
ing onl to a pastoral lease has to be content
-with land inferior in quality to that already
acquired. Several applications by returned
soldiers have been reeived for pastoral land
in tile Cascoyne district which has lain idle
for thle last 20 years. It ip but a small con-
cessi.n to give those soldiers that land rent
tree for thle first five years, but 1 do not think

wala afford to givre ladon repurchased
estaltes free, as proposed in thle amiendmnent.

11r. AITALFY: The Government have power
to repurchiase lands held uinder pastoral leases.

liou. F. F.I S. Willmnott (Honorary Minis-
ter): We cannot resumle a pastoral lease.

Or. MLY: Well, if that is so, I ask
leave to withdraw the atmendmient.

Amiendmkent by leave withdrawn.
Clause plit and Passed.
Clause 12-Power to acquire land compul-

sorily for the settlentent of discharged sol-
diers:

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: I more an amend.
ment-

That thle proviso be struck out.
Soic of our landholders have mtore land titan
they ean wvork, and it would be better if lpor-
tion of that land were taken from them and
cultivated by somebody else. Under the
clause, laud cannot 1)0 acquired unless it ex-
ceeds the Value of £10,000, exclusive of imc-
provenients, I think this question Of linuita-
tion should 1)0 left entirely with the Gov-
ermnent. If there lie unu sed land and it can
be acquired without hardship to the owner,
the Govreranient should have power to acquire
it, whatever its valueo may be, There should
lie no limitation. Theo striking out of tile pro-
Viso will achieve this object. Along the Won-
gaii H-ills railway there are thousands of acres
lying unimproved. If the owners of that land
Paid their rents they could not carry on. It
wonld be in the interests of those owners if
the Government decided to acquire some of
that land.

The PREsMIER: Thle amiendment is very
drastic. It nteans that the Governmtent ay
compulsorily acquire any private land in
Western Australia. Already we have gone
farther than tins - any other State Govern-
mnent. In Queensland tbe value is limited to
£20,000, and in all the other States it is higher
than is set down in this proviso. I cannot
agree to the amendment, for it would frighten

everybody out of the country. Sonte people
have too miuch land and would be very mtueh
better off if they hadl less. Therefore I do
not think it is any hardship to give power
to acquire land where it erceeds £10,000 in
value; but it would appear -very much like
confiscation if we made it legal for the Gov-
erntent to compulsorily acquire, under this
provision, any mn's laud], no matter what its
value.

MKr' A NG0ELO0: I amn inclined to support
thle amnenditent. We must realise that a great
dleal of the lack of development in certain por-
tions of thle State is duei to the holding of
large unused at-ens. 1 should prefer the limi-
tation to take the fornm of stating the time
for which the land miust have been previously
held without imtprovemtent, Thle Premier has
said that there tire menl in the State holding
land which they will not improve. Surely
these peop~le should be made to disgorge that
land, i~f a manl has held laud for Jo0 years
andi has itot imiproved it, whether it is one
-are or 20,000 acres, thle Governtent should
be autherised to resnin it for the benefit of
returned soluliersa.

Mr. ]3ROUN: I hope thle .remier will leave
the proviso as it is. The clause gives all the
piowers that are necessary to bring about the
eonmpnlsory sale of these large estatas. In the
old established areas along our railway lines
thlere is a good deal of land which is worth
up to £2 and £3 an acre. The Inca who arc
holdinig those lands are experienced farmers.
Are we going to leave it open for any Gov'-
erantent to compulsorily resnte those estates,
and replace the experienced farmers by iter-
perienced furmners?

Hon. W. 0. Angwin:- Yes, if they are not
improving their lands.

lfin. P. COLLIER: The amendment would
confer upon the Government the power to take
a holding away from any person. The inept-
ber for Northi-East F'rem~antle, however, as-
surnd that this powver would 1)0 exercised with
Judgment. He did not think for a mnoment
that laud would be taken fron an experienced
farmier and placed in the hands of an inecx-
perienced farinr

Mr. B3raun: That cn be done.
lion. P. COLLIER: Of course, if we have

any Govcrntent foolish enough to do such a
thing. There are not many agricultural es-
ttes in Western Australia of an unimproved

va:lune exceeding £10,000. If the Bill is to
bie effective, -wc m ust have a fairly
low limitation. Mfuch of the settled
lainds alongside our railways have net
been properly developed. and settlers as a
result, have becit forced into inferior parts of
the ontry. Thle interest of no individual
owning these old estates should be per.
mlitted to stand in thle way of the interests of
the State. LHe should be pushed off, if
lie will not improve his land, in order
that others may have an opportunity
of doing so. I should like to know
fromt the Prouier the number, arcs, and
estimated] value of estates which have been
offered to the Government for repatriation
purposes. Inl cases wh ere estates of 10,000 acres
have been lying idle for generations, we
should have power to resume them for re-
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turned soldiers. Whilst it might be dangerous
to strike out the proviso, I think -we might
reduce the limitation mentioned in it.

