[20 MarcH, 1918.]

degislative HEssembly,
Wednesday, 20th March, 1918.

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

[For ‘‘Questions on Notice’' and ‘‘Papers
Pregented’? see ‘‘Votes and Procecdings.’’]

QUESTION — FREMANTLE WHARF,
REGISTRATOX OF EMPLOYEES.

Mr. MUNSIE (without notice) asked the
Premier: Will he lay on the Tabic of the
House the names of those men at present

registered for work on the Fremantle wharf?

The PREMIER replied: In accordance
with the wnndertaking given last evening, I
have communicated with the Harbour Trust
and the employers of labour at Fremantle,
and asked for the information required. [
will endeavour to procure a list of all those
persons who are employed on the wharf and
registered for employment.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION,

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
AMoore) [4.45]: I move—

““That for the remainder of the session
the Standing Orders be suspended so far as
to enable Bills to be passed through all
their stages in one day, and Messages from
the Legislative Couneil to be taken into con-
sideration on the day on which they are re-
ceived; alzo, so far as to admit of the re-
porting and adopting of the resolutions of
the Committees of Supply and of Ways and
Means on the same day on which they shall
have passed these Committees,’’

Tn asking the House to agrec to this motion,
I am taking ne unusual course. It is always
customary in this House, when the session is
drawing to a close, to ask hon. members to
agree to the suspension of the Standing
Orders. T am not desirous of taking that
course with a view to preventing hon. mem-
bers from discussing those Bills which are
now on the Notice Paper, or of the introdue-
tion of which notice has been given. In fact,
I have no right to do so; nor can I compel
the House to take any course except such as
the Honse itself may decide to adopt. As
hon. members are aware, the Legislative Coun-
cil has very little work to proceed with at
present; and therefore it would be an ad-
vantage if, in cases where this House desires
to do so, measures could be passed through
all their stages on the same day, and thus be
promptly transmitted to another place to be
dealt with there. Again, as hon. members
know, measures are transmitted to this House
from another place, and when those Messages
are reecived they cannot be dealt with at once,
but must be placed on the Notice Paper for
consideration on the next sitting aday. Al
this stage it would, I think, be an advantage
if we were in a position to deal with Messages
on the day theyeare received, provided, of
course, this House is prepared to do so. My
motion represents merely what is the invari-
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able practice after the House has sat for a
considerable time. We have been sitting kere,
off and on, since last July; and this may be
congidered the third session we have had
within 12 months, although, of course, it is
really an adjournment of the second session.
We have been discussing Estimates that re-
present money which for the most part is
already spent; and I feel sure hon. members
will recognise that it is not te the advantage
of the country to prolong this session beyond
the time necessary for the due consideration
of the bhusiness before Parliament.  Hon.
members are constantly poiuting out that ad-
ministration is the principal work which Min-
isters should perform; and I myself consider
administration to be the chief work of gov-
ernment. Although we sit here to make laws,
yet the administration of the country is the
prineipal function that is needed to bring ad-
vantage to the State and benefit to the people.
As is known fo hon. members who have sat
on the Treasury hench, Miuisters find it al-
most impossible to aitend to their adminis-
trative duties while Parliament is sitting.
Particularly is that the case during a session
sucht as this, which has been characterised by
a plethora of questions, which have taken up
the time of Ministers and of many officers
throughout the departments practically for
the whole of each morning, on sitting days, in
order that replies might be furnished to hon.
members.

Mr. Q’Loghlen: Do you think there have
heen more questions than uswal this session?

The PREMIER: Considerably more this
session.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Greater in quantity and less in quality.

Hon., W, C. Angwin: There have been more
questions addressed to the Premier, but fewer
to other Ministers.

The PREMIER: Mr. Frank Wilson moved
the sugpension of ihe Standing Orders on the
1st Mareh last year, and the session closed on
the 21st Mareh. Mr. Seaddan moved the sus-
pension of the Standing Orders on the 25th
November, 1913, and the session closed on the
18th December; so0 that the considerable
period of four weeks elapsed between the sus-
pension of the Standing Orders and the close
of the session. Mr. Scaddan again moved the
suspension on the 20th Oectober, 1915, and the
session continued until the 26th November,
when there was an adjournment until the
25th January, Thus I am not asking the
House to agree to anything unusual. The
Government have no desire whatever {o pre-
vent hon. members from discussing the Bills
now on the Notice Paper, nor have the Gov-
ernment any desire to drop any of those mea-
sures unless compelled fo do so.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Do you desire to finish by
Easter?

The PREMIER: I desire to finish as soon
as possible, and I think hon. members will
agree that in the interests of the country, if
not in the interests of hon. members them-
selves, the session ought fo close without un-
necessary delay. Possibly hon. members en-
joy being here; but they should sacrifice their
own enjoyment when it is so important, in the
interesty of the country, that Ministers shounld
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be placed in a position to endeavour to carry
out all those reforms which hon. members
generally have been suggesting to them during
the course of the sersion. Many of these
measures could be considered with perhaps
less discussion than is sometimes given to
them. XNot that I wish to suggest in any way
that hon. members should not give Bills full
diseuszion; but let us deal in a businessiike
way with the matters we now have in hand.
The Treasurer gave notice of two Bills this
afternoon—the Land and Ineome Tax Assess-
ment Bill, which hon, members know to be
necessary, and alse a Bill dealing with inspr-
ance companies, which measure he foreshad-
owed in his Pudget spzech, I shall be very
pleased indeed if the leader of the Opposition
will give me the benefit of a word with him in
regard to these matters. Hon. members know
that it is my duty, as leader of the Govern-
ment, to conduct the business of the House;
and I am very pleased at all times to consnlt
with my hon. friend opposite, who, I am snre,
is imbued with the same feelings as myself in
this regard.

