[28 Avouost, 1924.T

That is all the hon. member has done to-
night, just because a scction of the Press
has urged him on. Apparently he is to be
the mouthpiece of that section of the Press
that is going to attack this Government.
Well, he will have a pretty busy time, will
have many opportunities for spreading him-
self as he has done to-night, beecause 1
rather expect this Government will do many
things that will incur the displeasure of a
section of the Press of the Stafs.

Hoen. 8ir James Mitchell: You do not
object to the hon, member's moving for
the papers?

The PREMIER: I do not, If the hon.
member had desired to view the questiou
with an open mind he would have moved
for the papers without indulging in his high
falutin’ eriticism. The papera arc open to
him, he eould have had them.

Mr. Taylor: A uice chanee I had.

The PREMIER: He said he wanted the
papers, and then he proeeeded to prejudge
the matter.

Mr. Taylor: TFollowing up interjections.

The PREMIFER: He saw fit to read nesws-
puper statements that cnabled him to get
inty ‘*Hansard’’ the fact that I had ap-
peared in the police court before Mr. Magis-
trate Walter.

Mr., Taylor: I de not look upon that as
a erime.

The PREMIER: And that I had heen
fined.

Mr. Taylor: No, I did not say that. You
know hetter than that.

The PREMIER: It was entirely unneces-
sary to read those newspaper eclippings.
Everybody in the House and in the conntry
knew what bhappened on that oceasion. I
am not ashamed of it. T am proud of it,
and would do it again to-morrow. In
order to again let down the magistrate
the hon. wmember went on to say he
did not think the case was Jost on
appeal, but thought it was dropped. 1
hope the hon, membher is satisfied now that
he has hcen able to read all that to the
House and get it into ‘“Hansard,'’ where
he will he able to refer to it in future. I
am not concerned abont it. Although 1
was fined, I hope I ean take a stand abnve
vindietiveness.

Mr. Taylor: I passed no comments on it.

The PREMIER: T hope T ean bring to
bear a mind free from spite or vindictive-
ness, notwithstonding anything that might
ha\e occurred between me and any officer in
the Public Service, However, as [ say, 1
van qunte dozens of instances where actions
gsimilar to ours have been taken. We have
conformed to the Public Service Act and
te the Superannuation Aet. We have moved
in acecordancve with the precedents of alt the
vears. Fver sinte I have bheen in the House
it has heen a common thing to have officers
60 years of age retired for reasons pood
and suflicient to the Government of the
dav. Nothing more was done in this in-
stanea than has been dore in past vears.
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T have no doubt the hon. member will avail
bimselt of opportunities to bring cases of
this description before the House. It is a
pity he has slumbered for so many years,
that he¢ has awnkened only in his old age.

Hon. Bir Jomea Mitehell: You do not
objcet to the papers being asked for?d

The PREMIER: No, but it iz the way
in _which the motion was moved.

Hon, Sir James Mitebell: I think you
misundersteod the hon, member, i

The PREMIER: One thing the hon. mem-
ber leaves no doubt about, namely, his
meaning. Onc might disagree with him,
but one certainly conld not misunderstand
what he is saying, Anyhow, if it will give him
satisfaction in his old age—I will not say
declining years—to adopt the role of de-
fender of purity and justice in administra-
tion, I have no objection whatever to his
having the papers. And if, in the course of
out administrative duties, we do gomething
that will enable him to more frequently in-
drlge in that role, the hon, member is guite
weleome to it.

Mr. Taylor: Tt is a pleasure to listen fo
you. I have worked vou up a bit.

The PREMIER: This is only a prelim-
inary. The papers are available, I have
no objection to the motion, nor to the
papers being laid on the Table.

Question put and passed,

House adjourned at 9.43 pm.

Negislative #ssembly,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—FRUIT MARKETING,
LEGISLATIONX.

Mr. S8AMPSON asked the Minister for
Agrivnlture: Is it the intention of the Gov-

ernment to intraduce legislation this s~asion
to eontrol fruit marketing on the lines of
the Queensland Fruit Marketing Organisa-
tion Aet?
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: This matter is now under consid-
eration.

BILL—UXNCLAIMED MONEYS ACT
AMENDMENT.

8econd Reading.
Debate resumed from the 21st August,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (Northam})
[4.36]: T have no objection to offer to the
Bill, It is preferable that the Government
Savings Bank Act ghould be the only statute
relating to clients of the bank. The Pre-
mier szid that under the Unclaimed Moneys
Act savings hank deposits might be treated
as unclaimed moneys if the depositor had not
operated upon his account for a period of
saven years, but the Ac¢t provides that the
balanee must be debited for seven Jears.
In that respect it is precisely the
same as the Government Savings Bank
Act, though a depositor ceases to receive
interest after the expiration of seven years.
Of course the money, if claimed, muost be
paid to = client even after the expiration of
that period. The Bill propozes to delete
from Section 10 the words ‘‘of minors.”’
Seetion 10 reads—

This Aet shall not apply to the accounts
of minors in the Government Savings
Bank, nor to any unclaimed moneys which
any trustee company is required by law
to pay to the Treasurer, nor to any un-
claimed moneys which any company or
the liquidator of any ecompany or the
trustee of any bankrupt estate is required
by law to pay into His Majesty’s
Treasury.

I 20 not know that it is very important,
but I think it would have been well had all
the words relating to the Goversment Sav-
ings Bank been eliminated from the Un-
claimed Moneys Aect.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

Bill pasged through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL—PRIVATE SAVINGS BANK.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 26th August.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (Northam)
[4.41]: T do not suppose any member will
offer any serious objection to this Bill. The
Government Savings Bank exists to en-
courage thrift and make absolutely safe the
small savings of the people. It is quite
sufficient to have one savings bank, and that
the Government Savings Bank, represented
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as it is in every centre throughout the
State. During the last few years, unfor-
tunately, the Commonwealth Bank has en-
tered the mavings bank business and has
taken a great deal of monmey that would
otherwise have been deposited in the State
institution. Two millions of gmall saviags
have been deposited in the Commonwealth
Savings Bank that otherwise would have
been available for the State inatitution.
Some people are under the impression that
the Government Savings Bank was estab.
lished to collect money for the use of the
Government. As a matter of fact, the sav-
ings bank money never was cheap money
until within the last few years. Until ten
or twelve years ago ws were able to borrow
money at a cheaper rate than the savings
bank money represented after taking into
consideration the interest paid, the cost of
the institution end the loss on money kept
at call. Judging by the interest rate now
being paid in Australia, that position has
changed., T hope before long the rate will
be lower than it is at present, and that we
shall revert to the pogition that obtaived a
few years ago. I wish the Premier had
simply introduced a Bill of onme clause to
provide that mo private savings bank could
be opened in the Siate, but perhaps there-
were difficulties in the way of that being
done. A one-clause Bill of that description
would have met my ideas of what should be
done. The State Savings Bank is sufficient,
and it is the right place for the people to
depogit their small savings,

The Minister for Lands:
not take over £1,000.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL : The-
limit is £1,300 and in raising the limit to
that figure I think we went too far. All
that the Government should be called upon
to do is to encourage thrift and provide ar
absolutely safe investment for the small
savings of the people.  Thirteen hundred
pounds cannot be described as small savings,
‘We cannot, however, alter the law. I should,
of course, be sorry to sce another savings
bank opened. The safeguards that are pro-
vided, however, are such that no ome would
think of opening one. I support the second
reading of the Bill '

The bank will

Mr. ANGELQ {Gascoyne) [4.45]: The
Leader of the Opposition has just sug-
gested that a Bill of one clanse should be
brought down prohibiting any private sav-
ings bank from being established here. To.
a certain extent I agree with that, When,
however, we look at the operations of the
State Savings Bank and those of the Com-
monwealth Saviegs Bank, we find that a good
dea) remains to be done for the producer by
these institutions. The Premier, in speaking-
upon this Bill, gave us a list showing the
manner in which the savings of the deposi-
tors had been invested. This shows that a
considerable amount hag been invested in
metropolitan activities. In faet, practically-
the whole of the funds of the bank are in-
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vested in metropolitan works. There are
also mortgages on treehold security. I should
like to know how much of the money in-
vested in the bank is let out on freeholds in
the agricultural and pastoral districts.

Hon, 8ir James Mitchell: Thirty-three
thousand pounds.

Mr. ANGELO: In municipal debenturts
£35,000 has Leen invested; in metropolitan

water supplies, £508,000; in water hoard de--

bentures, £71,0U0; in local inscribed stock
£3,123,000; in land drainage, £8,000; wm
road board debentures, £11,000; in Treas-
ury bills, £716,000; in Treasury bonds,
£630,000; and on fized deposits, £66,000,
Upon debeutures in connection with agrieul-
tural land purchases the amount invested is
£240,000. That may be for the purchase of
estates for returned soldiers or migrants.
How much of these deposits, lodged by agri-
cultural and pastoral pcople in their own
particular distriets, has gone hack to them
to assist themn in the develepment of their
particular industries? The following ap-
peurs in a newspaper called ‘‘The Launces-
ton Examiner’’:—

The fact that something like three mil-
lion sterling goes out of Australia annu-
ally to pay dividends to the English share-
heolders of the banks now operating in
Australia is something to make the far-
mer think. The faet that ‘‘the man on
the land’’ pays into the bank a far
greater amount than is loaned out to far-
mers is another point that should bring
home to him the fact that he should sup-
port a bank that lends only to the prim-
nry producer. In one district in Tasmania
the savings bank received over £600,000 m
deposits from farmers in two years, but
not one golitary shilling was loaned to
farmers in that distriet in returs,

I should like to know to what extent that
principle applies in Western Australia. The
Primary Producers’ Bank has been referred
to. The Premier did not hesitate to say that
this Bill had something to do with that in-
stitution. A wrong impression seems to ex-
ist in conpection with that bank, and it is
only fair to the shareholders, this House, and
the general publie, that I should give a brief
history of its promotion and its objecta. The
genesis of the bank was the Land Credits
Ltd. This institution was formed in New
South Wales a few years ago for the lend-
ing of money to farmers and pastoralists on
the ballot system. Yt proved a success, but as
it was availed of only by the lucky share-
holders and did not apply to the majority, 1c
was deemed necessary to enlarge its aetivi-
ties. A small bank ecalled the Farmers’
Bank was formed, and was later on regis-
tered as the Primary Producers’ Bank of
Austratia, It was claimed by -a small see-
tion of the Press that this bank altered its
name three times. Tt was first the Land
Credits Ltd., it was then called the far-
mers’ Bank, which did not appeal to the
mnjority of the sharebolders, and at the first
general meeting of shareholders the name
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wag altered to its present title. This institu-
tion was registered on the 16th February,
1923, and the first branch was opened on
the 3rd March, the same year. Already
£1,800,000 worth of shares have heen ap-
plted for. The paid up eapital of the bank
iy over £200,000, and a reserve fund of
£73,000 has already been established. No
fewer than 61 branches are operat-
ing throughout Australia., While most
of the banks doing business in Aus-
tralia keep liguid assets to the value
of between 36 and 53 per cent.
of their liabilities, this bank has con-
siderably over 50 per cent,, and at times up
to 80 per cent., of liquid assets. Feor every
£1 that is owing to the publi¢, the bank
holds over 30s. worth of assets. Not a single
person has received a penny ont of the
bank’s funds for promotion purposes, and
no share was given away to anyone. The
directors have had to pay for their shares
in the same way that shareholdera have
done, The expcenses of flotation and ectab-
lishment had, of course, to be paid. Wonders
have been done in 18 months, seeing that
61 branches are wpow operating in
Australia. How has thia extraordinary sue-
cess been achieved?

The Premier: By goodl management, 1
should say.

My, ANGELO: TUndonbtedly, “at I am
speaking of the whole concern. The pro-
ducers have realised that existing bankas pre-
fer city securities, and on these are pre-
pared to lend up to 80 per cent, of their
valne, The producer, who is the backbone of
the country, has, however, to go eap in hand
in order to get up to 30 per cent, of the
value cf his holding. On top of that he is
often charged a higher ratz of interest, Pro-
Aucers recognise, as thay shonld have done
long ago, that to obtain jnstiee they must
control their own finances. They, therefore,
established the bank that is owned and con-
trclied by the man on the land for the
benefit of the man on the land. Not a
penny is loaned to anyone who is not a pro-
dueer. The object of the bank is to wse the
whole of its resources in building up the
pastoral industry in the various States,
When a Bill similar to this came before the
Queensland Parliament, decided objections
were taken to it. The bank had only been
in operation them about six months, That
Rill was passed, but to-day the Queensland
Government are very sympathetic towardas
the Primary Producers’ Bank.

The Premier: 8o is this Government.

Mr. ANGELQ: My objeet is to make the
Government sympathetic. I want the Gov-
ernment to follow the lead of the Queens-
land Government. The general manager of
the institution went to England the other
day, armed with excellent letters from the
Queensland Government, His purpose is to
gee if the activities of the bank eannot be
enlarped.

The Premier: I will give you similar
letters if vou will go to the Old Country.
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Mr. ANGELO: I will read a few words
from the speech made by the Home Secre-
tary of the Queensland Government dealing
with Australian hanks. It is not entirely in
sympathy with the other banks but T will
reald an cxtract from his remarks, as they
apperred in ‘“The Official Bulletin’’:—

The cause of great fronble was
the banks—they were doing nothing for
agriculturnl extension—and because ex-
change running is pood they were

squeezing the farmers and making 13

to 20 per cent. out of the money that

should be spent in assistance to the
gettlers. There is, he said, 55 million
pounds to the credit of Australia in

London and yet the Gevernment bhad fo

o cap in hand and then found it diffi-

cult to get money for remewal of loans.

The people nf Australia bave to slave

whilst the money lirg idle in England.