lIon. WV. U. AY\GWIN: The general opinion
seemis to he against thle striking out of this
proviso, When I moved my amendment I had
no thought of party politics. There arc areas
which are held by men who do not make full
use of them, and that is detrimental to the in-
terests of the State. I have confidence in the
'Governnmnt not exercising these poewers with-
out using their discretion. I. do not think they
would tWrit off experioeced men and put inex-
perienced inca. in their places. If a mian has

ac00Rres, however, and leaves half of it
uniprovedl and Inns no intention of improving
it, the Government should, be able to see that
this land is dealt with in such a way that it
canl assist inl paying thle interest and sinking
fund of our railway system, in viewv of what
lias taken place I desire to withdraw my
amlendlment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
lHon. P. COLLIER: I move anl amnend-

ment-
That in the proviso the words ''ten'" bo

struck nut and "fve inserted in lieu.
I-on. J. iMITCHTELL: It would appear

from the remarks of hion. memilbers tha no-
thing has been Clone with the land in this
State. I would remind them that wve have had
a war durinig the past four and a half years,
rind it lineS been difficult to get labour or mioney
as a. resuilt.

Mr. 0 'Loghleri: Settlers take up too munch
land ais a rule.

'Tie OF.'IMAN: Hon. memibers must
confine themiselves to the amendment before
the Chair.

]-len. X. KlITCHELL: The improvemlents
effected upon lands adjacent to our railways
during the inst 10 years are far greater than
they Were for the previous 70 years. There is
no doubt at all that we are. using our lands
a great deal. Where is our wealth conning front

-if not from thle land?
Mr. Smith: You will admit that some os-

tates have not been improved?
Hon., J. MIfTCH[ELL: Yes; but no other

-State has done as much as Western Australia
has in the way of improvement.

The CHATRAMAN': I think the hon. memcrber
is getting beyond the clause.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I maintain that the
Commnittee should be in possession of the facts
onl the subject.

Hon. WV. C. Angwin: Every school childl
knows that the company have made improve-
meants.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: But this clause ap-
plies to improved land, In two or three years,
if time land increases in value, there may be
another attack. onl the man's homestead, be-
cause there is no limiting period in. this Bill.
I am perfectly willing that unimproved land
should be acquired; but I se no good to the
country from putting a man off an improved
farm in order to put a returned soldier on in
his place. We want to increase production,
bit we do not increase productiont by simply
putting one man in the place of another.
Sonic of the men along the Great Southern

railway are doing probably miore for this
State than three or fouir meon would do on the
same holding. They are breeding high Class
stock anid using their land to the best ad-
vanitage. This clause will apply to improved
laud, or certainly to laud partly improved.
We must not leave the administration of this
clause to chance. Let us remember that dur-
ing the past four years neither labour nor
money has been available for the making of
improvements. Grave injustice would be done
to any man compelled to sell his land nt pre-
sent prices. Land worth £10 par acre prior
to the war is now unsaleable. There are ninny
landholders who need not pay the Treasurer
any taxation under the existing taxation law,
because their improvements are equal to the
unimproved value of their land. Would fihe
omenmber for Bouilder compel the owner of landi
w'orth £6 or £c7 per acre before the war to sell
it now for, say, £3 per acre?

Hon. P. Collier: That has no bearing what-
ever on my amendmnent.

Hon. J. MITCHELL:t Theo limuitation to
£5,000 is not going to miake any real dif-
ference. -

Hon. P. Collier: Where are you going to
get the laud?

Hon. J. MINTCHELL: The Bill shouldI be
designed to apply to land which is not being
usedI and the limitation should be £10,000.
Let us avoid doing any inbjLstice.

Mr. MALEY: Under this compuilsory pro-
vision a landholder with 2.,600 or 3,000 acres
of an unimproved Velnec of £4 per acre, but
every acere of which he has under crop, may
have his laud taken from him in, Order that
it mnay be used for the sanie puross by
others.

Hion. P. Collier: Not necessarily.
HIon. W. C. Angwin: Do you think[ thle

Goverumeut would take such land?
Mr. MALEY: "If this provision is allowed

to stand, a similar pro vision should apply to
pastora lands. As regards the amendment of
the memnber for Boulder, there are large areas
of laud alongside existing railways which are
valued by thle Comlmissioner of Taxation at
£4 per acre unimproved. I should be inclined
to support someting ill the nature Of coin pul-
sery acquisition as applied to huge pastoral
areas.

The COLONIAkL T.REASURBR: The limi-
tation of £10,000 is merely fair, Theo leader
Of thle Opposition suggests £5,000. The owners
of land along the Midland Railway are net
similarly situated to holders of land along
Government railways, for the former paid for
thle price of the railway in thle price of their
land, Plenty of land alongside the Mliland
Railway has been sold in its virgin state at
152. or 50s. per nero. I agree with the mem-
ber for North-East Fremantlo that certain
things ought not to be done, but one does not
know what certain Governments might do if
they had power to doa it. I have ai farm pro-
perty, and I have two sons at thle Front, and
also another son, arid I Want to put the three
of them onl that property. Yet it miight be
argued that I am not putting that land to its
full use. Who is to be the judaci of that? It
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mnight he argued that the land should be all
uinder cultivation. I may reply flu) and that
it is better to put sheep on part of the land.
Where land alongside railway lines is not be-
ing used, I consider the Government ought to
acquire it.