Houn. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.56]: I re-
gret that T ecannot accept the Premier’s
statement as advancing sufficient reasons for
the carrying of the motion. I am sorvy,
too, that the hon. gentleman has not seen fit
to take the House more fully into his con-
fidence regarding the intentions of the Gov-
ernment u8 to many important Bills now on
the Notice Paper, and ns to the time within
which the Government consider the session
should close. The Fremier bas said that in
moving this motion at the present stage he
is not taking any wunusual course; and in
support of that eontention he has quoted the
dates upon which the Standing Orders have
been suspended in previous years, and also
the dates upen which those past sessions
have closed. But I would rewind the Premier
that the periods which eiapsed between the
two sets of Jdates in question do not at all re-
present the point at issue. The real point
at issue relates to the Dbusiness remaining
to be done after the suspension of the Stand-
ing Orders. 1t may be that in the past the
Standing Orders have been suspended for a
period of three or four weeks before the
close of the session; but never since I have
been a member of this House—and I think
hon. members, if they refer to the Votes and
Proceedings, will find what I say borne out
—has the leader of the House nsked for the
suapension of the Standing Orders without
giving the Houge a clear statement of the
Bills the Government intend to go on with
and of the Bills they propose to drop.

Me., Munsie: Mr. Wilson once dropped 10 Bills.

Hon. P. COLLTER: The invariable prac-
tice has been for the Premier to give a list
of the Bills and other business which the
Government propose to carry through the
House. Moreover, the motion for the sus-
pension of the Standing Ordera has gener-
ally been moved after the business on the
Notice Paper has reached a considerable de-
gree of progress through this Chamber. But
never in the histery of the House, so far as
I know, has the suspension been asked for
with a Notice Paper containing some 15
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Bills of which not one has yet reached the
second reading stage. As a fact, we have
only just at this period reached the recally
important work of the session. Tor weeks
past we have been dealing with buosiness of
i more or less ineconsequcontial character.

Mr. Holman: We bave not had some of
these Bills yet.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T will come to that.
Now, when we ave just about to enter into
a debate npon the really important work of
the session—that is, the sccond reading of
ull the taxation measures and also of other
important Bills—it is proposed to suspend
the Standing Orders. What does that mcan?
We have not c¢ven had an intimation fromn
the Proanier whether or not any more new
Bills are to be brought down.

The Premier: No more.

Ion, I'. COLLIER: Under the suspension
of the Stunding Orders we should have the
posttion that in the case of any one or more
of these fmportant Bills the seeond reading
may be moved and carried, the Committee
stage passed through, and the Bili sent on
to another place. all at one sitting. This
might happen without hon. members even
having an opportunity to make themselves
acquainted wtih those measures. It is ridie-
ulously impossible for the House to give
anything like adequate consideration to even
half the Bills now on the Notice Paper, if it
is intended to close the scasien beforc Faster.

Hon. R. M. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): We do not propose that. :

Ay, Johnston: 1t is hoped to do so.

Hon. . COLLIER: The Premicr stated
in yesterday morning’s newspaper that that
was the intention.

The Premier: No.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): Vou do not take any notice of the
newspapers, do yon?

Hon. P. COLLIER: No; but I have ncver
known the newspapers deliberately to attri-
bute a statement to the leader of this House
unless they had some justification for doing
go; and I am not going to ussume that the
repovter responsible  for  that  paragraph
imagined the wmatter,