He saw no reason why the Bank of

England should not igsne notes and thus

the people of Australia would be able

to live in prosperity, whereas it is now
held back from them. The banks, he
reiterated, were retarding industry in

Aunstralin. There was one cxception, the

Primary Producers’ Bank, which was do-

ing its best to help by extending relief so

far as it conld.
Those remarks were made by a member
of the Government that 12 months age
rassed a Bill, similar to the one we have
now, with the object of preventing the
bank from getting a foothold in Queens-
land. The ipstitution has now proved
that it is of greater benefit to that State
than are probably the other banks, in the
direction of assisting the pastoral indus-
try. The bank has financed the whole of
the maize pool of Queensland this year,
and has hecn asked hy the Government to
finanee a rather smaller undertaking, the
milk pool of Southern Queensland. I
cannot see the necessity for the Bill now
before us. The Premier said it was de-
sired to safeguard the interests of de-
positors. Tt is a pity the Premier, be-
fore introducing the Bill, was not made
aware nf the position of the Primary Pro-
ducers' Bank. The Bill is evidently aimed
at the bank, Apart from the fact that
it holds over 30s. worth of securities for
every £1 worth of liabilities, it bas 114
million of vuncalled capital available from
the sharehglders. This creates a margin
of security representing abont 400 per
cent, for every £1 deposited in the books
of the institution. The deposits of the
Savings Bank section in Western Aus-
tralia at present amount to only a few
hundred pounda. The thrift department
is a very minor branch of the bank’s
activities, The Premier referred to £1,000
having bheen withdrawn from the State
Savings Bank at Katanning and placed
back in the Savings Bank on the same
day. I assure him that this money c¢ould
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not have heen taken out of the State
Bavings Bank and put into the Primary
Producers’ Bank savings department. It
was taken out for a very diferent reason,
and one that T feel sure he would en-
lorse. This represented the savings of a
than who had desired to acquire a farm.
Having saved £1,000 he felt justified in
asking a financial institution to lend him
the halance of the money required to
effect the purchuse of the farm. I am
almost certain this was the case men-
tioned by the Premicr. The man’s object
waf a Jaudable one, and the Premier
would be the last to regret the loss of
that £1,000 from the Government Savings
Banl:. Buot let me tell him, ag he told us
himself, that the £1,000 went back again,
thereby making no loss to the Govern-
ment institution, Why did it go back?
Berause the desire of the buank is to work
in perfect harmeony with the State Sav-
ings Bank, Whilst it is operating in this
State, a good portion of its money at
short ecall will, with the econsent of the
Treasurer, he deposited with the State
Havings Banlk, in the hope that that in-
stitution will be able to make good use
of it and thus assis{ in the development
of the State to some little further extent,
The man who creates the wealth should
certainly he entitled to say how his wealth
shall be spent; and therefore the Govern-
ment would be well advised to try to
invest that amount of their loanable re-
sources which is made available by de-
posits in the agricultural and pastoral dis-
tricts, for the assistance of the agri-
cultural and pastoral industries. It should
be made available by the State Savings
Bank, as by other banks, to farmers and
pastoralists who want to borrow money
in those districts. Some eriticism was
levelled at the Primarvy Producers’ Banlk
beeanse that institution expressed a
willingness to take shilling deposits, It
is not much of a jump from 1s, te £3, and
T observe that other banks exhibit in their
ehambers placards asking for deposits
from £5 upwards. The intention of this
bank is to devete the whole of its loan-
able resources available in each State for
the promotien and advancement of
primary industries within that State, It
is a pity the Treasurer cannot do some-
thing to handicap the chief aggressor
against our Government Savings Bank—I
refer to the Commouwealth Savings Bank.
The Commonwealth have invaded our
territory in that respeet, and what do
they do with the money they obtain from
us? The question should be looked into,
with a view to ensuring that deposits
made here with the Commonwealth Sav-
ings Bank are rendered availahle for
loans in this State. I do not oppose the
Bill, but I do ask the Premier to adjourn
the Committee stage with a view to my
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getting a slight amendment drafted in
Clause 6. That clause, as printed, stipu-
latea that a deposit of £10 ,000 shall he
lodged with the Treasurer. T woold sug-
gest to the Treasnrer that the clause be
so amended as to limit the deposit to the
amounnt which the bank holds oa behalf
of its clients until that amount reanches

£10,000; and thea let £10,000 be the
maximum. The saviegs braneh deposits
of the DITrimary Producers’ Bank at

present do not amount to £1,000, and to
ask ior a deposit at the Treasury of
£10,000 is rather hard on the bank. More-
over, it would prevent the bank from
assisting at least 15 other shareholders
who are farmers, if the £10,000 was in-
sisted upon, as the average loan in this
State to farmers appears to be about
£750. I trust, therefore, that the Premier
will accept my suggestion. It is rather
bard that 70 per ceut. of the additional
business should go t¢ the Goverament, but
there is ne doubi that a good portion of
the money will in future be used for
assistance to the primary industries; and
therefore I for one have mo objection.

Mr. SAMPSON (Swan) [8.5]: I have a
few suggestions to offer with regard to the
State Savings Bank. All the States have
suffered from what was known at the time
as the ‘‘Federal steal,’’ meaning the es-
tablishment in the various States of
a Commonwealth Savings Bank, West-
ern Australia suffers severely from that
fact to-day. TUnfortunately we are not
able to control the Commonwealth Savings
Bank, but Western Australia could do
somethmg towards popularising its State
Savings Bank. In maay centres our Sav-
ings Bank is not rightly situated, and not
located in the right type of building.
Funds are urgently wuweceded for develop-
mental purposes throughout the State, and
therefore the Government should give com-
sideration to ebtaining greater puoblicity
for the operations of the State Savings
Bank, XNew branches should be located in
properly  construeted buildings, to be
crected; and the business generally should
be encouraged. Tn Vietoria the State Sav-
ings Bank has made wonderful progress.
Phe Vietorinn State does recognise the
help which comes from this senree. If we
actell similarly, if we established hranches
of the State Savings Bank in centres which
lack them now, and, further, if we estab-
lished them in buildings located whers
people are likely to came and make de-
posits, we should be mmech better off for
fonds. Tn the country districts the bus-
iness of the State SBavings Bank is often
carried on in the local store. Ome can see
haw diffieult it is for a person who desires
to deposit an amonnt in the bank to go
along to sueh a braneh. There is alwavs
a disinclination to let soch business be
known to the .trades people.  Moreover,
there are some persons who are prepared to
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deposit their money notwithstanding that
the local tradesman has an account against
them. Apart from the point of view of
morality, there is an obligation on us to
secure all the money we possibly can. An
improvement might result if the State Sav-
ings Bank arranged for branch offices to
be cstablished at the varigus country rail-
way stations. DBuot, starting with the head
office at the State Savings Bank here in
Perth, the quarters are unsuitable, In my
opinion the main office is highly unauitable.
There is not sufficient room available, and
generalty there i3 considerable scope for
improvement. These remarks are in the
nature of snggestions. I feel sure that it
the State Savings Bank i3 housed in better
buildings move suitably situated, and if
greater publicity be given to its opera-
tiong, the State would benefit in that more
money would be deposited with it.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Rill.

Clauses 1, 2—agreed to.
Clanse 3—Interpretation:

AMr. LATHAM: Does the Premier intend
to include the baning business condueted
by the Westralian Farmers Limited in the
definition of ‘‘Private savings bank’’?
It scems to me that that business could be
bronght within the definition. If that
is actually the case, progress should be re-
ported so that investigations could oe
made. [¢ is known that the Westralian
Farmers Limited pay a small rate of in-
terest on money deposited with them.

The PREMIER: I was not aware that
the Westralian Farmers carried on savings
bank business.

Mr. Thomson: Theirs is not a savings
hank,
Mr. Angelo: They pay interest on de-

posits on current aceount,

The PREMIER: 1T am not prepared to
say what operations in the way of bank-
ing are carried on by the Westralian Farm-
ers. [If they are not carrying on a savings
hank busineas at present, but are competent
to do it, and if they at any time undertake
it, they wonld come under this measure,
T see no reasen why they should not come
under it in the same way as the bark men-
tioncd by the member for Gascoyne, That
is the whole purpose and intention of the
Bill. The prineiple is sound and should
be applicable to every institution, or it is
wnsound and should not apply at all. The
member for York cannot oppose the c¢lause
on aceount of the Westralian Farmers un-
lesg he is upposed to the prmmp]e of the
Bill, which is that private savings bank
business shall be carried on only under
the provisions of this measure.

Mr. LATHAM: T do not think the Wes-
tralian Farmers’ banking business is act-
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vally savings bank business, but it may
come under this interpretation,

Mr. Angelo: Read thc next interpreta-
tion, *‘Bavings bank business.”’

Mr. LATHAM: The Westralian Farm-
ers have an arrangement with their share-
holders.

The Premier: The mext interpretation
sets out what ‘‘Savings bunk business'’
means.

Mr. LATHAM: The banking business
of the Westralian Farmers, not being act-
vally savings bank business, to bring them
under this measure would be unfair.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: The clause will
not operate us suggested by the member for
York because of the definition of what is
gavings bank buosiness, Without that defini-
tion it could be assnmed that the Bill would
apply to the little bit of banking business
done by the co-operative movement. The
money loaned to the Westralian Farmers'
Ltd. is dealt with much as would be de-
posits in the Western Australian Bank. The
only dificrence is that the company pays in-
terest. That money does not earn com-
pound interest as set out in the definition
of savings bank business. I am satisfied
that the Bill will not apply to the business
conducted by the Westralian Farmers Ltd.

Houn. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: The Gov-
ernment control banking but I believe it is
possible under the Companies Aet to get
the permission of the court to open a bank.
That course, I believe, was pursued by the
Westralian Farmers Ltd. and that firm was
permitted to conduct banking business. It
would be a stretch of the imagination to say
that that business was savings bank busi-
ness. I do not know that ‘we need worry
about the point that has been raised.

Mr., LINDSAY: I was of opinion that
the Westralian Farmers would be brought
within the scope of the Bill. I made in-
quiries this morning and ascertained that
this particular point was known to the firm’s
accountant. He was to confer with the
manager and to let me know if it waas con-
sidered that the Bill would apply to the
company’s business. I have received no
communication and personally I am satis-
fied that the firm does not come within the
seope of the Bill.

Mr, Latham: Tt is we who have to pass
the Bill, not the Westralian Farmers Ltd.!

Mr. SAMPBON: The Bill will not apply
to the Westralian Farmers Lid.

Hon. J. Cunningham: If the Westralian
Farmers Ltd. are carrying on savings bank
business why should they not he brourht
under the Bill?

Mr. SAMPSON: T am not disputing that
point. If the Governmeat Savings Bank
does not live up to its responsibilities, T do
not know why companies should be hindered
from undertaking the work if they desire
to do so. In my opinion the Government
Savings Bank does not live up to its re-
sponsibilities.

The Premicer: In what respect?

Mr, SAMPSON: I have already indicated
that in this Chamber,

The Minister for Lands:
suggestions,

Mr. SAMPSON: I have already done so.
If the Government institution does nof live
up to its olligations we should not restrief
other organisations that are prepared to do
8

Give us your

0.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is well
aware of the difficulties that confront the
Government Savings Bank in attempting to
live up (o ite obligations.

Mr, Thomson: If he does not, he should
know.

The PREMIER: Since the advent of the
Conimonwealth Savings Bank the State has
had to vacate poat offices

Hon, Sir James Mitehell:
tions and all sorts of places.

The PREMIER: 5uite so. In conse-
quence we have had to adopt measures that
are unsatisfactory in that agencies of the
State Savings Bank have had to be estab-
lished with private® business people and
traders. Naturally there is an objection to
allowing the loeal tradesman to know the
financial position of private individuals,
who have been averse to doing business with
the State institution. Every effort has been
made by the management to overcome that
difficulty. It is not such an easy matter,
partienlarly in small covatry towns where
the choice is limited.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Besides that,
the busginess people are not keen on being
worried with the agencies.

The PREMIER: That is so; in fact
many will not aceept the agencies. These
difficulties all arise owing to the invasion
by the Commonwealth of the savings bank
business. The member for Swan may rest
assured that those responsible for the man-
agement of the bank will do everything pos-
gible to provide the facilities to which he
has referred. I am satisfied that the clause
does not affect the Westralian Farmers Ltd.
I am prepared to adjourn the further dis-
eusgion of the Bill when we reach Claunse 6.

Clause put and passed.
Clauges 4 and 5, agreed to.
Progress reported.

Railway sta-

BILL—CLOSER SETTLEMENT.,
Second Reading.
Devate resumed from 26th Aupgust,

Mr. DAVY (West Perth) [5.25]: I feel
constrained to make some remarks conecern-
ing the state of the Bill. On the general
prineiples of the measure, I do not wish to
say more than that T am inelined to apree
with the memher for Guildford (Hon. W. D.
Johnson) that the Bill should have heen
introdnced after the Government land tax
proposals had been placed before the House.
It is no use pretending onme thing out of
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the House and another inside the Chamber.
During the rccent election I was questioned
as to my attitude regarding a Closer Settle-
ment Biil. I then said that I did not think
such a Bill was a scientific method of attain-
ing the desired result and that I considered
gome form of land taxation would be better.
I thought we should frame a tax that would
cause the incidence of the impost to be, if
possible, increased on the usimproved value
of the land rather than on the income de-
rived from the land. That would be a
. better means of achieving the desired resulf.

The Minister for Railways: And if e
man had sufficient money to pay the tax?

Mr, DAVY: If he has sufficient money
and is prepared to pay a tax on the land
that is much greater tham the value of the
land, let him have it by all means.

Mr. Latham: They are not likely to do
that.

Mr. DAVY: They do mnot do it in prac-
tice.

The Minister for Railways: Don’t they?

Mr. DAVY: At any rate, I do not wish
to labour that point. My purpose in speak-
ing is to point out to the House certain
defects in the Bill from a machinery point
of view. Those defeets, it appears to me,
will make the Bill unworkable should it be-
come law. As I understand If, the work
done in Committee represents more or less
a trimming process. At that stage we en-
deavour to put the Bill into such shape as
we may deem necessary, but the alterations
do not amount to mueh more than mere
trimming, adding a bit here and strikiog
out a bit there. It appears to me—I am
much mistaken if I am not right—that
such serious amendments to the Bill will
be necessary before it can become a work-
able pieee of legislation that it will not
be possible to do it all during the Com-
mittee stage. I propose to refer to certain
clauses of the Bill to establish that point.
T will pass by the constitution of the board
which, however, does not appear to me to
give any guarantee that any member of
that body will know anything about farm-
ing. One member of the board is to be
an officer of the Department of Lands and
Surveys, and another is to be an officer
of the Agricultural Bank. The Bill does
not indicate how highly placed in those
Gavernment Departments the officers re-
ferred to will be. The third member of tha
board is to be a person having local know-
ledge of the matters under inquiry for the
time being. I do not see in that provision
any strong guarantee that the board will
neeessarily be competent. Clause 3 sets out
that the board may inquire into the suit-
ability and requirement for closer settle-
ment of any unutilised and unproductiva
land. Those words are rather vague.
(lause 4 provides that the board may in-
quire and report in writing to the Min.
ister. No power is given to the board,
however, to enter upon the land that in
their opinion is unutilised and unproductive
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and should be made available for ecloser
settlement, to eall for returns, to find out
what is being done with the land, to find
out what profits are being made from it,
how many sheep are being carried, or how
many aeres are under ecultivation. That
being 8o, the only way the board, appar-
ently, can inquirg into these matters nas
required by the Bill, will be to look over
fences and to pick up seraps of imforma-
tion or hearsay in the neighbourhood. 1If
the board is to make an inquiry that will
justify the issning of a report, the board
should have ample power to enter on the
land, inspect it, eall for returns and any
other information it might think fit. How,
otherwise, can the bhoard tell whether the
land i being put to a reasonable usef
There again we have a defeet: ‘'Reason-
able use’’ is a vague term. Apparently
two members in favour of the Bill, the
Minister for Railways and the Leader of
the Qpposition, toke entirely different views
of what ‘‘reasonable use’’ means. Oune
thinks it means getting a big production
irrespective of profit, while the other thinks
it g:eans getting a large profit out of the
land.

The Minigter for Lands: Thers would be
but little land developed if profit were the
sole object.

Mr. DAVY: I submit that one cannot
make more reasonable vse of the land than
by getting from it the mazimum profit.

Hon. J. Cunningham: Semetimes one can
do that by holding it and pelling it.

Mr. DAVY: If a man holds 5,000 acres
and makes a profit of £2,000 out of it,
whereas by some other method he wonld
make only £1,000 profit, surely it is better,
in the interests, not only of the owner bui
of the community, that the land should be
nsed to produce the £2,000,

The Minister for Lands: Not in the in-
terestas of the people.

Mr, DAVY: Yes, because if a profit of
£2,000 be made, it is available for distri-
bution, and so inevitably will increase em-
ployment,

The Minister for Lands: How will it do
that if there be no employment to offer
the people?