Mr. Munsie: The Dill will not allow you to
acquire it if you retain the limitation of
£ 10,000.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: By going
to extremes we may take the land fromt a man
using it and give it to a man who will not use
it. Numbers of landholders in the Midland
district will he affected by the amendment of
the member for Boulder. They are ina who
have paid for the railway in the price of
their land. They use their land principally
for the breediiig of high class stock. Tf coin-
pelled to sell, I may not receive from the Gov-
ernment half the true value of my land, which
has for me a sentimental value, since I intend
it as, a home for my sons. Theo leader of the
Opposition, who I know does not want to do
an injustice, had bettor leave the amount at
£,10,000. In the Midland district the unim-
proved value for taxation is as mutch as £92 10s,
per acre, T do not think the Committee want
to make a mess of a manl's holding.

Mr. Monsie: I am sure the leader of the
QOpposition does not want to dto that.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Land own-
ers will have no redress if we pass this amnend-
ment.

Mr. MUNShiS: [1 have never hoard momn.
hers of a Glovernment condenin themselves to
such ant extent as members of the present Gov-
ernment are doing to-night. They harve no
conlfidence in tlhemiselves.

The Colonial Treasurer: We arc not esking
for the powver,

MT.r. M1UNK1 I F: The Colonial Treasurer is
afraid to take the power for fear that some
of his colleagues wvill misuse it.

The Colonial 'Treasurer: Oh1, no!
Mvfr, MUNSIK: The member for West Perth

said that if the amendment "'as carried it
would mean the compulsory purebase of all land
of an unimproved value of £;5,000. I do not
think this clause does compel the Government
to resume aniy estate, no matter what its value
amay be. It only gives themi an option of
doing so when estates are of a value up to
F10,000-

Mr. Jireun: No otie contends otherwvise.
Mr. MIUNSIE: The Government would not

compulsorily resumea one man 's holding be-
cause it happened to hie worth over £95,000
in order to give it to 'someone else who would
do just what the previous owner had heen
doiug. Does the Colonial Treasurer nut know
of dozens of estates in Western Austra-
lia the unimproved value of -which is over
£6,1000 and less thn £E10,000, tlmat could be
used to better advantage than they are to-
day, if resumned under this Billf

The Colonial Treasurer: That is matter for
argument.

Mr. MUNSIE:- T do not agree with the
principle of conipulsory resuimptionk. No re-
turned soldier will makce good on land resu1med
under this Bill, because lie will not get it at

a reasonable price. If the arguments put up
by mnembers onl the Ministerial beaches hold
good, why limit the amount to £10,000? They
will apply equally to estates worth over
£10,000, just as they wilt apply to estates
worth over £:5,000. If the Committee have to
pass legislation for fear that some future Gov-
erment may do an injustice to somecone, God
help) the Parliament as a Legislature.

Roln. T1. Mitchell: We must have some re-
gard to the effect of legislation.

Mr. MUNSIE: I think this £5,000 is too
high.

TIln. .1. Mitchell: Make it £50.
Mr. MUMBLE: I would make it £E1,000.
Mr. fluff: Wipe it out altogether.
Mr. MUMSlE: I would rather do that and

leave it to the discretion of the Government.
If we made this £1,000 instead of £10,000,
we would not be doing anyone an injury.

Hon. 3. M1itchell: If the amount is over
£10,000 it will disturb values all over the
State.

Theo Colonial Treasurer: I want to put sol-
diers on miy land. I do net want the Govern-
mn6nt to put them there.

Mr. A[UNSIE: Even if the proviso wag
wiped out the Colonial Treasurer could still
do that, and the Government would not inter-
fere with him. If anyone is holding land
alongside our railways worth £10,000 and not
putting it to proper otso, the Governmeet
should have the right to resuime it for use by
returned soldiers.

The Colonial Treasurer: Quito right.
Rfon. J. MAitchell: Theo same thitig may- be

said of 1,000 acres.
Mr MfUNSTE: Quite so. The Treasurer is

afraidi to trust his own Government if the
amiount is reduced from £10,000 to £-5,000. I
do not think the Government would] attempt to
take laudi from anyone who is using it legiti-
mately. 11ow are we to got land for returned
soldiers alongside our -railways under the con-
ditions set down in the provisoI

Mfr. Smith: You will not get it at all,
Mr. Duff: Put a time limit onl the imlprove-

mlents.
Mr. MIUNSTE: I veature to say that when

the first resumption is made it will be found
that the owner of the land is not paying tax,
to the State on the amount that he gets fur
it. This is aL Bill to enable uts to got land for
returned soldiers, hut if we have no land for
the purpose what is the use of the Bill?

Hon. W. C. AINGWVIN: I would point out
that this also deals with unimproved land as
well as improved land. Clause 16 provides. for
the improved land that the owner may retain,
and this, therefore, protects the right of the
owner. The m:ul I wish to got at is the one
who does not use his land to the best advan-
ta-ge. There aro holdings which have never
been usted. and which will never ho used by the
owners. They are only holding them for specui-
lative purlpOses. I wish the Government to
have power to resume land adjacent to our
railway lines, that is not being used, wvhether
large or small holdings. I do not believe any
Government would uose a clause like this un-
fairly.