Hon., R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): The reporters have more imagination
now than they used to have.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Perhaps. There was
a note of complaint in the Premier’s re-
marks as {o the delay in getting through
the business of the session. But I wish to
remind the Premier that no private member
of this House is responsible for that delay.
Who is responsible for the faet that all this
work yet rvemains to be done? Why, the
members  of the Government themselves.
Even this afternoon we have had notice of
the introduction of three more Bills, on the
very day on which the Housc is asked to
suspend the Standing Orders, a  Minister
comes down with notice of the introduetion
of three new DBills. TIf the House has
not made any progress with the Bills on
the Notice Paper it is hetause members have
not heen in possession of “them and because
the Government have heen late in bhringing
them down. There has not been an exces-
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sive amount of speaking. Certainly mem-
bers have exercised their right to speak
whenever they thought it necessary to Jdo go.
If the Government do not want to rush the
Bills through, there is no need for the sus-
pension of the Standing Orders, at leasl
with regard to the introduction and passage
of the new Bills, Tt will, T admit, facilitate
the bnsiness of the session, if the Standing
Orders are suspendesd, and it is possible to
deal with Messages from another place on
the day on whirh they are reccived, but that
is a different matter from the introduo-tion
and passage of Bills through all their stages
at the onc sitting, Never within my exper-
icnce has the leader of the House asked for
the suspension of the Standing Orders with
the Notice Paper so ecrowded with Bills as
that which we have before us at the prosent
time, and never has the suspension been
asked for without the Tremicer giving some
indication as to which measures it was pro-
posed to drop. The Premier declares thut
the Government are anxions to close the ses-
sion as soon as possible, but if that be tho
desire, why arc the Government bringing
down new measures every day? Tt is now
approaching the end of March and the Esti-
mates are not yet passed. Only vesterday
notice of the introdnetion of n new Bill was
given, and three more to-day. How can the
(Gipvernment expect to bring the sessinn to a
close hefore Easter when each day sees the
introduction of important maasures? dem-
bers have a duty to perform to themselves
and to their constituents, and thev noust see
that the Bills are properly discussad, and wmot
rushed through at the elose of the =scssioun
with the Standing Orders sugpended. There-
fore, T intend to oppose the molioa until the
business on the Notice Paper has heen for-
ther advanced than is the rase to-lay, or
until the Premier gives s a .Jdefinite inti-
mation about the Bflls he proponses to g2 on
with and those he intends to abandon.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Xortham) {54]: The
House must have time to do its work
thoroughly and it has te be remembered that
there are many important measures yet to
be considered, amongst them being those which
deal with taxation, I hope it is not the inten-
tion of the Premier to rush through these Billg
without giving members ample time for con-
sidering them, So far we do not know
what they are, and. it would he unfair to
ask us to deal with them without giving us
some days’ notice. In addition to the taxa-
tion proposals. there are important measures
sueh as the Health Bill and Criminal Code
Amendment, which must be considered
calmly and deliberately. If the Premier
wants the Standing Orders suspended to-day
he will have to give members an assurance
that be will not endeavour to pass any of
these Bills through at the one sitting. In
past years we have always suspended the
Standing Orders €ar too early.

Hon, P. Collier: But there has uever been
such a budget of Bills to consider.

Mr. Munsic: Mr. Wilson, when Parlia-
ment adjourncd on the last oceasion, dis-
charged no fewer than ten Bills,
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: At any rate T hope
it is not the intention of the Premier to
put tirough all the Bills which are on the
Notice Paper. If that is his intention, we
shall be lhere for the next three months. [
want an assurance that no Bill will e
rushed through at one sitting, but that on
the contrary, members will be given ample
time to give all the Bills proper considera-
tion.

Hon., W. €. ANGWIN (North-East TFro.
mantle) [5.5]: [ agree with the leader of
the Opposition and the member for Northam
that it lhas always becen the custom when
asking the House to suspend the Standing
Orders, to declare the business that it was
proposed to go on with. We know that many
of the privileges of hon. members are en-
tirely taken nway with the suspension of the
Standing Orders. It is all very well to say
that members are to be given every oppor-
tunity of (liscussing Bills, but in actual
pritetice that has not been the case.

The Minister for Works: That can easily
be done.

Hon. P. Colliecr: Yes, if we stay here until
June. .

Mon, W, C. ANGWIN: Amongst the Rills
on the Notice Paper is the Stamp Aet Amend
ment Billl We do not kmow what that
proposes to do. The taxation measures have
becn submitted, but we have no information
in regard to them. The Treasurer has told
us that the Income Tax Assessment Bill is
to be amended te provide for an altered
systemw of assessment. These and  other
measures will be presented and we sball net
have an opportunity of consulting any see-
tion of our constituents in regard to them,
It is a very common practice to bring down
a Bill and put it through before we really
know what it contains. That is why T am op-
posed to the suspension of the Standing
Orders. We know that that will happen in
the future just as it has happened in the
past. The Premier should have told us de-
finitely which Bills he intended to drop so
far us this session was concerned. ‘We are
just as nuxious as the Premier to bring the
work of the scssion to a close. There are
two ways of ecarryving on the husiness of
Parliament, onc is by talking and the other
by remaining silent, Tf T want a Bill teo
go through, knowing it to be a measure
which is important and neccssarv and in the
best interests of the State, T keep quiet, but
if T am opposed to a Bill 1 shall do my ut-
most to bloek it. In both instances I con-
sider [ am doing my duty. So far there has
been no delay. Looking at the Notice
Paper, we find ammongst the measores there,
the Health Bill, which in itseif will take
three months to deal with.

AMr, Harrison: You are cvidently going to
oppose it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Every clause of it.

Hon, R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): Youn are going to carry out what you
have just said. )

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am, and T intend
to do my best to defeat it. The time has not
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yet arrived for the suspension of the Stand-
ing Orders, or at any rate if the Premier
doos desire the motion to be carried, he
should tell us which measures he does not
propose te proceed with. There are a num-
ber which ¢nnnot be urgent, for instance, the
Interpretation Bill, the Apprentices Bill,
Education Rill, the IFriendly Societics Bill,
and others yet to come from the Legislative
Council. The Health Bill is not urgently
necessary and there are others which could
be struck off the Notice Paper. We know
that the Government must ecarry through
their taxation proposals and we should de-
vote the remainder of our time to thoge. We
are not to be gulled by the suspension of the
Standing Orders, and we are net going to
have our mouths closed. In the past the gag
has heen applied after the Standing Orders
have heen suspended.