Mr. DAVY: The greater volume of
capital in circulation ecannot fail to increase
employment, The term ‘‘reasonable use’’
is ambiguous and diffienlt of interpreta-
tion. However, it must he clear that for
any beard to inquire into the switability of
an area and find out whether it is being
put to reasomable use, the board must have
toll powers of entry and inquiry. Now
the very next claose—

Mr, SPEAKER: T 4o not like interrupt-
ing the hon. member, but it is not permis-
sible on the second reading to discuss other
than the principles and gemeral subject-
matter of a Bill. To discuss clauses seria-
tim is not in order. All that the hon.
member has pointed out so far can be ade-
quately dealt with as the clauses are reached
in Committee. Clanses can be added, de-
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ficiencies made good, and corrections
effected in Committee. What the hon,
member i3 now doing is proper te the Com-
mittee stage, but out of order on the
second reading.

Mr. DAVY: I thank you, Sir, for the
kindly rebuke. May I submit this: If a
member be of opinion that amendments
necessary to a Bill are of sueh magnitude
as to make it impossible to effectively carry
them out in Committee, may he not be per-
mitted to illustrate that on the second read-
ing by refercnce to clauses, intending to
put it to the House that the Bill shouid
be rejeeted on the seeond reading?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member, so
far as be has gone, has shown to the House
nothing that ecanno* be amended in Com-
mittee,

Mr. DAVY. I do not wish {¢ argue with
you, Sir, but I want to put my point:
Buppose 1 were able to show that a large
number of sericus amendments were neces-
sary, would it not be competent for me to
agsk the House to refer the Bill back Ffor
redrafting? Would that not be proper?

Mr. SPEAKER: On general principles,
yes, Generally the hon. member can attack
any phase of the Bill, but he must not tuke
clause after clause and discuss their defects.
These matters are purely for Committee.

Mr. DAVY: 1 shall endeavour to say
what T have to say without offending your
ruling. A serious defect in the Bill is
that, on the report having been made by
the hoard to the Governor, the Governor
has power to declare the land reported
upon subject to the Aet., When that is
done, the owmer is entitled within a eer-
tain time to notify the board of his in-
tention to gsubdivide. That notifieation is
binding on &l persons having or thereafter
acquiring any interest in the land. ‘The
earrving out of the subdivision has to be
to the satisfaction of the board in all re-
speets. The owner submits his plans
of subdivision, and the board proceeds
to tell him what s te be
how and when the Jand i3 to be
sold, whether by auction or privately, and
at what price. But there is no obligation
on the board to do that at any time. That
is shown quite elearly in a provision pre-
seribing that at amy time the Gevernor, if
he thinks the Iand is being properly util-
ised, may withdraw the land from the Aef.
Obriously that may oceur years afterwards.
And while the board is doing pothing in
Tespect of the land, the land is hung ap.
The owner cannot mortgage it or sell it
honestly, because if he did ao the iono-
eent purchaser, who has no means of get-
ting notice of what is going on, would find
that his advance of money had no security
whatever. That is a very serious defeet in
the plan of the Bill, as opposed to the de-
tail of its clauses. Tt is going to be amaz-
fngly diffieult to amend sueh a defect in
Committee. To get the Bill into satisfac-
tory shape it would be necessary to recon-
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sider it and redraft it—for there are other
serious defeets that add to the necessity
for redratting,

The Minjister for Railways: The late Gov-
ernment brought down a similar Bill.

Mr. DAVY: That is so, but I bave criti-
cised even actions of the past Government.
I do not expect to find that any Govern-
ment have produced or said everything
strietly in aceord with my views. The
eriticism I am now offering, one wonld be
entitled to offor to such a Bill even if it
were brought down by one’s own party.
These defects in the Bill ought to be cleared
up and remedied in the quietude of an office
rather than in the hurly-burly of thie Cham-
ber.

Mr. GEORGE  (Murray - Wellington)
[5.41]: I have gone carefully through the
BRill, and it scems to me that in Committee
some of the clanses will have to be amended.
It would not be amiss to give some atien-
tion to the general land question. To-day
we are about to settle large areas of agri-
coltural land by holding out to settlers ihe
inducement that they shall have a property
in the land, which they ean regard as being
their own. That has been the policy of the
State for many years, and in various ways
people have been induced to take up land.
Now we are to say to those people—

The Minister for Lands: Not now. I
wag said three years ago, and you supported
it.

Mr, GEORGE: 1 quite understand that.
I am giving my views now.

The Minister for Lands: Then what you
gave us three years ago were not your own
views?

Mr. GEORGE: 1 think T have the right
to give my views now.

The Minister for Lands: Tf I had re-
mained silent for three years, I would con-
tinne to maintain that silence.

Mr. GEORGE: In a few years I sghall
be silent for all time, but just now I want
to state my views. Tt is propesed that
throueh the medium of a board we shall
say to the people on the land, ‘“Your
methods have been bad. You have not car-
ried out what we think yon ought to have
dona. Of course it has been your own
loss, but heeauvse you have not done what
we think the proper thing, even though
throngh lack of money it was impossible
tor you to do it, we are going to take your
Jand from you.’’ We wounld not dare say
that te any other working man in the State.
We would not tell another man that he
must be a ecarpenter, or a piumber, or a
painter. Yet we are going to tell the man
on the land that because he has not worked
hig land in the way we think he should
have done, we propose to take it from him.
We do not say that to any other class of
working man in the State. ¥or instanece,
we do not say to a carpenter, ‘' You should
not be a carpenter beeause yon dn not know
the trade thoroughly; yon should be en-
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gaged in some other work,’’ For yeam
we are going o say to the farmera that
it is our intention to ecriticise methods and
git in judgment on what has been done in
the past. That kind of thing is not in the
best interests of the State. It is possible,
of course, that when the Bill is in Com-
mittee, some of these things will be modi-
fied T am not impugning the intentions
or the bona fides of the Government; it is
oot necessary to carp at what the Govern-
ment are doing or what is being done by
individual members, but =& feeling does
exist that something of the nature of what
I have related is going to take place. There
are instances in the Sonth-West, no doubt,
where people may not have utilised the
land they hold to the best advantage. The
exact position in this respect, however, can
only be ascertained by inquiry. I know
of land in the South-West, now running
sheep and stock, and which is being held
for the children of those who now occupy
it. There is nothing wrong in & man
acquiring a large area, so that when his
children are ready to take vp & portion
of it, it will be there available for them.
We know of people who are here gearching
for land but who canmot get it. The Minis-
ter told una that there was mot much avail-
able land within easy distance of a rail-
way, though there was a good deal that
was not served by railways. This land,
however, is bound to be taken up and util-
ised as settlement increases. It does mnot
necegsarily follow that because a man is in
possession of a large area of land, he is
withholding it from cccupation. Ha has a
perfect right to hold it for his children.
It has been the poliey of the State to per-
mit this, and now we propose to tell these
people that we are going to allow a beard
to declare that the land is not produecmy
to the extent that it should be doing and
that, therefore, they are to be penalised,
and this, tco, whether the holder has done
as well as he was able to do with the pro-
perty. We are going to declare that it
should have been made more productive,
and because that has not been done we are
poing to take it from him and, of eourse,
compensate him to some extent. But what
is compensation to a man who is relieved
of property where he has lived for many
years, and where he has made his home?
That asyect deserves and reguires considera-
tion. I am not one of those who believe
that people should hold big areas of land
without utilising it; T believe that an in-
dividual should show his bona fides by put-
ting to use all the land that he holds so
far a3 his resources will allow. I do not
believe it is right, and it was never con-
templated by the State—I hold strong
views on this matter—that a man should
acquire land and hold it for the unearned
inerement. I trust that due consideration
will he given to those who have attempted
to Ao their duviv with the land they hold.
Those are my views.

(23]
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Mr. XORTH (Claremont) [5.50): BSee-
ing that the Bill has hbeen before the
House previously, it is not necessary to
do more than to merely say that we are
here to support it. I may draw attention,
however, to this one point, that in the
courge of time the principle of doing away
with sheep areas may leave us in a very
awkward position, because we are almozt
the only country in the world at the
present time that has big spaces left for
sheep.

The Premier: Small areas have been
taken up for sheep.

Mr. NORTH: That may be so, but the
fact remains fthat the time may ecome
when we may find ourselves ghort of room
for sheep, with which to feed and clothe
the world. That will be the position, be-
cause closer settlement has overtaken
about three-quarters of the habitable
globe. There is very little room left in
the world for expansion, and it would be
a very sorry day for us if we found our-
selves in the position of not being able,
by restrieting sheep raising to cramped
areas, to supply wool and mutton outside
on a large scale. Having made this point,
I desire to support the second reading of
the Bill.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH (Beverley)
[5.52]): I realise that we are in the posi-
tion that if the Government choose, they
can carry the measure through the House.
I firmly believe, however, that ikoss
respongible for the Bill are not fully
seized with the state of affairs as it exists
to-day, and to which the provisiona of
the Bill will apply. The Minister told us
that there were over three million acres
of land in the Avon Valley to which the
Bill would apply. I wish to make my
position eclear with regard to this stato-
ment. When it was made by the Min-
ister, T interjected that the land he had
in mind was producing more ' to-day in
the form of mutton "and wool than it
could possibly do under any form of
closer settlement. In the leading Press
of the next day, my interjection was re-
ported as having been to the effeet that
the Avon Valley was absolutely unfit for
closer settlement.

The Minister for Lands: I took it that
way, too.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: If the Min-
ister will turn up ‘*Hansard’’ he will find
my remark correctly stated. ‘‘Hansard’’
gave what I meant to imply and what I
now wish to emphasise, and i is, that if
the Bill is applied to those areas in the
Avon Valley the Minister has in mind,
he will do something that will retard pro-
gress and minimise considerably the pro-
duction of wealth, because I am satisfied
that there is no land in the Avon Valley
snitable for closer settlement on the lines
the Minister has in view.
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Hon. W. D, Johnsen: You would not
say that the land should net be asub-
divided?

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: T am afraid
thy trend of present day thought, so far
ag areas suitable for mixed farming in
the Avon Valley are concerned, is very
much at gea. It has been forcibly brought
home to us, more particularly in connec-
tion with the repurchase and subdivision
of estates, that mistakes have been made.
I have in mind the Mount Hardy estate
in the York district, which was repur-
chased some 16 years ago and was appor-
tioned to various settlers, totalling 18 in
namber. That is en estate typical of the
Avon Valiey land. At the present time
the property has got back into the hands
of five people. That iz not because the
Jand is not suitable for settlement, but
mainly because the areas are too small te
enable the people holding them for suc-
cessful farming. I can come¢ closer home
and quote an instance in my own district.
Some 20 years ago, when the land there
was thrown open for selection, we had 27
farmers in small areas. To-day the num-
ber has gone back to 12, and so it goes
on. We find that 1,000 aeres in the Avon
Valley is not enough to enable a man to
carry on successfuily. We find also that
if a farmer sticks to a wheat proposition,
he will fail. Al now turn their attention
to mixed farming and larger areas. 1
have uc time for the man who dummies,
bat I do wish to sound a note of warning
by saying that the Bill will give too much
power io a board of three men when it
proposes to clothe the board with the
authority to say that land is not being
reagonably worked, and without giving
the right of some form of appesal. I under-
stand that certain amendments will be
proposed when the Bill is in Committee
and I trust the Minister will receive them
sympathetically. I am very much afraid
that the Minister, or his officinls, do not
sufficiently realise the position regarding
the Avon Valley. I have quoted the Avon
Valley as a typical exatnple of the land in
that part of the State.

The Minister for Lands:
only area classified.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: There must
be at least a million seres in that area
unsuitable for eloser settlement. It is
composed of white gum, red gum and
jarrah, and many thousands of pounds
will have to be spent on it if the Qovern-
ment carry out their intentions.

Mr, Griffitbs: There is a)so a good deal
of stony country there.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: Yes, aul in
addition it is infested with poison and
noxious weeds. In saying this T have no
desire to decry the State, but T am waorn-
ing the Minister of what iz a fact that

That is the
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was not borne in mind by the oficials
who clossified the land. I do not wish
to reflect on those gentlemen, but from
past experience of the officers of the Agri-
culturai Bank and the Survey Department,
I know that they have not the practical
or modern knowledge necessary to cnable
them to speak with authority. I would
not be justified in permitting the Bill to
go tbrough without sounding a mote of
warning, and that is, that the areas in
close proximity to the railways are nct
smitable for the closer settlement that the
Minister has in view.

Mr, CHESBON (Cue) [6.0]: I weleotie
this Hill. It is absurd to allow people to
hold large areas of land alongside the rail-
ways without putting it to profitable vse.
The Ntate has built railways at great ex-
pense, and a lot of land in close proximity
to them has been held for speculative pur-
poses.  This measure will compel people to
put their land to the best use. Ii land now
used for sheep were put under wheat, more-
employment would be provided. The ques-
tion as to what constitutes its best use will
be decided by a competent board. People liv-
ing in remote parts of the country have com-
plained of the excessive railway freights, If
the agricaltural land alengside railways is
brought under profitable production, the
Government should be able to assist the peo-
ple outback by reduecing railway freights..
Land values taxation would also assist, pro-
vided the proceeds were earmarked for that
specific purpose. Provision is made that
Jand may be resnmed for closer settlement
at the value returned for taxation purposes
plus 10 per cent. This provision appears in
the New Zealand Act, and it should suffice:
here.

Mr. George: Are you going to provide
a farmer with other land so that he can
make a living?

Mr, CHESSON: The farmer’s interests
will bo safeguarded. If he wishes to sub-
divide his land, he will have ample oppor-
tunity to de so. An owner should not be per-
mitted to bold land indefinitely without put-
ting it to profitable use.

Mr, George: But a man cannot farm un-
less he has land.

Mr. CHESSOXN: XNeither could he farm
profitably without the facilities provided by
the Htate. WWhen those facilities are pro-
vided, he should put his land to its best use.

M. C. P, Wansbrough: Who iz to be
the judpge of what is the best use?

Mr. CHESSON: The board wil be
competent to decide. It is necessary to have
some body to decide the point, and if amend-
ments arc moved to ensure that the board
will he competent, they will receive favour-
able consideration. The passing of the Bill
will mean that more people will be put on
the land, that the land will be put to its best
use and that railway freights to people in
the outback country will be reduced.
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Mr. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [6.4]. After
listening to the apeeches of lawyers, far-
mers and mipers, I feel somewhat difident
about diseussing the Bil. The member for
West Perth (Mr. Davy) spoke of the need
for additionsl provisions. I have studied
the Aets operating in various States, and
bave been struck with the smallness of this
measurg compared with the largeness of
theirs. One clause of the Bil) provides that
thz Government may make regulations. This
may geeount for the difference. In the other
States the regulations are embodied in the
Act so that people know exnetly their ef-
feet. I take it the Government may make
regulations along the lines suggested by the
member for West Perth, bat % would prefer
to see them set out in the Bill. The members
for West Perth and for Guildford suggested
that this Bill should have heen held over
until after the Land and Imcome Tax Bill
had been considered. I repeat what I said
on the Address-in-reply that the Land and
Income Tax Bill will not effeet what we are
seeking to attain under this Bill. A measure
that should have been introduced befcre the
Closer Settlement Bill 1s one dealing with
the valuation of land. 'The Bill sets out
that the amount of eompensation to be paid
shell he 10 per cent. increase on the unim-
proved value for taxation purposes. The
unimproved value represents the valoa-
tion made by the local governing Lodies. The
Government have ndt mads a valoation.
They have made a start, but many or tne
land valnes are those atrived at by loeal
governing hodies many years ago. I do not
agrez with some membera that because a
man’s land valuztion may be light, he iy
acting unjustly in not getting it altered.
The value kas been created by the loeal
governing body and that is the figure on
which he pays taxation, Had a Valuation
of Land Bill been introdnced, it would have
ensured a fair deal to the land owner and to
the State.