I SIM
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_Mr. lDroun: If the Government did so the
,owner woeld have to walk out.

Hion. NV, C. ANGWIN: If tine Government
-did all they have vower to do they couild
drive the majority of men off tine land if they
wished.

Mr. BROIN: I hope thle Colimittee wvill,
not agree to the annendinent. An experienced
farmner knows that to farmi successfully ho
mnust work onl the three years' system, If a
man has 2.000 acres, working ott time three
years' system, hie can only put in 800 acres,
that is, provided lie is going inl for agriculture
alone.

Mr. Mfunsie: If you cafnmly' crop land
every thiree years it is not worth £E4 ani acre.

Mi\r. 13ROUN: The lion, member does not
know anything about farming.

11r. Munsce: I have probably lived as long
as yen have on a farmn.

ML~r. BROUN: The hon. member does not
own one to-day.

Yr. Munsic : .[ do not, amid f ata thankful
for it.

Mr. BROUN: We Should certainly not go
hielow the 21.0, M1 tunimp1 roved value. 'No doubt
the Premlier should know by now how many
estates are atvailable that ho Can aCqluire tinder
the mecasure. Surveyors have been out for a
conside~rable time andi surely the Premier
kniows how nnany proper-ties there are.

Nou. P, COLLi 'ER: I hope the Premnier
will give the Commilittee any informnation that
lie may possess of the kind referred to by the
nielluher for Beverley. I mend iii the newspaper
the other daS' that the Government had under
offer at considerable numober of estates, We do
imt expect any pa:rticulars as to where the es-
tates arc situated., Tine wihoie of the opposi-
tioin to thme aninmdnetit ranges nrolid the sup-
position that wec shall have sonme (lay in office,
a sot of Ministers who will be absolutely in-
sane andi will go to Beverley and tear an hou.
member off his farm. If any Covermanclt were
to adopt the policy of turning a genuine far-
nier oil his property, they would not remain
long in offliee. "Where there are estates of less
than ;E10,000 ini~proved or innimproved value,
the Governmnent should have tine power, where
it is desirable, in the interests of the country,
to acquire those estates. I presume -in attempt
will be moade to provide smnall holdings of 10
or 20 aicres for our soldiers. There are places
iii the South-West where famnilies, can do well
en 10 acres- Suppose a person had a holding
of 500 acres callable of producing fruit and
innintaining a numiber of families, that area

would be held up out of use.

Mr. l3roua: 'What would be the unimproved
value?

I-ou. P, COLLIER: Perhaps a few pounds
an acre. Wre purchased the Hiarvey estate of
2,000 acres for £3 an acre. That was first
class fruit growing land and it has been held
uip out of use. 'Under this Bill a similar pro-
perty would remain out of use and the Gov-
erment would not have power to purchase it.
If we reduce thle amount to £5,000 we will
bring within the possibility of purchase a
greater number of areas in connection with the

purchase of which the G-overnment can exer-
cise discretioinary power.* I may remind bon.
rueinbers that it is just as possible for the
Government to commit an aet of injustice in
eonneetionii ith the £10,000 Ilinitation as with
a £0,000 limitation.

Mr. ANGELO, There seems to be an idea
that if the ancn(lne lt is carried it will inter-
fere with some of the larger farms. I do not
care how1 MUleII a Mna holds provided hie util-
ises the land and helps to nake wealth for the
State. What we want is to get at those meli
holdling large estates without making use of
them. It is useless to say there are not, peoIpl
of this sort. I know of a town along the
South-Western railway which has nor made any
progress during thie past 20 or 30 years. I
refer to Pinjarra. I asked some of the resi-
dents why it was that it had not gonle ahecad
and Iwas informned that it was because the
land was held by a few people. That land
would be suitale for dairy farming but no-
thing of that kind is taking place and thle dis-
trict is being kept back.

lion. F. R. S. Willniott (Honiorary 'Minis-
ter) -. Would you pick the eyes out of the es-
tates aind leave the Lniifortiinate possessors with
stuiff that was only rubbishI

%Mre. ANGOELO; I wvouldl liko to asjk whether
it will be possible for me to move another
amendment, if the one before the Committee is
defeated. The amendmilent that I Would mnove
to tile lprovi- would have reference to pro-
perty held by private owners for at least 10
years in an uimproved conditioni. That would
cover all the ground. The people who are hold-
ing thle laud are those we wat to get alt.

MxTr. 32fULLktNY I support the amndment.
I am surprised at the opposition shown to it,
especially in view of thle fact that so many
inembers have recently declared their readh-
ness to do everything possible for the returned
soldiers. I think the amount set out in the
amimednient is not too smnall.

HRon. . 1 itITTOJELL: 'I should hik(e to ;ee
sonc amendment which would give the Pre-
imier the right to take partially improved or
unimprovedl land, If wre give him the right
to cut down estates already improved, as pro-
posed by the mnember for Boulder, we $halt
lie doing a good deal of injustice and even
interfering with eruployinit. The Bill will
apply principally to thle South-West, because
in the wheat areas it will be impossible to
buy improved farms and salt themn in thoiu-
and-acre blocks to returned soldiers. I. think
the Clause should give to thle Governmnt thle
righit to acquire unimproved land. The
limkitation largely destroys the value of the
provision. The. Premier requires to get checap
hand anid good laind for the soldiers, without,
of course, disturbing any-one who is doing Ilis
best with his land.