The Premicr: The gag ean be applied
without suspending the Standing Orders.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: But the pesition is
made worse with the suspension of Standing
Orders. It has been done in the past and it
will be done again. T lLope the House will
not agree to the motion until we have been
informed which measures the Government
propose to abandon,

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore—in reply) [4.57]: T have already in-
timated to the House in plain language that
it is not the intention of the Government to
drop any of the RBills on the Notice Paper un-
loss compelled to do so. Hom. members op-
posite have been endeavouring to make the
House helieve that the suspension of the
Standing Orders will prevent free diseussion
of the meagures. It will do nothing of the
kind.

Mr. Munsie:
tion of the Bills.

The PREMIER: A Bill need not Ye taken
throngh all stages ak one sitting; if the House
considers it is necessary to carry it to the next
sitting it can do so even though the Standing
Orders are suspended. There iz nothing to
prevent hon. members discussing the Bilis as
fully as possible. The suspension of the
Standing Orders is wcrely brought about for
the purpose of giving the House the power, if
it is required, of putting the measures through
their various stages at one sitting, and in that
way assisting the Legislative Council to carry
on their work. The Government have no de-
gire to drop any Bilis unless they are com-
pelled to do so. Some of the Bills, it may be
found later on, arc wot eonsidered necessary,
and then T shall consult with the leader of the
Opposition in regard to them. At the same
time the Government have no Bills in their
mind that they feel compelled to drop. The
Government desire to expedite business as much
as possible, and I hope members will assist in
this. -

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

It will prevent the eonsidera

Ayes .. .. .. .. 25
Noes - - .. .. 13
Majority for .. oo 12
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AYTES,
Mr, Angelo Mr, Mullany
Mr. Brown Mr. Neairn
Mr. Durack Mr. Pickering
Me, Foley Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gardinar Mr. R. T. Robinson
Mr. George Mr. Stewari
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Harrison Me. Teesdale
Mr., Hudson Mr. Thomson
Mr. Johaston Mr., Underwood
Mer. Lefroy Mr. Veryard
Mr. Maley Mr. Hardwiek
Mr. Mitchell (Teller.)
NoBS.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Munsia
Mr, Chesson Mr, Pilkington
Mr. Colller Mr. Rocke
Mr, Green Mt. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. Willeack
Mr Jones Mr. ('Loghlen
Mr. Lutey (Teller.)

Question thus passed.

BILL—GRAIN ELEVATORS AGREE-

MENT.
Motion to introduce.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL AND MIN-
ISTER FOR INDUSTRLES (1Ton. R. Tr Rob-
inson—~GCanning) [5.19]: I move—

““Tor lcave to introduce a RBill for an Aet
to ratify and confirm an agreement with
Jahn 8, Metealf Company, Limited, relating
to the construction of bulk haadling grain
clevators,’’

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) [5.203: Before
leave is given to introduce a Bill of this nature
when the Standing Orders have heen sus-
pended, T think the House should be in posses-
sion of what the agreement is, knowing that it
is quite possible to have thiz Bill bronmght
down, after this motion is carried, and passed
through all its stages in one sitting, without
giving members an opportunity of discussing
it. It gives us canse for grave consideration,

The Attorney General: There is no such
intention. :

Mr, HOLMAX: W are faced with o Gov-
ernment that have a majerity who may be
badly led and blindly driven, It is quite peos-
sible, when we see the nature of the husiness,
that such taetics may be adopted. Some mem-
bers are new to the bosiness and, although in-
nocent, they may he used for such purposes
and they may beecome the means of passing
these measures. This legislation may be detri-
mental to the best interests of the country.
We saw in New South Wales something of a
gimilar nature fdone, and in other countries,
when members have not had an epportunity of
discussing Bills at all, they have been earried.
T am going to oppose this motion because I
realise that the Standing Orders should be sus-
pended only to allow the passage of business
between the two Mouses at the end of a ses-
sion. It will be utterly impossible for us to
protect the people of the country, for the
people of tlie eountry do not know who Met-
calf & Co, are. They do not know the purpose



[20 MarcH, 1918.]

for which the agrecment is brought forward.
We know that in this country big landed es-
tates have been disposed of and we did not
know how the purchases had been brought
about.

Member: We did not know ahout the *Kan-
garoo’’ or Nevanas.

Mr. TIDLALAXN: 'This is mwot a question of
the ‘¢ Kangaroo.’’ This may be the means of
the people of the country having te expend a
large amornt of money hefore the business js
over. It may be a sound agreement, it may be
a good one, but if we pass measures of this
sort, when we lave not had an epportunity of
diseussing them, and when we have not seen
the agreement even, it is wrong. The Attorney
(General is asking for leave to introduee a Bill
that can be passed in ome sitting.

The Premier: No, no.

Mr, HOLMAN: 7Yes, yes. 1 defy the Pre-
mier and the Attorney General to say it is not
so. A Royal Commission ean be appointed and
git in judgment on a wan without this Royal
Commission being gazetted, and God only
knows what may take place if we allow busi-
ness to go on like this. It is a revelation. I
have been in the ouse for 18 years and T
guarantee to say, without the shadow of a
doubt, that ncver has a Bill been irtroduced
in this House, covering an agreement like this.
It is a revelation in politics, althongh it may
be a perfectly sound matter. It may be good
for the country, but let members have an op-
portunity of sceing it and discussing it.