The Minister for Lands: I do not think
the road boards want a land valvation, but
it would be a good thing for the State.

Mr. LINDSAY: T ghonld have no objec-
tion to it. T realise that in the past valua-
tions have been low, Let me give an in-
stance how road hosrds make their valua-
tions. T myself have had to make some.

The Minister for Lands: Tt all depends
npon the subsidy on the rates.

Mr. LINDSAY: When a road board
was formed, it received £50 with which to
start. We could not pay a valuer, so the
road board members had to do the work,
That was the hasis of the original valuation
and it stood until the Government appointed
a valuer, who increased the values by 200
to 400 per cent. I do not contend that ex-
isting valuesd are too hizh, but land ownera
should have some appeal, for which no pro-
vision i made at present.

The Minister for Lands: You have an
appeal to the Taxation Department.
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Mp, LINDSAY: It is a case of appeal-
in from Cmgar to Cmsar, True, we counld
go to the Supreme Court, but in districts
like mine the amount of the land tax is low,
and it is not worth whilfe

The Minister for Lands: Some of the
largest heldings are i your district.

Mr. LINDSAY: I agree. When a man's
property is to be resumed, he is in a dif-
terent position. Although the Bill provides
that 10 per cent. shall be added to the
unim{;roved value, there is nothing to say
that the owner shall receive any increage in
the vaiue of improvements. Clavse T pro-
vides that compensation shall be based om
the unimproved value of the land, and on
the fair value of the improvements assessed
at the added value given to the land for
the time being by reason of such improve-
ments. That may seem fair on the face
of it, but many men who have taken up
land have done so to make & home. They
have not added improvements with the ob-
jeet of selling their holdings. If I wished
to gell my land to-day, I would lose comsid-
erably on the improvements I have effected.
A property on which sheep are being Tun
may be resumed for other purposes. The
owner may have provided water in the var-
ious paddocks, together with other im-
provements making it sevitable for sheep,
but if that property were assessed for re-
sumption for other purposes, I doubt
whether the owner would get the value thae
the improvements represent to him. The
New Zealand Act provides that the owner
shall receive a 10 per cent. inerease on the
value made by the Land Valuation Board,
but there iy a further provision setting forth
that in determining the sum to be paid by
wny of compensation, the eourt shall have
regard not only to the value of the land,
but also to the loss, if any, caused to the
owner’s huginess as a rcsnlt of the resump-
tion, Thug, New Zealand allows not only
the 10 per cent., but also coinpensation for
deprivation of the property. An amend-
ment will be tabled to cover that poist.
I do not agree with much that has heen
snid, even by membets on this side of the
Houge. A lot of men are holding land and
ate not doing their duty to the State. We
require a Closer Settlement Act to make
them do the duty they should have done
before.

Mr. Latham: Where is that land?

Hon, §. W. Munsie: There is any amount
of it in the York distriet.

Mr. LINDS8AY: The member for York
krows whete it is.

Mr. Latham: Yoa :ould have =very bnit
in the York district.

Mr., LINDSAY: The memher for York
definitely stated last sesslon that there was
land around York that shoold be taken for
closer kettlement.

Mr. Latham: Refer to ‘'Hansard’’ and
see whether that is truoe.

Mr. LINDSAY: T am somewhat afraid
of the proposed board. Bubeclause 2 of
Clause 3 states that land shall be deemed
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unutilised and uanproductive if in the
opinion of the board it is not put to reas-
onable use. The board is to comsist of am
offiecer of the Lands Department and an
officer of the Agricultural Bank, together
with a resident of the district to be ap-
puinted from time to time. Thus two of
the three members of the board will be
Governument employees, and it is natoral to
convinde that they will carry out the wishes
of the Government.

The Minister for Lands: How can they
enrry our Lhe wishes of the Govermnment if
there is a right of appeal.

Mr. LINDSAY: The owner will have
ne right of appeal. Provision is made
that the hoard ashall take evidence on oath
and give ¢ decision, but an owner who eon-
giders he is utilising his land should have
the right of appeal.

Mr. Latham: He bas the right of appeal
under Clause 8,

Mr, LINDSAY: T had not noticed that.

Mr. Latham: It is a very good provision
for appeal.

Mr. LINI'SAY: There is another point
as to resuming the whole of the land.
There is nothing in the Bill to stipulate
that the owner may reserve any porfion of

i,

The Minister for Lands: If you are go-
ing to provide thaf, you may as well throw
out the Bill.

Mr., LINDSAY: Al the Acts in other
States make that provision.

The Mipigter for Lands: Those Acts deal
with all land; this Bill deals only with
unutiliged land.

Mr, LINDSAY: The owner should have
the right to retain a portion of his holding.
A man who has pioncered land and made
a home for his family shonld have the right
to retain a portion of the holding, provided
the board agrees. That is not much to ask.

Sitting suspended from 8.15 to 7.830 p.m.

Mr, LINDSAY: Before tea I was dis-
cussing the question of the appointment of
& board to decide whether land shall be
deemed to be unutilised and unproductive.
I sugpested there was no method providiag
for an appeal against the decisions of that
board. I was told by members that there
was such a right in the Bill. Certain
clauses of the Bill provide for compensa-
tion under the Arbitration Aet and the
Public Works Act. Another portion of it
deals with the question of default by the
owner after notifieation and subdivision for
gale. If the owner does not subdivide after
agreeing to do mo within a certain time,
the board may deal with the matter and
the owner may appeal to the Suprcme
Court. There is nothing in the Bill prorid-
ing for an appeal against the decision of
the hoard, which will consist of a member
of the Agricnliural Bank, the Landa De-
partment, and a private individual. What
we are agking for is omly a just request.
There is a right of appeal from the decision
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of any lower court to a ligher court, and
the same principle should appertain in re-
spect to this Billl. We do net want to
create extra cxpense. It wmay not be pos-
aible for an owner to bring all his witnesses
Lwfore the board. He may think he has put
up a good enough case without going to
the trouble of gutting witnesses. Tf the
board decide against him, he may have
fresh evidence to produce, and should have
the right of appeal

Mr, Latham: He might go on for ever
on those lines.
Mr. LINDSAY: On these grounds, I

hold that he should have the right of ap-
peal. Thia Bill is different from the other
that Purliament had te deal with. It in-
cludes conditional purchase land as well as
freehold. It has been suggested that eon-
ditional purchase land should be exempt, be-
cause of the existenee of a contract between
the Government ond the helder. There ie
alse o contraet so far as the owner of free-
held land is concerned. He agreed to do
certain things, and because he did them he
wot his freehold. T o not think there is any
more likelihood of n contract being broken
in respect of eonditional purchase land than
in respect of freehold. A good deal of the
conditional purchase Jand is not utilised to
its full capacity, and shonld be brought
under the Bill,

Mr. Latham: There is already provision
in the Land Act for that.

Mr. LINDSAY: It is a pity the pro-
visions of the Land Act are not made more
atrict than they are, It is also stated that
the landowner should be allowed to hoeld a
sufficient area so that his children may
have some of i1 when they prom up. TIf
that is allowed the original selector should
announce beforchand how many children he
is going to have, so that he will ensure get-
ting enough land. The country -annot he
held up until the children grow up hefore
it is improved. Tt is not right that
people should hold their properties in an
vnproductive state for an indefinite period.
The member for Claremont (Mr. North)
suggested that hy the poliey of ecloser set-
tlement we might destray the sheep-raiving
industry. He appears to think that sheep
can bhe raiged only on large holdings. If
the land were snhdivided into smaller hold-
ings, and the plough judiciously used, and
gheep feed prown, the commtry wonld be
carrying more sheep than it is doing to-

day.

Mr. Latham: Is that the only reason
why we have not so many?

My, LINDSAY: : It would also carry

more settlers. My reason for supporting
the Bill is that very oftes a man holling a
fairly large acreage can make a living out
of a few sheep and the green timber on his
land, and does not go to the tromble of
Eutting it to its full use. That is not in the
est interests of the State. Tf a man bhad
less land, and improved it by using the
plough, acd if he were within a reasonable
rainfall area and fairly adjacent to the
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railway, he would get more out of his land
than he does to-day. I venture to say that
he could ecarry five sheep where he is only
carrying one. I was elected to this House
chiefly on the votes of land holders, for
very few other people voted for me. I have,
therefore, not been eleeted to do the land
holders any harm, but to see that they pet
a fair deal. In the firat plaee, howerer, I
believe I was elected to see that the coun-
try had a fair deal. It is in the interests
of the State that our oceupied lands should
be producing to their full eapacity, and T,
therefore, support the Bill subject to the
small amendments that will be moved in
Committee.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [7.35]: After
listening to the various speeches I have come
to the conclusion that the general feeling is
that a Bill of this nature i required. A
great deal has been said, however, with
which I cannot agree. It has been said that
there is no land available for cloger settle-
ment along the Avon Valley. This valley
extends a long distanece. Those who made
that statement were to a ecertain extent
justified. As onme proceeds along the rail-
way line through the York distriet, and on
towards Beverley, one sees a good deal of
country that is very nice in appearance. It
is, however, backed up by a lot of stony
bills, which would be unsuitable for closer
settlement.

Mr. Latham: Or for the plough,

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Yes. There are some
properties that would not be suitable for
closer settlement. Ope estate that, I think,
belonged to Sir Walter James, and was pur-
thased and subdivided by the Government,
eontaing a number of settlers, many of whom
are doing well, Quite close to the York
boundary and adjacent to the suburban
areas, there iz an estate of about 11,000
arres, but I do not know whether it is suit-
able for closer settlement. It would on the
whole be wrong to say that all this country
is suitable for this purpose until a proper
¢lassification had been made. The member
for Beverlev (Mr. C. P. Waunsbrough) said
that Mr. William Parker’s estate comprises
about 4,000 acres, and that of Mr. James
Parker about 7,000 acres, and that a lerge
proportion of these properties is unfit for
closer gettlement. The land was originally
offered to the Government for 17s. 6d. an
gere, and to-day it ean he purehased for
abant £3 103, an acre, At Pingelly there
are farmers who have told me that the
golution of the problem of cloger settlement
lies in the establishment of the silo syatem.
Messrs. Howe and Sons have erected three
gilos on their farm, and are now earrying
three sheep where they only carried one.
They admit they have too much land, and
wonld be prepared to get rid of some of it.
This is one direction in which closer setile-
ment might he encouraped in these areas.
On the map I could point to such country as
that around Chidlow’s Well and Baker’s
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Hill and along the Midland rrilway which
may or may not be suitable for closer
settlement. The Midland Railway Com-
pany and Mr. 8. 'W. Copley are shown
on the map I have here as being the
holders of a large area of rcountry, com-
prising neariy a third of that on the map.
Very little of it is occupied, but T am told
that a good deal of it is stony and poisen
country.

Mr. Holman: There ie some good timber
on it.

Mr, GRIFFITHS: There is a good deal
of finc country in it and many fertile

llies, At Mr. Copley’s place sultanas as

e as any grown in the State have been
produced, Across the railway line to the
north there is another big tract of Midland
country, bunt very little has been dome with
it. Between the York-road and the railway
there ia a big belt of country suitable for
closer settlement and adjacent to a railway.
Arecas of this deseription might be elasaified
or brought in as being suitable for the pur-
pose we have in view. Some parts of them,
however, may be unsuitable. Portion may
do for fruit growing, and farther to the
east, towards the cereal country, might be
used for some other purpose. One of the
big problems in the matter is in connection
with our light lands. That is a greater
problem than is that of the land lying ad-
jacent to existing railways. Tn my territory
T canmot say there is much country that
would be suvitable for cloger settlement.
Within six miles of Cunderdin there iz a
large property owned by Messrs. Shields and
Lalor, ahsentees. It comprises about 13,000
aeres. There is another estate of about
23,000 acres some eight or ten miles scuth
of Doodlakine. Beyond these there is & lot
of light country. The main thing in ap-
pointing a tribunal to value land or fix the
amount of compensation is to ensure that it
is composed of competent men. The prin-
ciple sppears to have worked all right in
New Zealand, and if the principles of the
New Zealand Aet were embodied in the Bill
it might be better tham it is at present. I
have no desire to give a silent vote, and will
support the second reading of the Bill

Mr. BROWN (Pingelly) [7.43]: It is
strange that in a country like this there
should be such a large amount of virgin
land, and that it should be thought neces-
gary to introduce a Bill such as the one now
before us. According to our popuiation we
have mors miles of railway than any other
State in Awustralia, and these extend over
a great distance, Naturally the thought
that will arise in the minds of many
members i3, how is it that we are not
utilising to their utmost capacity those
lands that lie adjacent to the railways?
The Government are going to be greatly
disappointed in the results from this meas-
ure. Speaking of the area I know, from
Spencer’s Brook to Katanning, I say that
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when the board inspect the properties there
they will find very little ground that is
not improved and wtilised. Western Aus-
tralinn lapd ia of a very patchy nature. In
fact, thie State needs to be placed under
the zone system. We have our mixed farm-
ing districts, and our wheat districts, and
our pastoral distriets spreading to the
North. In the country along the Great
Southern railway years ago our wheat yields
were pretty good, but now we find those
yields decreasing, for the simple reason that
the land is becoming wheat-bungry. Every
practienl farmer knmows that in sueh cir-
cumaiances thers is no alternative but to
eultivate overy four years. As soon as the
farmer comes to that method, he needs a
eongiderahble ares to make his farming pay.
Those are the eonditions which the board
nuder this Bill will find when they go
slong the Great Southern railway. How-
ever, I favour the Bill, and will give my
reasons. A cduple of years ago we at Pin-
gelly formed ourselves into a committee,
beinyr of opinion that there was an area of
ground along the Hotham River and ad-
Jaeent to the railway that was suitable for
eloser settlement. The commitiee sent a
deputation to wait on Sir James Mitchell,
and tle cage the committee put before him
was nndoubtedly, as the then Premier told
08, an ereellent one. However, we heard
nothing more of the matter, the reason, as
I have found out pinee, being that under
the migration scheme land eannot be bought
for migrants, hecause it has to he given to
them free. The then Premier had no power
to acquire land under 2 measure for closer
settlement, My reason for believing that
the present Government will be disappointed
with the resnits from the Bill is that the
Iand reqnired does not exist in the good
arcas. It is ugeless to settle people on
poor land; they mnst be given a cartain
praportion of gaod land. The proper method
of achieving closer settlement is to repur-
chase estates, and possibly a measure em-
powering thae Btate to do thia exists al-
ready. Again, there is a possibility that
the present Ministry have up their sleeves
a projeet for aequiring Jand by way of
heavy taxation. In a new country there is
always a tendeney for pround to pass into
large holdings. That is the case in my dis-
trict, which is Sassing inte larger holdings
year by year. Of the original settlers some
do well and others do not. The latter look
for an opportunity to sell out, and most
likely their )roperties are purchased by
their neighbours. In the Pingelly district,
which is typical of the Grept Southern dis-
tricts, there are now one-third fewer people
farming than there were ten years ago,
simply as the result of neighbours buying
gach other out. At the present prices of
gheep and wool a man soon realises what
he can make most money out of. Accord-
ingly, many farmcres are now tureing their
attention to growing wool and mutten in-
sfead of cereals. That i3 another reason
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why our Jands arg passing into large hold-
inga.  People along the Great Southern
railway will not go in for dairying, al-
though the land is suitable for it. How-
ever, there is a certain amount of hard
work attached to dairFing, and many a
farmer has said to me, ‘T will not allow
my daughter to go into a cow-yard.’’ But
necessity may drive tbe farmers into dairy-
ing. There is8 always a good demapd for
butter, and with gilos one can preserve
enough fedder, probably, to enable oune to
milk cowa all the year round. Undoubtedly
there is puitable land for dairving aleng
the Great Southern railway. One danger-
oug feature of this Bill is the provision for
a board of valuers, The idea seems to he
to have three valuers: one an official of the
Agricultural Bank, one a surveyor, and one
a mwan who understands the land and the
methods of the partienlar district, That is
where the danger will come, The two Gov-
ernment officials will be permanently on the
hoard. They are supposed to understand
theroughly every acre of land held asd
every method of farming practised in all
parts of the State. The third member of
the board may understand his partieular
distriet, but he will he out-voted by the
other two members. There will be great
danger unless the other two membere of
the hoard are good practiesl men. It may
be rontended that two better mep could
not he got than an officer of the Agrieul-
tural Bank and a surveyer for determining
whether land is being utilised adequately.
I may say that many land owners will wel-
eome this Bill, because they have proper-
ties which they will be only too glad to
offer tn the Government without any in-
speetion at all.  Two-thirds of such pro-
pertics may probably not be suitable for
cloger settlement at all, but under the Bijl
the Government must buy the entire pro-
perty or let it alone, The Sounth-West is
eminently snitable for closer settlement, but
the land in the dryer areas is unsuitable
because in that country the settler requires
a conmaiderable area in order to make a liv-
ing, When T was on the deputation to Sir
James Mitebell T wag asked by many men
in Perth, ‘*Do yon mean to say a man can
make a living on 500 acres in the Pingelly
district, when farmers there are selling out
every day and the land is passing into large
holdings®’’ My reply was, ‘*Yes, if the
neceasity arises a2 man can make a living on
500 acres.’’ When the Committee stage is
reached we of this party will probably
have some suggestions to offer to the Gov.
ernment. 1 honestly hope the measure will
ass,