Ameandmnent Pitt and aL division takcen with
the following result:-

Ayes . . .. is
Noes ... . 18

A tie. . . 0
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11t, Braln
Mtr. Draper
Mr. Gardiner
Idr, George
Mr. Harrison
Mir. Hickmott
Mr, Hudson
Mr. Letroy

Mr. Matley
Mr. Mitchell

AYES.
Mr.
Mr.
51T.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
IMTr.

Money
Plesse
Pilkieston
R. T. Robinson
Underwood
Veryard
Willaiott
Hardwick

(Teller.)

Noes.

MT. Angelo Mr. Mullany
Mr. Angwln Mr. Muisu
Mr. Brown Mr. Rocks
Mr. Chesson Mr. Smtlh
Mr. Collier Mr. Tee14ale
Mr. Duff Mr. Walker
Mr. Greeo M r. 'Willeock
Mr. Holmnan Mr. Q'Loigblen
M r Jones (Teller.)
Mr. Lambert

The CHAIRM AN; I will give MY casting
vote with tile ayes.

Amendment thus passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clauses 13, 14-agreed to.
Clause 15-Procedure for toldug land:-
1-Ion. IV. C. ANOWLIN: I mnove alln amnitd-

miet-
That the following new subelnuse be

added to stand as Subelause (3) :-In ac-
quirinig land compulsorily under this Act,
the following shall be deemned to he addedl
to paragraph (at) of section sixty-three of
the Puiblic Works Act, J902-(al) The un-
improved value of the land at the dante
aforesaid. (a2) The amount stated by or
on behalf of thle claimiant to be the unim-
proved value of such land in thle last return
preecding thle date of the notice of re-
sumption rendered by hint to the State Com-
mnissioner of Taxation under "The Land
and Income Tax Assessment Act, 1907,'"
but if in the opinion of the court such value
has been everstated, the court may award a
less amiount than that stated in such return.,

Non, .1 E. S. Willnott (Honorary Minis-
ter): That is more stringent titan the New
Zealand Act.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWlN:- The amendiment
means that the owner of the land will fix his
own price, provided it be just and fair. it
is the value on which his land tax has been
based. If the land is to be acquired for the
settlement of soldiers there can be no injus-
tice dlone to the owner of the land if he is
paid his awn fair value.

'Mr- Broun:; It would be the unimproved
value of his taxation return?

Heon. W. C. ANGWIN: That is so, and the
court has power to give him ani additional 10
per cent. If he arrives at a settlement witht
the Government, the Government exercise the
provisions of the Public Works Act, and that
is always taken into consideration by the de-
partmental valuiers. I do not object to giv-
ing a man 10 per cent. The reason the amend-
ment does not provide for that is because it

is already contained in the Public Works
Act.

Mr. Smith: But the Government will not
pay 10 per cent.

lion. W. C. ANOWIN: When the Govern-
mneet have had to acquire the land the value
has been increased above tile value disclosed
for taxation purposes. NO one is entitled to
any more that he has put upon his land for
taxationl purposes. Thue latter part of the
proposed new subelause is in order to protect
the State where knowledge is obtained in ad-
vance before the land taxation returns were
put in that in all probability the land will he
acquired by the Governmnent. This is for the
pur-pose of protecting thle State.

Mr. Draper: The court woulId not take any
notice of them if that was so.

'Ron. W. C. ANOWIN: I pat this here in
order to make the position secure. Thle State
should see that fair anid proper values are
placed onl the land in the taxation returns.
I do not think, this proposed aniendinent wvill
inflict a hardship on anyone.

lion. f. Mfitchell; it would not matter if it
dlid.

Hon. IV. 0. ANOWIN: The only hardshtip,
would be in that it would make a mal pay
his just dues0 Should hle wish to evadeC them.

Mr. PTLKTNGTON: I oppose the amiend-
mont. It will be extremely difficuilt to under-
stand. The clause will read as 'amended that
the court has to have regard, in arriving at
the v-alne of land, to certain things. The
court must have regard to the real valule of
the laud and have regard to the valuation put
upon it by the taxpayer. What conclusion
can thle court arrive at in thesoecircumlstances?
It is a very unsatisfactory form of legisla-
tion. The right way to compel people to put
a'Proper value uplon their land for taxation
purIposes is by the penalties provided under
the taxation mensures. No doubt miany l~eo-
plo evade their land tax by putting an inarle-
quato value upon their land, hat they only
do so -for a Certain time. Tile court also has
to have regard to the value put upon the land
by the taxpayer on the last return that he
sends in. I would point out that returns are
not sent in every year, and that the land may
have increased in value simice thle dlate of thle
submission of the last return.

Hon. P. Collier: I have to put in a valuia-
tion. onl miy small property each year.