The Premier: You ecan discuss it as long
as yon like,

AMr. HOLAMAN: We know that when the
Fill is introduced it is within the power of a
blind following to pass it.

The Premiier: There is no blind following.

My, HOLMAN: The Minister will find out
hefore T have finished that there is too much
blind following. An opportunity has been
taken by the innocence of members of push-
ing things through this House already, be-
cause they did net know what they were
doing. T merely rise on this oceasion to
point out to hon. members that grave con-
sideration should be given to these matters:
full inquiry should be made inte them. Only
last might we had the spectacle of an at-
tempt to pass a Bill which would give 5,000
acres of this country away,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member js not
in order in referring to that Bill

Mr. HOLMAN: T am pointing out how
these things may occur. We have had an
opportunity in the past of seeing private
agreements brought into this House and
measures passed through this Chamber in-
volving the giving away of thousands of
acres of land, of granting concessions, and
allowing people to open up works, withont
membarg knowing what they were. We
krow that agreemecnts can be brought for-
ward. We had a great deal of criticism by
the Minister for Works in regard to the
powellising agreement, and we know how
that matter was brought on. I hope, now the
Minister for Works is in the position of re-
sponsibility, he will let us know what these

~opportunity, if we
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agreements are. I do not know what they
are.

The Premier:
Mr, HOLMAN:

Yon will see it.

But T shall not have an
carry this measure
through in one sitting. We will not have an
opportunity of reading the agreement or of
studying it. and that is the reason why I am
opposing this motion, I ask members on the
Govarnment side, who have reecntly come
here, to realise what position they are in,
They will be told that we are in opposition,
but these are matters of vital interest to the
country. Up to the present time the Op-
posifion have not been epposing the Govern-
ment. They ‘have given every assistance
they ean to the Government in  carrying
their Estimates. We have helped them. Not
i moment of time bas been taken up that

.has not been fair und reasonable in drawing

attention to facts that the Government
should know, and in endeavouring to draw
attention to reforms that ought to be car-
ried out. Now, in what arc known as the
dying hours of the session, we lkave on the
Notice Paper over 30 items and tem or a
dozen RBills have yet to ¢ome from another
place; and, when we do not know what new
husiness is coming forward, surely memhbers
will not allow this Chamber to be flooded with
business, without having an opportunity of
reading that business, and in the number of
hours at the disposal of members to the end
of this session, there would not be an op-
portunity of even reading the Bills through.
I merely rise to call attention to the danger
which the country will be placed in by al-
lowing Bills of this kind to he bronght
forward after the Standing Orders have
been suspended. T do not intend to allow
this to be done without lodging a protest
aguinst the introduction of new business of
such a nature, involving the expenditure of
a large sum of money.

Hon, J. MITCHELL (Nortuam) [5.30]: I

hope Ministers have more than one copy
of the agreement, for I think members
ought to see it.

The Attorney General: TEvery member

shall have one; it is printed in the Bill. The
matter will not be rushed through. The
House, if it likes, can take three months in
which to discuss it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I am well aware of
that. T merely rose to ask that we might
have copies of the agreement. I had no
means of knowing that it is embodied in the
Bill. The agreement will have a farreach-
ing effect, and will mean probably the ex-
penditure of a million of money.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Two millions.

Hon. .J, MITCHELL: It is all-important
that we should know what we are doing. and
that there showld be no hurry whatever
ahout the passing of the measure. However,
secing that the Attorney General has lost
his temper, T will confine myself to this pro-
test. :

Mr. O’LOGHLEN (Forrest) [5.31]: I de-
sire to voice my opposition to the introduc-
tion of new husiness of this sort after the
motion that has just been carried. There is
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a most important proposal involved in this
agreement with a new firm of whom we have
1o knowledge. The House should be guided
by the experience of other States, where con-
siderable diffienlty has been found in negoti-
ating agreements of this character,
South Wales nothing has so tended to bring
public life into contempt as the agreement
between the Govermment and Norton Griffiths.
Later on there was in that State the qugstion
of the bulk handiing system, and the crection
of a number of silos. This it was that brought
about the recent crisis in the Cabinet, when
for a period of four days two Ministers who
had resigned refused to withdraw their resig-
nations,

Mr, SPEARKER: The hon. member can
hardly discuss the principles of the Bill on the
first reading.

Alr, O'LOGHLEXN:
tion which
scheme involving us in the expenditure of a
million of money. In New South Wales the
estimated cost of the seheme was donbled.
If thia is a question of paramount urgener,
why was it not brought down weeks ago?
Why did not the Government bring it down
instead of the tiddlywinking measures now on
the Notice Paper?

The Minister for Works: It was only final-
ised within the last few Jdays.

Mr, OLOGHLEN: Whose fault was that?
Negotiations with Metealf and Company were
opened up two years ago. Who is to blame
for the matter having been so long delayed?

The Minister for Works: Tt is nohody’s
fault. It is only that an honest attempt has
been made by the Government to save the in-
terests of the State.

Mr. O'LOGHLEX: If the interests of
Western Australia are so mueh in need of sal-
vation it was the duty of the Government to
have brought dewn this measure hefore this
late stage in the scssion.