Mr, KENYEDY (Greenough) [7.547: I
welecome the Bill, and T commend the Min-
ister for Lands and the Government for
having breought it down so early in the
session. The objeetion of some hon. mem-
hers to the measure appears to be that it
will prove glow and cumbersome, and that
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a Bill for land taxation should have been
introduced first, The latter Bill, I say,
would also prove slow aand cumbersome,
and would not meet the Government’s de-
sires as expressed in the present measure.
In the Greenuugh electorate there are
large estates, within 20 miles of Gerald-
ton, owned by afew men who would he
willing to pay a heavy land tax in order
to retain their lands upused rather than
bring them into productivity. The mem-
ber for Muyrray-Wellingion (Mr. George)
stressed the desirableness of large hold-
inga so that the owners might make pro-
vigion for their sons. While the Govern-
ment are alsp desirous of promating settle-
meant, they eontend that it is disadvant-
ageous to the Btate if large areas of first-
class land are kept idle pending sons
comipng of age. Again, amall farmars are
also anxious to provide blocks of land for
their sons; but the only land offering for
their purposes is outback. The young
fellows would have to go out into the area
of declining rainfall. This should not be
the cnse while huge areas of land near at
band are lying idle. The estates in the
Greenocugh electorate to which I have re-
forred are owned by six persons, and com-
prise from 80,000 to 100,000 acres. Those
squatters are running only a few sheep,
and by way of experiment a few deer
and mules. If the area were brought into
productivity, it would furnish bomes for
approximately 100 families, thus proving
of great advantage to the State. More-
over, the Government are spending a large
sum of money in Geraldton on harbour
construction. TUnless the sole object of
that expendifure ig to build a harbour as
an arnament to the State, the Government
should not allow the large tract of land
to which I have alluded to lie idle any
longer. Many years agoe the  Oakabella
and Mt. Erin estates were subdivided for
closer settlement, and the Geraldton dis-
trict prospered much from that fact. It
meant that the Northampton railway had
to provide larger trains and heavier
engines to cope with the increastnp traffic.
It nlso meant the construction of another
railway, from Geraldton to Yupa. That
ia how the Geraldton district prospered
from the opening of those lands. Gerald-
ton has a butter factory which is practi-
cally n white elephant. The factory was
built only a few years ago, and a large
amount of Government money was ex-
peaded on it, and to-day it is Iying idle.
If the large tvacts of lend adjacent to
QGeraldtnn were opened up by a closer
settlement scheme, the factory would be
an asset to Western Australia as a whole
and to the port of Geraldton in partieunlar.
It is desirable that this Bill should re-
eeive the close attention of hon. members.

Mr. LATHAM (York) {7.58]: I shall
support the second reading of the Bill, but
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I wonder what effect the measure will
bave after it becomes law, if it does be-
come law. There is very little land along
the Avon Valley not available to the
Government to-day if they wish to pur-
chase it. Morgover, by approaching the
owners the Government would get that
land on better terms than those on which
they would obtain it under this Bill. An
hon. mamber a little while ago mentioned
the Gwambygine estate, which was sub-
divided. There is also the Cold Harbour
sstate, which, too, was cut up for cloger
settlement. In each case the land bas
drifted back into the hands of one or two
men. After we have passed this measure,
if we pass it, we shall have to pass yot
another to prevent men from repurchasing
properties re-acquired by the Government
and then sold by the Govermment. Along
the Eastern Goldfields line the more pros-
perous farmers arc continually enlarging
their holdings. There is nothing to pre-
vent them from doing so. No sooner is an
estate subdivided, than the settlers on it
begin to buy blocks from one another,

Member: There is also the Mt. Hardy
estate,

Mr, LATHAM: Yes; the Government
purchased that property some years ago,
and nuw every bit of it has reverted to
two men., If we have to make provision
for the subdivision of areas, let us make
provision also that the subdivisions shall not
revert again to big holdings. When I first
went to York I had an idea that there were
considerable areas that could be subdivided.
I am still of that opinign, but I do not
know that the Bill will have the effect we
desire.  Take the Hawkhurst estate that
changed hands the other day; that estate
was available to the Government. After
purchasing estates great care musat be taken
in selling them apgain. We need only go
through the list of properties purchased at
very rcasonable prices for the returned sol-
diers, to see how highly over-capitalized they
are pow, and hpw necessary it is that the
Government shall write down the cost of
many of those holdings. The Minister for
Lands knows something about the Kum-
minin station property. I understand that
the Minister will be approached shertly with
a request to write down the capital cost of
the blocks there,

Hon. 8ir .James Mitchell: That property
was bought cheaply.

AMr. LATHAM: It has been a most ex-
prosive property.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What was given
far it?

AMr. LATHAM: T do not know the fipure,
but the settlers there will mever make a
success while they have to shonlder their
pregent burden.

The Minister for Lands: Are goldier set-
tlers on these bloeks.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes.

The Minister for Lands:
will deal with them,

A committee
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Mr. LATHAM: The Minister will be ap-
proacbed regarding this matter, and, to be
fair to the settlers, be will have to do some-
thing for them. When the land was sold,
it was overrun with rabbits; there were
many stony patches, and there were noxious
woeds there as well. I wish to emphasise
the point that great ¢are must be taken to
ge¢c that adjoining settlers do not buy up
the blocks after the gubdivision has taken
place. 'We must also see that the men who
take up the blocks have a reasonable oppor-
tunity to make good. We should not handi-
cap the men for all time, and we should
see that they have proper tenure respecting
their properties.

Mr. George: You should give them secur-
ity of tenure.

Mr. LATHAM: This is experimental
legislation such as was introduced in New
Zealand, where, however, it was found neces-
sary to alter it.

The Minister for Railways: Security of
tenure!

Mr. George: There is no security of ten-
ure to-day.

Mr, LATHAM: I do not know that sue-
cess will attend the operations of the Bill
In this State we have large areas of land
adjacent to raiiways and those areas are
not being used. Those areas are owned
by the Crown. If we were to devote our
attention a bit more to the question of
utilising the light Jands adjacent to our
railways, it wonld be rendering imporiant
service to the State.

Mr. driffiths: I have got another recruit!

Mr. LATHAM: I do not knmow that the
hon. member has had any experience with
the light lands!

Mr. Griffiths: No one knows more about
the light land than I do, or has been over

more of those areas than I have.
© Mr. LATHAM: I went over millions of
acres of the light land for the Government
on one oceasion.

The Minister for Lands: Sir James Mit-
chell took us over a lot of it omce.

My, TATHAM: We should devote atten-
tion to these light lands. They are adja-
eent to railways, and water supplies and
roads are already provided. If we adopted
that course instead of dabbling with this
sort of legislation, we would be doing some-
thing for the State. During the debate
there have been several references to the
statement made by Mr. Lefroy, the depart-
mental surveyor, to the effect that there
were 2,000,000 acres of unutilised Iland
along the Avon Valley. I have been wom-
dering where those two million acres have
got to.

The Minister for Railways: Mr. Lefroy
was there for months trying to find out.

Mr. LATHAM: T am glad the Minister
uged the word ‘‘trying’’

The Minister for Lands: Mr. Lefroy is
one of our principal officers, and a good one,
too.
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Mr. LATHAM: I am not doubting that
at all.

The Minister for Lands: He would not
present a report that was not true.

Mr. LATHAM:; Perhaps he referred to
the jarrah country on the western side.

The Minister for Railways: You can see
the plan for yourself,

My, LATHAM: I do not kmow where he
could find any such land within 12 miles
of the railway.

The Minister for Lands:
miles, not 12 miles.

Mr. LATHAM: Then I defy him to sub-
stantinte that statement.

The Minister for Railways: That state-
ment has been before us for some years,
‘Why did you not adopt that attitude be-
fore?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Some men bave
not ayes to sce.

Mr, LATHAM: T challenge hon. members
to go to York and investigate the positioun.

Hon, 8. W. Munsie: York is not the only
place in the State.

Mr. LATHAM: Well, then, I invite hon.
members to go to the Avon Valley. They
will find there, on the western side, owners
who would he willing to give land to any
hon. member who would like to take it up,
in order to ascertain what is necessary to
bring those areas inte productivity. I would
next draw attention to the provision made
in the Bill for dealing with land held under
conditional purcbase conditions. The Gov-
ernment have entered into a contract with
the purchasers of those areas and they bave
no right to interfere with those conditiona.
If the conditions governing those leases
have not been complied with, there is suffi-
cient leyislation in existence already to en-
foree compliance. It is the duiy of the
Minister to see that that is done,

Hon. 8, W. Munsie: If those conditions
are carried out, is that sufficient in the
interests of the State to-day?

Mr. LATHAM: Having entered into a
contract with those people, the Government
have a right to fulxl their obligations.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: The same applies to
freehold.

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know what the
conditions applying to freehold may be.

The Minister for Lands: They are the
same conditions.

Mr. LATHAM: There are many recruits
in this Chamber who are willing to tell a
man whe has land what he shall do with it,
hat they de not go on the land themselves,

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: If we wanted land,
we could not get it to-day.

Mr. LATHAM: Would the hon. mem-
ber like a 5000-acre block?

Hon. 5. W. Munsie: Yes, very much.

Mr. LATHAM: I think I shall be able
to supply the hon. member’s wants.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: What about the one
block for which there were 83 applicants?

Mr, LATHAM: Of courss you will al-
ways have a4 number of applicants for
blecks that are available.

He paid seven
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The Minister for Railways: How many
were after that block at Kalgarint

Mr. LATHAM: But how many of those
men would be prepared to go out and
tackle the work? Of course, with the con-
ditions we are offering, there will always
be a great number of applicants for blocks
hecause, to the man who secures a block,
the State gives at least £1,000. I know
that for a faet.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: The sooner yon
present me with that 5,000-acre block, the
better, if £1,000 goes with it.

Mr. LATHAM: There was a reference
to the block east of Bengering. The lucky
individual who gets hold of that block
will receive a present of £1,000. I know
what I am talking about.

Mr. Lindsay: What does the State get
for that £1,0001

Mr. LATHAM: I hope it gets a good
gettler; sometimes it docs not. Sometimes
the State gets a trafficker in land, and 1
am not here to defend that sort of person.
We make [and available under wonderful
conditions, but having made the land avail-
ahle, the State should bonour its contraect.
Tbat is why I do not like to see such a
claugse in the Bill, particularly seeing that
there is already legislative machinery to
enable the Minister to compel people to
comply with the conditions nnder which the
land is taken up. I hope, in Committes, the
clause will be deleted.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We will alter
that elauvge.

Mr, LATHAM: 1 hope so; there is no
need for it, I kmow tbe Minister will be
fair to the State and to the men on the
land. If the man has been hampered in the
fulfilment of his conditions, I am sure the
Government will give bim time. 1 sun-
port the Bill but T am afraid it will be
a futile pieece of legislation. It will not
have the effect the Government anticipate.
The member for Guildford (Hon. W. D.
Johnsen) sugpested that the proper way
to go about it was to compulsorily resume
land if it was required for closer settle-
ment,

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: They can do
it under the Bill.

Mr. LATHAM: I say they cannot.

The Premier: Of course we ecan.

Mr. LATHAM: Even so0, it will take a
long time,

The Premier: Still, we have no other
legistation to-day that enables us to do so.

Mr. LATHAM: 1 agree.

B ’{‘he Premier: That is the object of the

ill.

Mr. LATHAM: I am anxious to see what
the result will be.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Then let us have the
Bill and see what the result will be.

Mr. LATHAM: I support the second
reading of the Bill, hut do not think
it will deliver the goods.

The Minmister for Railways: Of course,
if you want it more drastic, we will see
what can be donme.
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Mr. LATHAM; 1 do not think the Bill
will do much good.

The Premier: Well, it will not do any
harm.

Mr. LATHAM: We should be very care-
ful when dealing with land securities,

The Minister for Lands: The Bill does
not affect securities,

Mr. LATHAM: It may.

Mr. Thomson: Or it may not.

Mr., LATHAM: Once we start tinkering
with securities, the effect may be adverse
to those on the land. XNot long age, when
an attempt was made to enforce the regu-
lations under the Land Aect, the bankers
ingtantly commenced ecalling up their
money.

Mr. George: And that broke many of
the farmers.

Mr. LATHAM: That is so. That empha-
sises the necessity for great care regard-
ing such legislation. ) '

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. W.