Mr. PILKINGTON:. What happens in aclt-
ual practice is that the department puts their
own Valuation On tile laud. .

The Coloajal Treasurer: The Taxation De-
partmielt scuid out alien to put values upon
the land.

Mr. PILKINGTQN: And the taxpayer ac-
cepts that value as a rule, and pays an it
from year to year.

Mr. Smith:. The department rarely reduces,
the value of the land.

Mr. PELELNOTON: A street is valued- by
the various householders in it, and the de-
partment send out men to put values upon
thle street. That is my experience. That often
resuilts in a reduction of values.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the ob-
ject of the member for North-East Fr-emanotle
is to deal with taxattion and so make taxa-
tion values more stringent, it should ho
achievedl by aunioandauent of the Taxation
Act.

Hon. W. . Augwin: That is not the ob-
ject.

Thre ATTORNr-x' GENERAL: If it is for
the purpose of making more stringent the
valuations under this Bill, it is not neces-
sary. Section 63 of the original Act already
provides for this, and under thle Federal Act,
re gard shall he had to the value of the laitd
at the tiume of restimtption. Thle Federal Act
of 1910-11 provides that fo-r the protection
of the revenmue against tinder values of land,
if the CJommnissioner is at opinion that thie
owner of anly laud is uinder-stating thle unim-

prov-ed value of it to the extent of- 25 per
centt., lie miay apply to the High Court for a
declaraition that there hafs been an under-va!-
uation of 2.5 per cent. The application shall
he heardi by a .Judige of the Supreme Court,
and the owner shall be entitled to be heard
by that court. TI all proceedings of this
elass, the rule adopted is, what would a will-
lag buyer and what would a willing seller
give? In the x-alaations under the Public
Works Act it is the full value of tile land,
with thle imoprovellenits, that is taken. That is
provided for already, and yet the lion. memiber
would have us add to thle clause, ''we shalt
ailso lanve regard to the unimproved value of
the laudl."''It is almost impossible to asce-
tamn the unimproved value of the land now.
As the member for Perth pointed out, it is
no criterion at all,

Hon. P. Collier: Why is it no eriteriouf
The ATTO'RN.EY GENERAL: Because, to

start with. v-ery few persons value any hand
ait the sanme value. The Taxatin Depart-
mecnt have their own officer who values land
ini a given district, if oue applied to six of
the leading valuiers of 'Perth to value Perth
city land, they would not agree, bitt would
vary by large amounts, In every case coin-

ing before the compensation court as to value
of land there are half a dozen witnesses on,
the one side all giving different values, and
half a dozen on the other side all giving dlif-
ferent values. And the general run of valuers,
like the general runt of people, are hionest.
Any court assessing land values gets to the
bottona of the concern and fixes the value.
There is hardly ever a ease tried where the
taxation return does not find its way into
evidence, When the owner goes into the box
one of the first questions he is naked in
cross-examination is, "What have you valued
the laud at for taxation purposes?'"

Hfon. NY. C. Angwin: Canl you produce ai
case where that has been doneV

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:. it in done
frequently.

Hon. P. Collier: Can one denrd the pro-
duction of the taxation return?

'Mr. Pilkington: The Government have it
and produce it,

The Colonial Treasurer: I bhave sat in 'L5
or 20 of these eases, and ink every case the
taxation return was produced.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL! The amend-
ate at proposes to load up our statute-book
with useless words, The couirt already has
thle power here suggested. The law as it
stands is quite good. In fact, the hon. miem-
her let the eat out of the bag when he said
he wanted to get at thle taxation return.

Mr. DRAPER: I have had perhtaps the mis-
fortlue to appear in a number of compensa-
diun caises, and the member for North-East
Fremlantle admits that he always keeps away
fronm the courts. Thle hen, mnember scents
rather coinfused as to the printciple of tile
Bill, whicih is net to interfere with the nie-
thods of valuation for land taxation, but to
obtain land for returned soldiers. surely,
if 'we are going to apply the principle of
cornpulsory purchase of land for returned
soldiers, we should adopt the same principle
as is enforced when the Government acquire
land compulsorily for other purposes.

Hon. P. Collier: We mxust make a start
somnewhecre.

Air. DRAPER: Thea let uts make thle staryt
in a proper place. The mover of thle amenid-
ment, I feel su're, would desire to deal only
with the manjority of taxpayers. Merely for
the sakec of a faiw men who may not assist
thle department in the way they should, lie
would riut desire to inflict a hardship on thle
ordinary taxpayer. The orailnary taxpayer
Makiing acturnms is not an expert land valuer.
Expert land valuers are very few. Gener-
ally speaking, thle ordinary taxpayer puts
dowvn what lie considers thme fair value of
the land. In compensation cases the owner
of the landI mostly is not put into the box,
b;ecause not mnuch value would he attached(
by the court to hiis evidence. The evidence
is generally given hy experts. What an in-
experienced nMan may have honestly put
down ais thle value o fland for taxation pnr-
poses cannot be taken as thle value of thle
land when resumed, mot for general purposes,
hut for tite puirpose of the settlemeint of sol-
die rs.

R4on. AV. C. Angwinm: Land tax payers are
aot generally as inntocent as all thait.