The Attorney Ceneral: The Government
could not have done so, hecause it was not
finished.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Throughout the session
there has heen a desire on the part of this
numerically weak Opposition to assist the
Government. We now wmake the fair request
that proposals of such maguitude as this,
which in common with other proposals the
Government could now pass through in one
day, should not be brought down at this late
stage. If this is more important than the
Bills alrealy on the Notice Paper, the Pre-
mier should have announced his intention of
putting the others aside. TIf, on the other
hand, those measures on the Notice Paper are
of more importance than the agreement be-
fore us, the agreement should stand aside.
Is it urgent and necessary?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

My, O’LOGHLEN: Then why has it hung
fire for a period of over two years? The
Scaddan Government were mnegotiating with
this firm, so surcly some finality could have
been reached ere this, The system of silos, T
understand, is to he similar throughout Aus-
tralia; therefore, if similar schemes have been
finalised in the Eastern States, why not here?

I am opposing a mo-

In New -

arsks the Iouse te consider a-
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The Minister for YWorks: We have a better
agreement than any of those in the Lastern
States.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Of course, every Gov-
ermment, having made an agreement, will hold
that it is the very Dbest possible. The Seaddan
Government persisted in believing that the
ngreements they negotiated were the best the
ingennity of man could devise. The Minister
Tor Works did net apree with that. He said
the State was fleecced right and left as the
result of bad draftsmanship in thorc agree-
ments.

The Minister for Works:
correct.

Alr. O’LOGHLEXN: Then what a difference
in the morning! When the hon. m-mber be-
comes n Minister cverything twrmed ont by
the Goverument factory is 0K, There is
nothing wrong with it. Tt is impossible to
find any faunlt with the agreements male by
the present Government.

The Minister for Works:
that.

Me, O’LOGHLEXN: 1 claim that the tax-
payers who eleet the Assemhly have a right
to consider and diseuss whether those agree-
ments are as perfeet as the Jinister elaims,

The Attorney Gemeral: This ngrcement is
made particularly subject—it is the first onc
to be so treated—to the approval of Parlia-
ment.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: And T believe we have
to thank the mcember for XNorth-1ast 1re-
mantle (Hon. W. . Anrgwin) for that. Ye
has given a great deal of attention to this
matter, and he illustrated to the House the
other night how partienlarly careful we rve-
fuire to be in dealing with Metealf’s or any
other firm, beeause the estimate in New Sonth
Wales for similar works has been execeded by
hundreds of thousands of pounds. Another
thing: have we the money to carry out this
propesal? QOr is it to be merely a pious reso-
lution earriedd by the House? How many
agreements have been similarly ratified by

That is fuite

I did not say

*arliament during the last three or four
rears——
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must

rot discuss past agreements.

Mre, LOGHLEXN: T am opposing the mo-
lion on the ground that other agreements
ratified by DParliament have never heen pur-
sugd any further, Surely we have the right
to ask for the details of the agreement.

The Attorney Ceneral: Certainly, when you
come to the Committee stage. .

AMr. O'LOGHLEN: T object to the passing
of this motion this afternoon. If this agree-
ment is of more importance than the Bills al-
ready on the Notice Paper the Premier shonld
tell hon, members how far he proposes to go.
If, on the other hand, he 13 going to stick to
everything on the Notice Paper, the TIlouse
should he told, so that it might know where
it stands. T will record my vote against the
motion, on the ground that there will not be
sufficient time to consider the agreement. I
protest against such an agreement being
brought down at a time when it can be passed
through in one {day’s sitting. Again, with a
congested Notice Paper such as this, it is im-
possible for the House to give to the measure
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the attention it deserves. Moreover, seeing
that the business has hung fire for two years,
I doubt whether it is as urgent as represented
to us.

Mr, Johnston: Silos were
gently required than now.

Mr. Q’LOGHLEXN: I question that. It is
unfair on the part of the Government to ask
the House to agree to a motion that will en-
able the Govermmnent to bring down not ealy
the preposal before us, bhut other new Bills,
antl request us to give attention to them all
in the short time remaining. It is party Gov-
ernment methods. Party Government is just
as rampant in Western Australia to-day as
ever it was.

My, SPEAKER: The hon. member is not in
order, .

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN: I claim that the Minis-
ter is not in order in bringing down a proposi-
tion like this at such a time. I am going to
oppose it.

Mr. FOLEY (Lceonora) [53.40]: T am sorry
the Attorney General should be bringing down
so important o measure at this late stage in
the session. We could well leave it qver till
next session, so as to give hon. members an
opportunity of discussing the whole question
of bulk handling, It secms that all we are to
he asked te discuss this session is the question
of cutering into an agreement relative to the
construction of silos.

Mr. SPEAKER: At this stage the hon.
momber can only discuss the question of Jeave
to introduce the Bill. T am not going to allow
any further discussion as to the merits or de-
merits of the agreement.

Mr. POLEY: [ have no dcsire to Jiscuss
them. I would like the Government to allow
this particular agreement to remain over till
next ression, in order that we may have an
opportunity of studying the whole question of
bulk handling. If we agree to the motion,
and afterwards to the Bill, we will be com-
mitted to bulk handling. For the present I
am totally opposed to bulk handling.