C. Angwin — North-East Fremantle —in
reply) [8.131: I intended to say 1
was pleaged with the reception the

Bill haa received, but the blessings on
the clauses of the Bill, apart from
the Title, make the prospects bad indeed.
The member for York {(Mr. Latham) pointed
out that, before a Bill of this deseription
could be of any use for closer settlement
purpeses, provision should be made in an-
other Bill to prevent the subdivisional blocks
reverting to large holdings, If thers is omne
objection that can be raised to the Bill—it
has already been raised, becaunse there is a
reference to it on the Notice Paper—it is
that we are not dealing entirely with im-
proved lands. Wae are dealing with lands
not utilised and not brought inte produe-
tivity, The speechea of members sitting on
the cross-benches suggested that the Bill
dealt with impreved properties, Throughout
the length of our railway lines, net only im
the wheat belt, but alse in the South-West,
areé large areas of land not even cleared,
although they have been in the hands
of private holders for a number of years.
The Bill will give power to the Government
to take such jands under certain conditions
without finaneial injury to anyhody. If the
price of the land eannot be fixed by mutunal
arrangement, it is to be fixed by arbitration
under the Public Works Act; and we know
that in almost every instance when prices
are fixed by arbitration the owner of the
land romes off best.
Mr. Thomsen: XNot always.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nearly
alwnys. The time may arrive—I hope it will
be soon, because it will mean that our popu-
lation has largely increased—when it will be
necessary to deal with improved land, for the
reason that some persons will be holding,
and perhaps fully working, larger arveas of
inmiproved land than will be to the advantage
of the State. However, that time is not yet.
For the present we have sufficient unutilised
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land to deal with. That is the land the Bill
is aimed at. It is true that many areas of
land purchased by one or another Govern-
ment for subdivision hava gone back to large
holdings. I believe the Bowes estate, or some
other estate in the Vietoria district, was
twice purchased by the Government. That
sort of thing cannot bhe avoided. However,
we are not now legislating apainst that com-
tingeney. We have power to deal with such
estates under the Agricultural Lands Pur-
chage Act. There are in that Act compul-
sory seetiens; hut under that Act the owner
can retain do large an area of land that, fre-
nuently, the remainder is not worth taking,
and so those compulsory sections have re-
mained largely inoperative. The member
for Pingelly (Mr. Brown) said the Govern-
ment might be disappointed. As a matter of
faet the Giovernment have been disappointed
in many things already, and probably will
continue to he disappointed. The ex-Premier
was disappointed on two oceasions when thig
Bill failed to hecome law,

Mr. Latham: Some alterations have bheen
made.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Only
minor alterations. In amending the Bill [
took the easiest route, the one I thought
might get us through. I amended only one
or two clauses, because T knew that members
oppogite could not oppose their own Bill,
The member for Murray-Wellington (JMr.
George) said we would not dare to tell any
working man that he had no right to be 2
painter or a carpenter or a plumber, not-
withstanding whiech we proposed to tell the
people on the land that they could not he
farmers, and would have to get out. He
added that that was not in the best interests
of the State. I could understand that com-
inyr from some other member. But the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington on two cecasions
gat here, on the front Ministerial bench, 2
member of the Government that introduced
a Bill almest identieal with this, and on
neither occasion did he dare say that the
Bill was against the best interests of the
State.

Mr. Latham: You would not expect him
to do sn while he gat there.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, but
had T been in his place I should have done
it, even thongh it involved giving up this
geat and taking another. Yn a member who
eondd sit silent when his Government intro-
duced the same measure in 1921 and again
in the year before last, it is uwnbecoming to
say now that in introducing this legislation
we are doing something prejudicial to the
State.

Mr, Qeorge:
his views,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The homn.
memher must have changed his very recently,
hecanse his (overnment introduced this Bill,
or one almost identical, in 1922, His attitude
suggests to me that there is in the Bill some-
thing that will be, not prejudicial, but ad-
~vantageous, to the State; for T camnot be-

A man is entitled to change
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lieve that the hon. member would have re-
tained his seat with the Government when
they introduced the Bill bad he not be-
lieved that it would he of benefit to the
Btate. Howcever, he is now in Opposition,
and so he finds that any stick is good enough
to beat a dog with,

Mr. George: That is not right.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I wnnt
to compliment the member for West Perth
(Mr. Davy) and assure him that erc long
he will have an opportunity to support us in
a land taxation measure. T was pleased
when, to-night, he approved of closcr set-
tlement. He said that to bring about cleser
gettlement it wus necessary to have land
taxation., Tn other words he js going to
support land taxation.

Mr. Davy: It depends on what sort of
a Bill you bring down.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDR: I was
hasing my remarks on what the hon. mem-
ber said to-night.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Soon the
fﬂ'?i;ner won’t have a feather left to fly
with.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: The

hon. member declared that the Rill con-
tained no provision under which the bhoard
could enter and ingpeet a property, or make
the necessary joquiry. The hon. member
ought to know that there is provision under
which inquiry ean be made and evidence
taken on oath when. the board is appointed.
The member for Teodyay (Mr. Lindaay)
nointed ont that there was also provision
for moking regulations. But then, of
course, the member for West Perth does
not approve of regulations. Every pro-
vision is there for the holding of inquiries
as to the use to which land ia being put.
In cither event, there is not in the State
an area of agrienltural land upor which
any man if he so desired eould not enter and
inspect it, whether he had the right of
entry or not,

Mr, Davy: The board cannot call evi-
dence until they have first formed their
opinion.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is not =0. Every provision for the holding
of an inquiry will be found in the Bill
The Government have no desire, any wmore
than had the late Government, to take im-
proved land being put te reasonmable wuse.
There is no necessity to do that. But there
is mecessity to desl with larce areas of 1and
adjacent to railways in'order that that land
might be brought into a more highly pro-
ductive astate and so provide more traffic
for the raifways than can be expected of
gsheep, more employment than can be given
by sheep, and, ahove all, more inducement
for ap increasrd number of people to come
to the State. TFExpert farmers on the Op-
position ernss-benches have derlared that
the enltivating of land enahles it to earry
more sheep than will land dedicated ex-
clusively to pasture. There are to-day more
gheep sputh of Gerzldton than north of that
port: and the number to the south is con-
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tinnally increasing, owing to the fact that
the southern land is steadily being brought
intg better wse. When to-night I heard
members speak of the quality of land, of
huge areas that would not earry any large
numbers of stock, of buge areas not fit for
cultivation, my mind went back 30 yenrg to
the time when first I eame to the State,
In those days we heard nothing else about
Western Australian lands. When firat I
was made Honorary Minister fo assist the
member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor),
who was then Colonial Secretary, Western
Avustralian flour waa refused in the North-
West, because it was said it would not
keep. In those days there was, outside of
Northam, no Western Aunstralian land that
was any good. Yet it bhas sinee heen de-
monateated that Western Auptralia has
some of the best wheat land in the Com-
monwealth, and experts have declared that
the time is pot far distant when Western
Australia will be the greatest wheat pro-
dueing State in this Continent. So what is
the use of erying stinking fish merely be-
cange a little Bill comes in with the object,
not of taking land from people who wish
to use it, but of trying to bring under cul-
tivation enormous areas of land not utilised
to-doy? That is the whole object of the
Bill. A pgood deal has been said =abount
land offered to the ex-Premier for fruit-
growing purposes. It has been complained
that the then Premier declined to take that
land, Having regard to the position in re-
speet of fruit to-day, it is scen to bave heen
a good thing that the ex-Premier held his
hand. There are in the Swan distriet 60
tons of raisins as good as any grown in
any part of the world, but unforfunately
there is mo market for them., The Indus-
trial Council have recommended the pro-
vision of machinery that wonld enable those
raisins to be nsed in this State and in lhe
Eastern States, not as dried table {ruit,
but in confectionery. So, seeing the way
the fruit market has gone, it has been a
good thing that the ex-Promier &id not
agree to develop thoge fruit-growing areas.
I hope the position will improve later on,
but it was pointed oul definitely by the
Overseas Settlement Delegation that it would
be unprofitable for a considerable time to
encourage migrants to engage in fruit grow-
ing. They recommended that migrants be
put to dairyving, and they quoted the state-
ments nf officers of New Sonth Whales, Cali-
fornia and other parts of the world in sup-
port of their recommendation,

Mr. Sampson: Efforts made in Victoria
to increase the eonsumption of raisins have
proved highly sneeessful and similar efforts
are to he made here.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
memher for Gnildford (Hon, W. D. .John-
son} estimated that the period required to
effect resumptions would be 23 months and
said it was too long. Y interjected that he
might have added another month,

Hon. W. I, Johnson: Had I done so, I
wounld have been a month out.

563

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T com-
pliment the hon. memher on having taken
my advice, hecause the amendment he has
indicated will involve another month. It is
impossible to subdivide land in a day or &
week. Surveyors must examine, classify and
subdivide it, after which plans must be pre-
pared hefore it can be placed on the market.
Reasonable time is necessary and no undue
delay will gecur under the Bill. I admit
that in one respect we have provided for
one month more than was proposed in the
previous Bill. The Government feli that in
view of the train service and the mails, two
months ipatead of ome month should be
allowed for lodging an appeal. Much has
been said ahout the Aven Valley, but I am
of opinion that this measure will be applied
more in the South-West portions of the
Btate than in the wheat areas. In the South-
West are large areas running from 2,000 to
5,000 or 6,000 acres when 160 or 170 aeres
is sufficient for any man. The member for
Beverley (Mr. C. P. Wanshrough) said thers
was no land in the Aven Valley that could
be cut up for closer settlement-—there was
too much rock on it—and he szid he was at
a loss 10 understand where the surveyor got
his figures, The Leader of the Opposition
5aid the Aven Valley did npot contain so
large an area as had been contended. The
momber for York (Mr., Latham) said the
same thing, The Leader of the Opposition
is of opinion that Northam is the Avon
Valiey; the member for Beverley thinks
Beverley is the Avon Valley, and the mem-
bher for York thinks York is the Avon
Valley.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: No, I don’f,
but you think Fremantle iz the universs.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
& certain area that has always been known
in the Lands Department as the Avon Val-
loy. It includes not only the river, but its
main tributaries.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:

any.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: It rums
ag far east as Dulbelling on the Quairading
railway, Meckering on the easterm railway,
and then dwe north to Kalguddering on the
Wongan Hills line. I am assured by the
Borveyor General that the surveyor deveted
weeks to classifying the country, and that
this area is what is termed by the Lands
Denartment the Avon Vailey.

Hon. Sir Jamea Mitchel]:
been termed the Avon Valley.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Tbe
Surveyor Gemernl cught to know. Let me
qunte the report of the Surveyor.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: When was it
written?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: On the
29th Apri), 1921, Tt reads—

The sehedunle, page 17, shows the re-
sults of the classifieation of the 2,328,410
acres within seven miles radii of the Avon
Vallev railway system. These figures dis-
close the fact that there are 61,580 acres

There are not

It has never
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of upcleared first class grade A land,

141,510 acres of uncleared first class B

land, and 210,570 acres of uncleared first

claga C land.
These arc lands that are generally termed
by the department first class lands. They
may vary a little in value.

Of thig latter area probably only half is
suitable for cultivation owing to its hilly
pature. The total of the three grades of
uncleared first class Jand is 404,660 acrea.
The position of this first clags land is
shown in red on a plap of the agricultural
classification in my posssession, and indi-
cates the possibility of establishing at
leagt 400 new settlers within the limits
of the 2,000,000 odd acres in the agricul-
tural classifieation of the Avon Valley eo
far dealt with.

Hon, 8ir James Mitchell:
Avon Valley at all.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Sur-
veyor General assures me that it is. The
report confinves—

In January, 1920, I recommended that

power be obtained by Act of Parliament

for the State to aequire land under lease,
with the right of purchase, with the ob-

Jeet of providing the means whersby the

huge area of undeveloped land within

Beven miles of the existing railway system

throughout the wheat belt may be de-

veloped. As about 36 per cent. of the
classifled area referred to above, which
hae been selected for a period of well over

50 years, is undeveloped in an agricultural

sense, and as there is prohably an area of

7,000,000 acres of similar land in the

10,000,000 acres unclassified within seven

miles of the existing railways through the

wheat belt, these 7,000,000 acres will pro-
vide 3,500 individual farme of 2,000 acres
each, which is amply sufficient to emable
an equal number of additional settlers to
be placed on the eountry referred to. This
improved state of affaira would produce

4 very marked effect on the general pro-

sperity of the Btate, and justifles action

on the lines I have indieated, viz., for the

Btate to acquire the power to lease the

land, with the right of purchase, with the

object of enabling well-to-do land selsec-
tors to acquire and develop the same,
thereby introducing a system of share
farming by an inexpensive method, as the
scheme recommended can be made to
finance itself. (Sgd.) J. H. M. Lefroy,

Distriet Surveyor, Perth.

That is the surveyor who classified the Jand.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, he sent
men out,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
been over the country.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Y know better.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In s
summary he shows that 36 per cent. of the
first c¢lass land, 64 per cent. of the second
¢lass land and 88 per cent. of the third clags
land in this distriet is uncleared.

It is not the
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Hon. Sir Jamea Mitchkell: It is of no wse-
clearing the third claes land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
the position in the wheat belt, without men-
tioning the South-West.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Did you say
there are 2,000,000 acree uncleared and
unused?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, I
said that in the 2,000,000 edd acres there
is a possibility of establishing 400 new
settlers.

Hon.
there is.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Some of
this land has been held upoutilized for the
lagt 50 vears.

lHon, 8ir James Mitehell: No fear!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I was
noft hers then, but that i3 what the sur-
veyor says, Is it not time that euwch land
within seven miles of our railway system
was used in preference to settling people
25 miles from a railway as we have been
doing ¥ Are we not justified in intro-
duecing a Bill to bring this land into
use? The member for Pingelly (Mr.
Brown) raised a good point when he said
we in Western Australia have a greater
mileage of railway in proportion to popu-
lation than has amy other State. There
is not a farmer in this State but is paying
more for the carriage of his produce om
aceount of there being so much idle Jand
adjacent to our railways. The Agent Gen-
eral is hoping that as a result of the
Wembley Exhibition and of lectures he
and others have given there, we shall be
able to attract to Western Australia, at
an early date, men of capital who will be
ahle to take up this land and develop it.
Sinee T have hbeen in office I have
approved of the throwing open of numer-
ong areas for selection, but what are they?
Ninetv per cent. of them are roads that
have been ¢losed. I say without fear of
eontradiction tbat our lamd officers could
not tell an applicant where there is ona
farm within reasonable distance of a rail-

Sir James Mitchell: I dareeay

way. I know there is plenty of land élse-
where,

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: They said
that in 1909,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Things
are different mow. There are some Te-
serves on which the officials are sneaking
day by day to get a little land, but in the
wheat belt there is no land available
within reasonable distance of a railway.
Tt is useless to try to deceive people. On
the ether hand, we have so many million
acres undeveloped. Throughout Australia
people are erying out for land. The other
day the Minister for Mines ghowed me a
photograph taken in New South Wales of
persons who had gone to get some land
that was throwno open for selection, each
of whom bad £500 with which be was pre-
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pared to atart development. Included in
that photograph are scores of persons
hunting for land. In this State as many
as 92 people have applied for one block,
and yet we are asked to stay quiet and
leave the land alongside our railways un-
developed, and do mnothing to sdvance
the prosperity of the State. This is a
clear argument against the coostruction
of more railways. It shows clearly that
the action taken ycars ago was wrongly
taken. We bave been building railways
before they are required, and in areas in
advance of settlement. The system that
prevailed in those days, however, was
sach tbat it could not be avoided. Not
long ago I received a deputation con-
nected with the Avon Valley. It +was
pointed out that there were several large
holdings there which the State should
procure for closer settlement.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Very few are
large holdings.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Wil
the hon. member say there are no large
holdings around Toodyay?