M-Tr. DRAPER: The staff of the departmnmt
have a general knowledge of land values
throughout the State, and in properly doing
their duty they would detect any unider-
va~lationl of the kind suggested, aind would
prosecute tire ana making it. When dealing
with taxation matters there is a Federal mar-
gin of ten per cent.; but no margin is sug-
gested lhcre. That margin has niothming what-
ever to do with thie question of eonmperasa-
tion. Tli-e ten per ccent. is never allowed by
the coampensation court in the case of unim-
proved land.

lion. P. Cellier: lIt is compensation for
disturbance, is it not?

Mr. Pilkington: it is allowed for re-inivest-
ing the capital.

Mr. DRAPER: Yes; and it may be given
where a mn is miaking his living on the
land, or it may be allowed for sentimental
reasons, such as the demolition of a home.

Mr. PIESSE3: I hope the Coatmittee will
-not agree to the amendment. To make it
compulsory to accept the taxation return as
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nvaluation would not be fair, it the ma-
Joiity of instances, when making those re-
turns thle landholders endeavour to fix a fair
vahlue; but I know that property valued by
the owners at comparatively low figures, and
acepeited Iby the department at those figures,
lis curried a very high value. I could give
i-istaiires in- point. There is laud on the
S wani River, probably valuedl for' taxatioii
purpose-s at £2 or £8 per nere, which, if sill-
jeeted to intense cultulre, say, for thle grow-
ing of rnisins and currants, wouldl be worth"
if situated in the Eaistern States, about £40
per acre. andiu here at least £20 per acre. Theo
value phwted oii land inl taxation returns
would not be a fair value to place onl it if
npolierl to closer settlement. Therefore the
fa ir means of arriving at the -value is by
arbitrationi. 'r should like to see aprvso
inserted in this 'Bill that the fair value of
the land should be fixed.

H-loi. .P. COLLIER: I am 'of opinion that
no very strong case has been miade out against
the amtendmient, The Attorney General says
that it is already provided for in the othe r
Acts. If it is merely repeating something
wiviihl is already in the Acts, whvly object to
it here?

The Attorney Gleneral: I said the custom of
the courts has been to take evidence.

Hion. P. COLTER: The point has been
stressed that in every case that comes before
the court tho uiiiniproved va-lUe put upon the
laind for taxKation purposes is taken into con-
sideratioin.

The Attorney General: The courts take very
little notice of it.

I-ton. AV. C. Angwvin: They would have to
under this amendment.

Hon. P?. COLLIER: I ann surprised, then,
at all the noise which has bean mnadle about it.
I think we should have it in the formi as set
down in this amndment so as to counpel thle
court to take notice of it.

'rlie Attorney General: It is worthless.
Ilon. P., COLIUER: I :i not prepared to

believe that the owners of land are so un
sophisticated that they do not know thle real
value of thecir carl. I do not think that any
injustiee will be done to anyone if we say to
him that ire vill pay to hini the arnioiutwhich
hie declared upon his taxation return to be
the valmj of tile land.

.r, Broun : Plus 30 per cenit.
'Itom. P. COLLiER: Yes, in order to comn-

pensete the owner for being turned out of his
property, mid disturbed and inconvenienced
through the resumption by the Crown. I hope
the Committee will agree to the amendmient.

11r. WILLaCOOK: I move an andment
on the amnendnient-

That in paragraph (A2) after thle figures
"1907'' there be inserted "plns 10 per
cent.''
Amendment onareedment Put and Passed.
Rion. W. C. ANOWIN: The strongest argn-

ment in favour of the aneodmont is put for-
ward by thle Attorney General. I hope hon.
memibers wvill pass the amendment as amended
so thnt the court will be obliged to take notice

of these returns. We are told that people in-
nlocently undervalue their land. I doubt that
very much. I have here a list of some valua-
tions which were put upon the land by the
owners, A piece of land] was' valued at £4,000
by the ownier, and whleu the State took it over
the owner's valuation was £.20,000. Hie knew
something about the valuation of land. Then
there was the ease of one of the principal land
surveyors in the Government service, who
placed a valuation of £E2,500 upon his land.
"'le court, however, took no notice of it and
mnade the State pay £4,000 f or it.

The Minister for 'Works: Were there any
improveuments on the landp

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: That was the futil
value of the land with improvements. One of
the chief business firms iin Perth knew nothing
about the value of their land, but when the
Government wanted it they Put up thme value
k 10,300. I~t shows that it is necessary that we
should give only a fair value and that the
court shouldl not take the valuation returns
sent in at the value fixed by the owner in his
calmn moments, before knowing that the Coy-
oruniont intended to acquire the land conipul-
sorily, and whoai, of course he did not look for
a high price. The clause now provides that
they shiall get 10 per cent. in addition. I am
justified in asking lion. members to support
ny amendmnint.

'Mr. PSFESSE: I 'hope hon. members wvill
not be lec] anay by the leader of the Opposi-
tion or by the nieniber for North-East Fre-
mantle, If we took those gentlemen to the
Swani district they wouldl net have as mnuch
idlea of the value of the land there as a China-
maln.

Hoen. P. Collier: We are talking about the
owner.