Mr. STEWART (Claremont) [5.42]: The
objections offered by those whe have spoken
are largely shared by myself. The principle
of bulk handling has not yet been adopted
in Western Anstralia.

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member is not
in order in discussing bwik handling under
this motion.

Mr. STEWART: But the objeet of the
proposed measure is to introdvuee that sys-
tem.

Mr. SPEAKER: The motion is for leave
to introduce a Bill for an Act to ratify and
confirm a certain agreement. When the Bill
is before the House is principles may he dis-
cussed, but not at this stage.

Mr. STEWART: The phraseology used in
the motion is somewhat misleading. Ap-
parently one is to be debarred from advane-
ing arguments in oppesition to the intredue-
tion of the Bill

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not so. The hon.
member can give reasons why leave should
uot be granted, but he cannot go into the
question of bulk handling, nmor that of the
prineiples in the Bill.

raey
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Mr. STEWART: My objection is based
on the consideration that the Bill is alto-
gether too comprelensive a measure to be
brought down at the close of the session. A
huge expenditure is contemplated in the es-
tablishment of what is intended by the Bill,
and it seems to me that if the House is to be
committed one way or the other wwithout
sufticient consideration of the prineiples in-
volved, the usefulness of Parliamentary con-
trol will be gone altogether. I therefore
offer iy protest against the Bill being in-
troduced, particalarly when viewed in its
relation to the motion previously carried by
the House.

Mr, MUNSIE (HMannans) [5.45]: I rise
to enter my protest against leave being
granted to introduoce this measure, because [
realise the magnitude of this proposal in
view of the motion which has just been car-
ried. 1t is not fair to ask for leave to in-
troduce o measure after a motion to suspend
the Btanding Orders has been carried, In
the cirenmstances it is possible for the Gov-
crnment with their majority to put this Bill
through in one sitting. This is not only un-
fair but unjust te hon. members. I would
oppose leave being granted to iutroduce any
Bill at all following on top of the suspension
of the Standing Orders, and thus giving
power te the Goverhment to pass such meas-
ures throngh in one sitting. With the ex-
ception of ome item on the Notice Paper,
which deals with the life and health of the
community, there is ne Bill at present be.
fore us of as muech importance as that for
which leave to introduce is now being
sought. T do not say that the Government
will attempt to foree this Bill through in
oug sitting, but it is the duty of hon. mem-
bers who wish to see every measure that is
brought down properly considered, to oppose
the introduction of any further Bills after
the Standing Orders have been suspended.

Hon. W. C. ANGQWIN (North-East TFre-
mantle) [547]: I oppose the motion, not
only for the reason that the Bill which is
sought to be introduced provides for an
agrcement being entered into, but on the
ground that the Government arc becoming
the puppets of the Federal Ministry, The
position to-day is that the State Government
cannot help themselves in this matter. They
have been told definitely and distinctly by
the Prime Minister that they will have to
do this whether they like it or not. The
matter has been discussed previously in the
Federal DTarliament. An  ohjection was
lodged by South Australian members and
the Prime Minister said, ‘I do not care
what States object to it. They are going to
get it whether they like it or mnot.’?

Mr. Munsie: The Minister in  another
piace said exactly the same thing.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: We are going to
be bluffed into the expenditure of a large
sum of money whether the State is in favour
of sueh expenditure or not.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon, member can dis-
cuss that question later. He caunot do so
now,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I know something
about thiz matter, and wish to give my rea-
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sons for objecting to this motion. As long
as this State is working under the present
constitution, I refuse to be told by the Com-
monwealth Government that we have to do
as they desire. They have no right or power
to say this to us, and I refuse to agres to
the introduction of any Bill which is de-
signed for the purpose of earrying out their
instructions, not their reguests. I am very
much surprised that some of the members
of the Conntry party are not opposing this
motton. If the wheat pool is going-to pay
for this

Mr, Johnston: Tt pays for everything.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
not discuss the merit or demerits of the Bill,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am only giving
reasons why T think this leave should not be
granted. I am not discussing the merits of
tho Bill.

Mr., Holman: Tt has none.

Tlon. W. C. ANGWIN: T will not go so far
as to say that. The money in the first in-
stance has to be obtained from the wheat
poel, but Western Australia has to stand
the racket. We have to provide the interest
and sinking fund.

. The Attorney General: You are now deal-
ing with the merits of the Bill,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am not doing so.
Tt seems that the State Government have Lo
carry out whatever the Federal Government
tell them to do. If we are to go on at this
rate surely the Federal Government will have
us body and soul. They are going to take
the whele lot, becanse the State Government
have not the backbone to tell them to mind
their own business.

The Premier: What have
They have taken nothing.

Hen, W. C. ANGWIN: They have ins-
trocted the Government to do this.

The Premier: They bave done nothing of
the sort.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I can quote the
very words used in the Federal Parliament
by Mr. Hughes on this question.

The Premier: We have had no instrue-
tions. .