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: There are
very few.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Very
many.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I have nved
there and I know.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: In a
place like Toodyay there are achools of
the very latest type, and conventences
that cannot be beaten anywhere in the
State. It should be onme of the biggest
and most flourishing towns in the State,
on account of the quality of tbe land, and
yet we find it is not being utilised be-
canse it i3 in the hands of a few peaple.
When the Avon Valley deputation waited
on me I had presented to me some fruit
that had been dried, and was being sold
in the shops at Toodyay. T put it into
the exhibition at Fremantle. It had not
been there long before I was asked where
it came from, The people who asked me
said they had not seem its equal in any
part of the world. Unfortunately, I could
not tell them who had grown it. As
things are at present these land owners
can gnap their fingers at the Government,
and declare that they they will keep their
properties until they can get the price they
want. With them the State is a secoadary
consideration. If the Bill is passed, and
the Government are given the power sought,
to use it if they so desire, they can take
that land and subdirvide it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Why not put
the Bill throngh? We might have bad it
through long ago.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: I know
all about that. I do not think T will say
much more.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You have said
too muneh already.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Possi-
Lly. When we reach the committec stage
1 usk mewmbers not to put anything into
the Bill that will spoil its effect. They
must not think it is the intention of the
viovernment at this junmeture to deal with
improved land, or to take a man from his
»daim, on which he is making his living, and

Jut someone else in-his place. 1 ussure
members that the Government have not
tie money with which to buy out thess

people, and do not intend to do so.

Mr. George: Would you do so if you
had the money?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If it
was to the advantage of the State.

Mz, . P. Wansbrough: Look at the
power we are giving you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS3: We
huve not the moucy te do this, and have
uu intention of dowyg it. 1 wish to refer
to the 1¢ per cemt. question. Just now I
dealt with improved laud, and pointed out
that the question of improvemenis could be
settied by arbitration, failing a mutual
agreement being arrived at. In the ease
or unimproved laud, who is more likely to
place the praper value upon it, the owner
or someone else! We say to the owner: .
‘“The valuation that you place upon your
land shall be prima-facie evidence ot its
value, and we will give you 10 per cent. in
addition.’’

Mr, C. P, Wansbrough: It is not enough,

Mr. George: LUnless you leave bim some
land to live on, what is he to dof

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If a
person has been valuing his land at too
low a figure, he has been robhing the State.

AMr. Taylor: You will wake up soon.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
not Dbeen paying the tax that the honest
man has been paying.

Mr. Lindsay: Don’t you think the State
has the right to put the value on it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
been getting an advantapge over his neigh-
borr. No one can complain if he receives
a price for his land of 10 per cent. over
and above his own valuation,

Mr. Thomsen: But it is a foreed gale.

Thke MINISTER FOR LANDS: If I had
my way and a man was under-valuing his
land, T wonld take it away from him and
not pay-him at all

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: And he would
bhave bis remedy.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Anyway,
my colleagues would mot agree to that.

Mr. Taylor: You do not know them,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Premier has reminded me that this would
omonnt to confiseation. I hope the Bill
will pass the second reading, and that
there will be very few amendments in com-
wittpe. T will do my best to prevent amend-
ments being made.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,
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In Committce

Mr, Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Lands in charge of the Bill

Clause l—agreed to.

Clause 2—The board:

AMr. THOMSOXN: T presume it ia the in-
tention of the Government that the gentle-
man with loeal knowledge who will he ap-
pointed to the board will not be a Govern-
ment servant. . .

The Minister for Lands: That is not in-
tended.

Mr. THOMSON: I want to have that
placed on record.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3—Iuquiries of board:

Mr. HUGHES: On behalf of the member
for Guildford, I move an amendment—

That in sub-clause £, lines 2 end 3,
the words *‘notwithstending that such
land is partially utilised or productive’’
be siruck out; in the fourth line the woras
““4he land is not put lo reasonable use
and’' Ebe struck out; and in the last line,
““and cannot be justified’’ be struck oul.

The desire of the member for Guildford is
to make the clause more definite. It does
not seem that the words proposed to be
struck out are in any way hecessary, with
the exception, possibly, of the words ‘‘and
cannot be justified,”’ with the striking out
of which I do not altogether agree. It
may be argned that they were left in for
a particular purpose. The board will
determine whether land is being put to a
reasonable use or mot. The primary
question at issue is whether or not
the land is wanfed for ecloger setile-
ment. The Bill will not be applied to
land that is put to reasonmable use,
unless it is required for that purpose.
With these words struck out it will be quite
definite that land that is required for this
purpose ean be taken by the hoard.

The MINISTER FOR LAND3: On the
gecond reading T pointed oui that we have
28,342,620 acres of land, and that most of
that ares is alienated, or im process of
alienation, from the Crown. Abont 1915
million acres are either nnimproved or else
used prineipally for sheep. The idea of this
Bill is to get on to those 19% million acres
first. I trust the time will come, a time of
greatly increased population, when it will
be necessary to deal with seme larger hold-
ings which are unimproved. Meantime wo
have the 1814 million acres to play on first,
I hope the amendment will be rejected.

Amendment put and wegatived.

Mr. HUGHES: I move an
ment—

That in Subclause £ the words '“tha
tand is mot put to reasonadle usze and’’
be struck out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Those
words are necessary to enable the board to

amend-

[ASSEMBLY.]

form an opinion. If the Jand is reasonnbly
used, there is no occasion for the bourd to
take action. But some large areas are nsed
exclusively for sheep; and the board, after
taking evidenee in the district, might form
the opinion that the land coull be put to
better use, that it is not being used in the
best intferesta of the State. The hoard
should have an opportunity of declaring
whether auch is the case. I koow that dif-
farence of opinion may exist regarding the
matter, but an opinion c¢an be arrived at
only on eviderce submitted to the board as
the result of inquiries. If the words are
deleted, then under this measure land muat
bo regarded ag productive as long as a few
shesp rum om it,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
the words will be retained. In Western
Augtralia, with 640,000,000 acres and
350,000 people, all the land cannot be put
to full use. T wish some hon. members
would get out of the city and do some work
on the land and inercase praduction. What
the deuce do they know about the land?
The man on the land has donc¢ good work
for Western Australin—that man whom
this House sometimes discusses so lightly
and discourages so readily. If Iand is
being put to any reasonmable use—and
Heaven knows there is enmough land in
Western Auvstralia—that should be snffi-
cient. The words are necessary to the
clause. TLet the mover of the amendment
go out into the eonntry and see what men
who a few years ago were working on the
wharf at Fremantle, have achieved on the
land.

Mr. HUGHES: The Oppesition Leader
has kept men in the city, in that thev have
not been able to get land to settle on.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Two million
acres were fnken np last year.

Mr. HUGHES: But only the otber day
there were 92 applicants for one block of
land. It is a fact that city people cannot
get on the land. X know of a dozen men
who would take a farm to-morrew if they
could get ane. The essence of the Bill is
whether land is required for eloser aettle-
ment. There iz no intention of taking the
land without paying ¢ompensation. If land
is wanted for closer settlement, the board
should have power to take it whether it is
utilised or not. Tr that way any conten-
tion which might arise from the words my
amendment proposes to strike out would he
avoided.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I support the
amendment. The board would have soffi-

cient power under the clause as amaended,
because thev would have to show that the
retention of the land by the owner would
be a hindrance to closer settlement. Tt
would be difficult to prove that the land
was not put to reasonahle use.

Mr. THOMSOX: I hope the Committee
will mot agree to the ameadment. The
bagia of the board’s determination is to be
that the land is not put te reasonable use.
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We ghould not let this be a matter of
opinion only; the board have to justify
their report to the Minister.

Amendment put and negatived.

My, DAVY: [ do not wish to be re-
garded as raising frivolous objecfions, but
I contend there 1s a serious amission from
the clause. There s no provision empow-
ering the board to go on a man’s land and
make inguiries to enable them to arrive at
a conclusion as to whether the land is put
to proper use and so forth.
for Lands has suggested that Clause 4
provides the board with power to take evi-
dence on ocath. That evidence is from men
who have to defend their rights. The board
have to make their inquiries end report to
the Minister before the powers conferred
upon them by Olause 4 can operate.

The Minister for Lands: The power to
take evidence does not apply to those who
hava to defend their rights alone; there is
no lmithtion.

Mr, DAVY: XNeo, the only evidence
that can be taken on oath is that of peruons
affected. The board has no power to enter
on Yand or to make inquiries as to the use
to whigh it is put, and so forth, all of which
it relevant to the question whether the land
ie utilised, is produetive, and is put io
reasonable ues. Without having that power
the board have to come to a decision that
will cause an investigation te be held ab
which persons will have an opportunity to
defend themselves.

The Minister for T.ands: You know the
land is classified,

Mr. DAVY: That might get over the
diffienlty as to the quality of the land, but
it would not help in arriving at & conclugion
as to whether the land was put to reason-
able use. The Minmster suggested that the
defect could be cured by way of regula-
tion. It would be a terrible thing if such
an important alteration of the Jaw were
made by way of reguolation. 1 doubt
whether such a reguolation enabling per-
sons to enter wpen land without the per-
migsion of the owner wounld stand a test
in any court of law.

The Minister for Railways: The board
make the inquiry and put tke owner on the
defensive.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Under
Clause 3 the hoard will inquire as to the use
made of the land. By means of the classi-
fication sheets they know the quality of
the land, and information to show what
the land should produce under proper
methods of cultivation is also available.
The board has power to take evidence on
oath from anvone.

Mr. Davy: If no one volunteers to pive
evidenee the board will have nothing hefore
them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: TUnder
Clause ¢ the board have to report to the
Minister, and it is then that action is taken.
The Minister can then notify the owner,

The Minister.
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who may lodge an objection, and the board
can mmake further inguiries.

Mr. Davy: No, that takes place before
that stage.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At any
rate, I will make inquiries, and if it is
necessary to safegunard the position, I will
do sc.

Ciause put and passed.
Clanse 4—Board to report to Minister:
Mr. THOMSON : I move an amendment-—

That o proviso be addad 1o the clause,
as follows:—Provided also that auy per-
son as aforesaid may, witkin the pre-
geribed lime, appeal from ths board to
a local court from the opirion of the
board that the land <& nol pul to rcuson-
able use and itz retention by ihe ownrer
8 & hindrance to closer geltlement and
cannot be justified, and the decision of
the local court shall be final.

The owner should have the right to receive
a copy of the report made by the board to
the “Minister. The right of appeal is ¢on-
ceded respecting the assessment of com-
pensation, A man may put his land to what
yoaras of experience have praved to be the
most profitable way of utilising the holding.
The board may not regard that as utilising
the land within the meaning of the Act.
¥From that decision the appeal could be to
the loeal court.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I can-
not agree to the amendment. It has the
appearance of merely defeating the whole-
objret of the Bil,

Mr. Thomson: That is not the intention.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
say it is. The board have to make in.
quiries before anything is decided regarding
the compulsory resumption of the land. The
board, apart from the local man, consists.
of t{wo departmental officials whe would
have no interest in the matter at all. The
appeal suggested in the amendment might
be to two justices of the peace who might
be neighbours of the appellant.

Mr. Thomson: It would be on sworn evi-
dence.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The evi-
dence taken hefore the board will be on
oath.

Mr. Corboy: You wish to appeal from a
board of eXperts to a court of non-experts

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
what would the magistrate kmow about it?¥
Without any inquiry, we all know of thous-
ands of aecres that have not been utilised
for over two years. The amendment is
not required.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One of
the alterations made in the Bill by the Min-
ister has been the wiping out of the right
of appeal.

The Minister for Lands: No. This elause
is identical with what you introduced.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, 1
have a copy of it here,
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The Premier: That is a misprint in the
copy you have.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: In the
Bill of 1922 there was in Clause € pro-
vision for appeal. That has been dropped.
However, I do not expect the board would
do anything unrecasonable.

The Minister for Railways: The land to
be taken must be obviously unproductive.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
must be out of use before it can be taken.
8till there ought to be provision for appeal.

Mr., THOMSBOXN: I hope the Mipister
will acerpt the amendment. In all our
courts of justice a man is given the right
of appeal.

The Minister for Lands: Do you think
the holder would have had the land allotted
to him had it been thought he would not
utilise itt

Mr, THOMSON: No, but when we are
practically confiscating a man’s land we
should give him the right of appeal.

Mr. Hughes: Why make the logal court
the final court of appeal?

Mr. THOMBON: Becanse the local magis-
trates would have some knowledge of the
value of land. Moreover, the cost of going
to the local court would be very much less
than that of going to the Supreme Court.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
clavse is precisely the same as that intro-
dneed by the ex-Premier in 1922. It was
amended in Committee. There is no reason
for an appeal against the findings of the
board, beeause the board will consist of at
leagt two disinterested persons, and in all
probability the loeal man also will be die-
interested. The proviso means nothing more
ner less than a duplication of work.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 13
Nocs 21
Majority against 8
AYER
Mr. Brown Mr. North
Mr. Davy Mr. Sampson
Mr. George Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Thomeon
Mr. Lindsay Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. Mann Mr. Richardsen
8ir James Mitchell | (Teller.)
NoES.
Mr, Apgwin Mr. McCallum
Mr. Chesson Mr, Milllngton
Mr, Coiller Mr. Munsle
Mr. Coverley Mr. Panton
Mr. Cunpingham Mr. Steeman
Mr. Heron Mr. J. H. Swmith
Mr, Holman Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. Hughes Mr. Willenek
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Withers
Mr. Lambert Mr. Corboy
Mr. Lamoud (Teller.)
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PAIRS.
AYES Nogs.
Mr. Maley Mr. Wilson
Mr. Barnard Mr. Marshall

Amendment thus negatived.
Clausoe put and passed.
Clause 5—agreed to.

Clause §—Notice to owder:

Mr. HUGHES: T ask that the eclavse be
postponed as there are amendinents that
might well be made.

" The Minister for Lands:
with the Bill.

Mr. HUGHES: Then I move an amend-
ment—

That subclauscs 2, 3, and 4 be deleted.

These subelauses will afford oppertuniiies
to obstruct the operation of the measure,
After all the other formalities have been
complied with, the owner may sit down for
three months und do nothing. Then he could
give notice of intention to subdivide, and
when he submits his scheme to the bhoard
there will be further delay. To further hold
up the process, the owner, in putting his land
up for sale, could demand payment straight
away. A majority of people requiring land
caunot afford to pay for it immediately, and
50 these provisions might be made the means
of defeating the object of the measure. The
delay would probably amount to 12 months
at least,

The Minister for Railways:
could hop in and buy it.

Mr, HUGHES: Tbhe Crown has no inten-
tion of doing so.

The Minister for Railwaya; The owner
would have to sell at a reasonable price.

Mr, HUGHES: What is a reasonable
price, and who will interpret it?

The Minister for Railways: The board.

Mr. HUGHES: No, the court will inter-
pret the Aet. The objeet of the Bill is
cloger settlement, and people who have been
holding land unutilised for a long time
have received all the consideration they de-
serve. If the land is wanted in the interests
of the State, the owners should not be pes-
mitted to hold up process for 12 months.
The Bill shonld say definitely that if land
is required it should be made available im-
mediately. Whatever is taken by the State
will be paid for in full. As the Minister is
determined to push this elause through, 1
have no other alternative than to move the
amendment,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The pro-
vigicn is a good one.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR LANXDS: It gives
the owner the opportunity of subdividing
his own land, and saving expense to the
Crown. He is given three months in which
to do this, not 12 months as stated by the
memher for East Perth. Tha object of the
Bill is to bring land into cultivation. Not
one estate that has beer purchased by the

I wish to go on

The Crown
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Government has yet been subdivided within
six munths of acquisition. T cannot sse that
the elause i3 in any way detrimental to the
Bill, but am rather of opinion that it will
he of preat advantage to the Government.
We want to induce owners to dispose of their
owr land. Although many people want to
settle on the land, they generally ask the
Government to pat them there. I am anxious
to get setilers who have money of their
own. At present they gemerally pass our
dvors and go to the other States, We can-
not expect to go on year after year borrow-
ing money with which to pay interest in
connection with land settlement.