Mr. PIESSE: The leader of the Opposi-
COnL talked in his characpteristic. strain about
farmers not knowing the value of land. One
vani go to the Swan and find there land whicht
is of extremely high value.

lI-on. P. Colier: And the onnr does not
know it.

'Mr. P 1ESSE: No, lie cannot piossibly put
the land to its fullest use because it would be
too costly1 to do so. But if sold for intense cul-
ture, it would be of extreme value. In South
Anstralia- T saw laud] fetch Is high as £100 all
acre for intense culture and Ont the Swan we
have land equally as good.

[Mr. Foley tonk tile Chair.]

lion. J1. AETCHELL:, If the laud is to be
sold, it ought to be sold tit a fair value, not
necessarily the amount set upon it for taxa-
tion, which aight be high or low. But I ven-
ture to ay, the man who acquires land after
it has been compulsorily taken by the Gov-
erameat would not want it other than at a
fair pirice.

Amendment as amended put and a division
taken with the following result-

Ayes . .. .. .. 15
Noes - .. . .. 19

Majority against .. .- 4
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Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mbtr.

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

Angwlo
Brown
Chessan
Collier
Green
Holmn
Jones
Lanmbert

Angelo
llroun
Dlraper
Duff
George
Harrison
Hiekmott
Hudson
Let roy

Maley

Aires.

Mr.
M4r.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

NOES.

Mfr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Amendment thus negatived.
Clans.' put and passed.
Clauses 16 to 25-agreed to.
Title-agreed to.

[The Speaker resumned the Chair.]

Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned at 10.30 p.m.

lcutolatvc Council,
Wednesday 4th December, 1918.

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

[For ''Question on tice and ''Paper
Presented" see ''Minutes of Proceedings.'']a

PAPERS-111L1N0 WHEAT.

lion. 4. DUFFELL (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban) [4.35]: I move-

That all papers in relation to the disposal
of wheat below milling quality be laid upon-
the Table of the Rouse.

My reasons for moving this motion spring
from an interjection made by Mr. Baxter when
I was speaking on this question a few days
ago. On that occasion the Honorary Minister
stated that the sale of wheat below milling
quality was entirely outside the Wheat
Scheme which hie controls. With a view to
showing hon. members what part the Wheat
Scheme were playing in this connection, I now
move for the papers; and I am quite satisfied
that the result of the carrying of the motion

Mu! iny
Mn! eI
Rocks
Mn,Itb
Teesdale

Willcoelt
O'Logbleo

(Teller.)

Mitchell
Money
Plese
Pilkdngton
R. T. Robinson
Stubbs
Underwood
vWilimott
Hardwlcks

(Tell"r.)

will be to enable mne to prove to bon. members
that the action of the Honorary Minister coil-
trolling the Wheat Scheme in this connection
has; bad a grave effect on the poultry raising
industry of this State.

Hon. A. SANDERSON (Metropolitan.Suh.
urban) [4.36],: 1 second the motion.

Question put and passed.

BILL-CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT.
Assembly's Message.

The Council having miade an amendment
which was Dot agreed to by the Assembly,
the reasons for such disagreement now con-
sidered.

In Committee.
Hon. W. Kingsmill in the Chair; the Col-

onial Secretary in charge of the Bill.
No. 2-Clause 7, Subelause 3, strike out this

subelause and insert the following in lien
thereof: ''(3) A prosecution under this sec-
tion must be begun within three months after
the offence has been conmsitted-filensons of
the Assembly for not agreeing to amendment
made by the Council: 1, That evidence of the
offence frequently consists, in the first in-
stance, of the condition of the girl, which
would not be apparent until three months had
elapsed. 2, That six months is the period
adopted by the English Statute of 1904'':

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: I move-
That the amendment he not insisted upon.

There is, I know, considerable difference of
opinion in this Chamber on the matter. The
aimendnment was first made here and then re-
versed,, and then again adopted. The reasons
set out by the Assembly are, in my opinion,
very strong reasons. Tn addition to the fact
that the English Act of 1904 makes the period
six months, the English Bill of 1018, which,
when the last mail left England, had passed
its second reading, still further extended the
term to 12 months; so that in making the
amendment we are certainly not going beyond
what is being done in English legislation. T
know of at least two eases which have occur-
red in the metropolitan area alone within the
Last th~ree months in which prosecution has
been prevented because the condition of the
girl "-as not known until after the period of
three mouths had expired. I an, aware that
arguments may be raised on the other side,
bait I consider the Arguments in favour of ex-
tending the time to six months Are the
stronger. It must be bornec in mind that un-
der this section of the Criminal Code no per-
son can be convicted upon the uneorroborated
evidence of any one witness, so that no jury
are likely to convict unless the evidence is
absolutely convincing. It does seem to ale
necessary to extend the time duiring which
prosecioin may he taken beyond the three
months at present provided.

The CHAIRMAN: For the information of
lion, members, I may state that if the amend-
ment is not insisted upon the suhelause, will
resume its original form.

Haln. Sir E. HT. WITTENOOM: I must
enter my protest against the Colonial Secre-
tary's motion because I have held all along,
and hold now, that the innovation of allowing