Hon., 8ir Yames Mitchell: There is not
much owing.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Only
about a million. By this Bill we are giving
the owner an opportunity of dealing with
hiz own land, and will possibly render it un-
necessary for the State to put up the money
required for the purpose. Probably many
of the owners will not be willing to sub-
divide their own land, but will want the
State to buy them out.

Hon. 8ir JTAMES MITCHELL: I sup-
port the Minister. We waited for 80 years
for men with money to settle here, and
we still cannot pet enough to eat. ‘Nest-
ern Australia has for the most part been
settled by men witbout money. If we
are going to do anything great in land
gettlement it must be done with men of
that character.

The Premier: We got a sprinkling of
the others.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but
it is a slow process, and they do not coms
here in any numbers. The provision is
a good one, and I hope it will be agreed
to.

Mr. HUGHES: Many people in the city
who wanted land could not get it in the
régime of the member for Northam,

Hon. &ir James Mitchell: They had
2,000,000 acres last year.

Mr, HUGHES: This clause opens the
wav to a lot of dummying, Land owners
will be able to sell to their children, or their
relatives, and thes defeat the ohject of the
Bill.

Mr. George: Why should they not sell to
their childrent

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member should
give bis wealth to his children, not sell
it to them. I hope my amendment will
be agreed to.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

(Mange 7T—Acquisition of land:

Mr, THOMSON :
ment—

That in Subcluuse 3, at the end of line &,
there be inserted ‘“with a sum not exceed-
ipq twenty per contum of such value added
thereto.”’

[24]

I move an amend-
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The object is to compensate the owner of
the land for what is termed displacement,
and may be termed goodwill The man
being compelled to sell his land, the board
should have the right to say to him, *“We
will give you so and so many per cent.
extra for disturbance.”” T coatend ten
per cent. is not a sufficient allowance for
displacing a man from his land. The
member for Swan (Mr. Sampson} said he
would be quite willing to give up his
business at a valuation with ten per cent.
added as representing the gooawll]l, but
I do pot think the hon. member would
like to be taken at his word, for his
business ahould show him & net return of
at least ten per cemt. The member for
Fast Perth asserts that it is impogsible
for applicants to obtain land, and the
Minister bhas atated that there have been
92 applicants for one block. Take the
ease of a farmer who, by years of hard
work, has made a competency for himself
and his family: where is he, when AQis-
possessed, to get other land while thers
are 92 applicants for a single bleck? The
allowance for disturbance should be up
to 20 per cent., Business people in the
metropolitan arza would not take less
than 20 per cent. for goodwill The 20
per cent. in my amendmeni is not manda-
tory, and in any case the Government are
still protected by the provisions of the
Arbitration Aet and the Public Works
Act.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I regret
that I must oppose the amendment.. The
Bil! provides for an allowance of 10 per
cent. on the unimproved value of the
land, if necessary; but the member for
Katanning wants 20 per cent. not omly
on the unimproved value of the land, but
alsc on the value of the improvements.
He speaks of disturbance, but there ia no
disturbance in respect of land with which
the owner is deing nothing. The hon.
member further said that not a business
man would like to be dispossessed with an
allowance of less than 20 per cent. for
goodwill, But that would be a live buasi-
ness, while the land would represent a
dead bunsiness, because the owmner of the
land is not utilising it. The man who bas,
say, & thousand acres and is farming them
to the best of hia ability will not be dis-
turbed. We want to deal with the people
whe have teo much land and eannot bring
it to the productive stage. The Bill is,
if anything, over-gemercus, hecause year
after vear the State has suffered by
reason of people holding land unutilised.
The State doea not suffer from the utilisa-
tion of land, which gives employment.
But the holder of unutilised land is hold-
ing it for the unearned increment.

Mre. Thomson: But the amendment says
not exceeding 20 per cent.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: The in-
sertion of the words would amount to an
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instruetion to the board. The provisions
of the Bill are perfectly fair. The measure
does not say that the value of the land as
stated in the owner’s taxation return
shall be taken as the price, but merely
that sech value is to be taken as evidence
of the value of the land. I know of land
on which taxation has been paid at a high
rate because of a belief that the Govern-
ment would require the land for railway
purposes. Therefore the taxation value
i not necessarily a low value,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Government went on to a farm which is
being put to reasonable use and turned
the man off it, certainly there ought to be
heavy compensation. But 10 per cent. is
reasonable in the case of land not fally
utilised.

Mr, Thomgon: The amerdment says not
exceeding 20 per cent., amd the board
would decide.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One man
must be treated like another before the
law. The Government must not take land
which is being reasonably used. That
would achieve no object. The purpose of
the Bill is to bring into use land which
is not used at all or which is not used
reasonably. The member for Eatanning
appears to think that the Government are
going to take farms on which houses have
been built and paddocks are cultivated
and sheep are being run. JIf that were
done, it would be a different matter and I
would agree with the member for Katan-
ning that 20 per cent. would be a reason-
able amount if a man’s living were taken
away from him.

Mr. Thomson: The Minister said there
were 1914 million acres of land um-
improved or used for sheep only. That shows
what is the intention of the Minister.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A great
deal of that land is fenced and watered

and «sheep are being run there. A
large proportion of that land, however,
cannnt be cropped; it was taken up

as third elass lacd. The Minister will
probably find there is considerably less
land available for subdivision and settle-
ment than he imagined. The amendment
suggests that land that is used reasonably
is to be taken. That is not the purpose
at all.

Mr. TAYLOR: I hope the Committee
will not agree to the amendment. The
clause is too reasonable altogether. It is
time Parliament took a stand against the
unearned inerement arising from land
speculation. The Bill will go some way
towards preventing it. It is idle to say
that land that is reasonably used will be
interfered with by the board, The object
of the Bill is to put men on the land who
will utilise it reasonably.

[ASSEMBLY.}

Mr. THOMSON: I have no desire to
protect a man who has land that is not
being used. There are many instances
along the Great Southern railway where
people took up land 20 years ago and
devoted their whole energies to wheat
growing. As the years went on they
found that wheat growing did not pay.
They turned their attention to sheep with
the result that they are now getiing good
returns.

The Minister for Landa: There 1s some
land in that distriet respecting which the
Agricultural Bank will not advance money
except for sheep.

The Premier: If the board found that
the land wag unsuitable for wheat grow-
ing they would not resume it for that
purpose. The board would allow it to re-
main as a sheep run,

Mr. THOMSON: Much of the land is
nged for mixed farming. Land has been
offered to the- Government that will pro-
duce wine of the finest quality.

The Minister for Lands: We do not want
wine,

Mr. THOMSON: Mr. W. R. Nairn, who
wag once a member of this Chamber, said
that Piesse’s vineyard produced the finest
port wine in Australia. In that part of
the State, we have grown some of the best
raising and currants produced in Western
Australia. Some consideration must be ex-
tended to the owners of such areas if their
holdings are resumed. In the city areas
the resumption of property as well ag im-
provements and disturbance have to be paid
for.

The Minister for Lands: You cannot make
any comparison along those lines.

My, THOMSON: I contend I can. If
goodwill is recognised in connmection with a
city business, the same recognition should
be accorded the farmer.

The Minister for Lands: We do not in-
tend to take a farm that is improved or te
take a living away from a man!

Mr. THOMSON: The area that may be
taken is not specified. I am gorry the Minis-
ter objeets to the amendment, because we
only ask for reasenable compensation,
This matter has been discussed by
Country Party membera, and we want only
what is rcasonable.

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

Ayes i)
Noes 29
Majoity against 24
AYES,
Mr, Brown Mr. C. P. Wanabrouglh
Mr. Lindeay Mr., Grifiths
Mr. Thomson {Teller.y
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Noea,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Millington
Mr., Chesson Sir Jamer Mitchall
Mr. Collier Mr. Muaosle
Mr, Coverley Mr. North
Mr. Cupningham Mr. Panton
Mr. Davy Mr, Richardson
Mr. George Mr. Bampson
Mr. Heron Mr, Sleeman
Mr. Holman Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Hughes Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Kennedy Mr. A, Wansbrough
Mr. Lambert Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lamond Mr. Withets
Mr. Monn Mr. Corbey
Mr, McCallum (Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 12—agreed to.

Clause 13—Power to discharge land fromn
operations of Aect:

Mr. DAVY: This clavse, taken in con.
junetion with Clause 6, makes it clear that
after the land has bheen declared subject to
the Act and the owner has notified his in-
tention of subdividing, there is no obliga-
tion on the board to get on with the work,
and so the land may be tied up for an
indefinite period, Has the Minister con-
sidered that?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member meansg that there is no provision
under whieh the board has to take action?

Mr. Davy: Nothing to ensure that the
board shall push on with the subdivision.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Before
the board can take action, they must first
have the approval of the Governor im Coun-
¢il. Then action will be taken to acquire
the land. Due notice must be given, and
there is the possibility that the owner, as
soon as he receives the notice, makes a bona
fide attempt to improve his holding. Under
this elause his land may then be discharged
from the operations of the Act. XEven to-
day we are continually receiving appliea-
tions from land holders for time in which to
improve their holdings, some of which have
heen actunally forfeited, So long as a man
is making a bona fide attempt to improve
his holding the Minister, naturally, refrains
from exercising his power to take the land.

The same practice will be observed under -

thig provision. If a man does not start to
tmprove hs holding, or fails to subdivide it
the Governor in Council ecan take immediate
action to resume the land.

Mr. DAVY: If an owner is told what to
do and does not do it, he makes default
and comes under the resumption provision,
An owner, however, may have notified his
intention to subdivide and may have sub-
mitted a echeme, but there is nothing to en-
sure that the board will show what surveys
they require, or on what terms the pro-
perty should be offered. Thus, a man’s land
may be tied up and the whole business left
in the air for an indefinite period. It
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should be made clear that the board must
act within a certain time, failing which
their report will be rendered nugatory.

Hon. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: The
Government have dropped a clause that
appeared in the previous Bill and made this
clause necessary. There should he power
to discharge land from the declaration be-
cause it may be found that an owner has
been wrongly notified.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: TIs it
veasonable to believe that the Government
would call upon a man to do a certain thing
ind_ then take no further action? OFf conrse
it 1s not.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 14, 15—agreed to.
Clause 16—Interpretation:

Hon. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: I move
an amendment—

That the words “‘or lrasehold tenure, or
under any conditional purchase lease or
other contract, ezcept a pastoral leage

under Part A, of the Land Aet. 1 'y
be deleted, » 1888,

I regard a lease as a contract. Subject to
gcl:tmu p::iymentf and certain improvements
eing made, a lessee may enjo seasi
of his land. 7 ey possession

The Minister for Lands: If those words
be strock out, it will not make any differ-
ence, because we have already stipulated
all land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
adhere to the amendment. I object to the
violation of a comtract, A sale under con-
ditional purchase provisions is a eontract.
We have provided that such land may be
held for a certain period on certain con-
ditions, but now the Government want to in-
sist upon further work being done. Under
the Liand Act, if the improvements be not
made, the land is forfeitable, but under
this measure, the man would be compensated.
We should live up to our obligations.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
the Committee will not agree to the amend-
ment, This clause was put in for & special
purpose. The Bill deals only with certain
land, and does not cover pastoral leases. To
make it quite clear that it should not do so
I added the definition of the term ‘‘land.’’
What is the difference in principle between
C.P. land and frechold land? In the ous
case the Government have entered into a
contragt with a person, who pays them a
certain amount of money for land that is
there for his own vge and sole purpose. In
the other casze the Government have enterad
into a contract with a man who, upon earry-
ing out certain improvements and paying a
certain sum, also becomes possessed of land
that is for his own use and sole purpose.
There are many cases of men who hold land
that is partly freehold and party leasehold,
bat all the improvements may be on the
freehold portion, At all events, the amend-
ment is a ridienloue one.

I shall
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Hon. 8ir James Mitcheli:
right to say that,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If the
Leader of the Opposition had not thought
there was a difference between the two
classes of land a Bill of this nature would
have gone through two years ago. The
Royal Commission decided that both should
be included.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

New clause:

Mr. THOMSON: I move:

That a new Clause be added to stand as
Clause 11, as follows:—Owner may retain
portion of land iniended to be acquired.
Notwithstanding anything in this Adet to
the contrary, any owncr who, before a de-
claration is published under Section gevan
that land hns been teken under this Aot
may notify the Board of hig desire to re-
tain a portion of the land intended to be
taken sufficient for the sustenanee of him-
slf and his family; and in such case he
shall have the right to relain such poriion
of the land as may be agreed vpor be-
twceen swch ownrecr and the Board or, in
case an agrecment ig nol arrived ai, as
shall be dctermined by a Local Court,
and the decision of the Court shall be
final.

It is only reasonable that a man should be
allowed te retain enough of his land to en-
able him to sustain himself upon it

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T op-
pose the new clange. If it were carried it
might be possible for a man, whose jpro-
perty was required for subdivicionnl puz-
poses, to retain the best of it for himself
and leave only the poorer portion. I would
again point out that the Government do not
desire to acquire improved land.

Mr, Thomaon: You will take some.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Very
little. The more highly land is improved
the more expensive will it be to aequire.

Mr. Thomson: But the board might give
the owner the poorer part of his land and
take only the best of it.

You have no

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: XNo.
There would be a fair subdivision.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tf the

owner of a resumed area wishes to take
one of his blocks, and is willing to improve
it, he should be given the opportunity to
do so. Tt would save a lot of money, and
the owner would be treated with considera-
tion. The clause does not provide for that,
but the necessary provision could easily te
made without interfering with the Gorern-
ment’s intentions. If the member for
Katanning will put up the neeeszary
amendment I will sopport it, but T cannot
support hig present amendment.

Mr. Griffiths: There should be some pro-
tection of this kind for the man who wants
land.
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Mr. SAMPSON: I see no force in the
arguments brought forward in support of
the amendment. It is not reasonanle to
suppose that a wman and his wife und
children would be sustained ag the result
of operations upon the small section that
would be retained. The amendment is per-
nickety, and its adoption would certainly
not increase the effectiveness of the mea-
sure.

Mr. THOMSON: T will aceept the last
apeaker’s correction if he cau show ne
where the Bill gives the owner the right to
claim part of the land taken from him.
My amendment has been put up with a sin-
cere desire to give reasonable protection to
those whom this party represent. The Min-
ister’s assurance is not worth a snap of the
fingers when we are legislating.

New clause put and uegatived.

Title-—agreed {to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 17.15 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, £nd September, 19%4.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.n,, and read prayers.

QUESTION—ESPERANCE SETTLERS,
ASBSISTANCE.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands; 1, What was the cost per acre to
the settlers for the land put under enltiva-
tion by the Government at Esperance for
the year 1923-24% 2, What was the retmrn
per acre for the above-mentioned area¥ 3,
Is there an indemnity provided by the
Treasurer to the trustees of the Agricultural
Bank aginst any loss in thia areat