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: He said definitely
and distinetly, ‘T am not going to allow
the States to say whether they will do this
or not. I intend to do it and the States will
have to agree.’’ Mr. Foster said, *‘That is
rough on South Australia, whe do not re-
quire it.”” Thank God, therc was one man
who would stand up for his State. This is
the outeome of the instructions that were
issued, so that we shall send fo America
thousands of pounds by way of commission.
I hope the Honse will think very carefully
before they agree to the infroduction of a
measure of this sort,

Mr.  JOHNSTON (Williams-Narrogin)
[5.51]: T am amazed at the opposition to
the introduction of this Bill. Tt appears to
me that this opposition is of a very factions
character, when 2 section of the House
would prevent us from looking at the Bill
and seeing whether the propoesal in connee-
tion with Messrs, Metealf & Co. i3 a good
tiry or not. I may say that T koow noth-

they taken?
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ing of its details. For many years we have
been endeavouring to get the system of the
bulk handling of wheat introduced into
Western Australia, and also to secure the
erection of wheat elevators at our great
ports and in our wheat centres, hut when a
definite and practical proposal comes befors
us—and I take it this is a definite and prae-
tical proposal, or else the Government would
not introduce it—it is oppesed.

Mr. Holman: Tt may be something defimie
for Metealf & Co.

Ar, JOUNSTON: Hon, members of the
Oppsstion. wish to prevent us from aonsid-
ering it. .

Mr, Muesie: Why was this not bronght
forward before the Standing Orders were
suspended?

Mr. JOHNSTON: I cannot discuss that
matter beeause I have nothing to do with
the arrangement of the Notice Paper.

Mr. Munsie: You knew it was there.

Mr. JOHNSTON: T believe, if this mo-
tion had come forward immediately prior to
the suspension of the Standing Orders, no
opposition whatever would have baen raised
to it

Mr. Munsie: There would bhave been none
from we. at any rate. '

Mr. JOHNSTON: Tt would have been
passed as a formal matter. I hope the Cov-
ernment will earry this motion so that we
ean consider these proposals on their raerits.
If it is not the best proposal in the interests
of the wheat grower and the people of the
State, the House will then have an oppor-
tunity of rejecting it. I do not know what
the proposal actually is.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Youn never ohject to
money being wasted so long as some of it is
spent in your -electorate.

Mr. JOHNSTON: -Some measure provid-
ing for the introduetion of the system of
bulk handling of wheat is urgently required.
T hope that this Bill will preve adequate
for this purpose, and that the House will
agree to the introduction of the measure so
that hon. members can decide on the ques-
tion of the hulk handling of wheat.

Mr. Holman: That can be discussed under
an ordinary motion.

Mr. JOHNSTON: That is possible. This,
however, is something practical and definife,
and move practical I hope than would be
any ordinary motion dealing with the sub-

jeet. I support the Government in this mat-
ter,

Hon. P. COLLTER (Boulder) [554]: The
hon. member for Williams-Narrogin (M.

Johnston) could not, of course, let even this
opportunity pass without saying a word to his
electors.

Mr, Johnston: A word to the House.

Hon. P. COLLTER: Because other hon. mem-
bers have some regard for what they conceive
to be their responsibilities and their duties
coneerning important matters of this kind, the
member for Williams-Narrogin takes it upon
himself to describe their attitude as that of
factious opposition. We know that the hon.
member is merely saying another word to the
cleetors of Williams-Narrogin, perhaps in an
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endeavounr to regain some of the ground he has
lost during recent months in that district. Be-
cause bhon. members objeet to leave being
granted for the introduction of this Bill,
which will invelve this country in the expendi-
ture probably of a million to a million and a-
balf pounds, because we are protesting apgainst
the introduction, at the command of the Com-
monwealth, of this measure after the suspen-
gsion of the Standing Orders, which suspen-
sion will permit of its passage through in one
day, and beeause we have some sense of our
responsibility to the people who sent us here,
the hon. member must take it npon himself to
chastise us,

Mr. Johnston: T want to see the Bill

Hon. P. COLLIER: We know that the hon.
member does not care twopence for the Bill,
even if it means the expenditure of 10 mil-
lions of money, so long as some of that money
goes to hig distriet, and benefits some of those
responsible for his return to Parliament,

Mr. Johnston: That is not fair.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member is not in
order in attributing motives to any other hon,
member in the House.

Hon, P, COLLIER: T am not deing so. I
am merely differing from the hon, member’s
attitude in the matter. T strongly protest
against the introduetion of this Bill at this
stage in the session. Where is the consistency
of the Government? The Premier earlier in
the afternoon complained about the proleng-
ation of the session, and said that Ministers
were heing kept here when they onght to be
in their offices administering the affairs of
State, but immediately after the Government
are attempting to introduce a Bill which is
going to further proloig the session. I ob-
jeet to the motion, beeause [ say it is utterly
and entirely impossible for memnbers of this
House to do their duty to the country at this
late hour in the session, and to givo considera-
tion to this Bill in eonjunction with the long
list of Bills we already have on the Notice
Paper. This House met on the 23rd Novem-
ber last, and met again on the 23rd Janunary.
Just two months have elapsed since we met
in this year, and notwithstanding that fact,
and that the House has been dawdling aloag
on more or lesa unimportant matters, it is only
during the last week that there has been iniro-
duced to the Chamber a budget of the most
important Bills of the session. How can they
receive adequate consideration, uanless mem-
bers deliberately make wp their mionds to re-
main here until they have been given ample
time to fully consider every Bill, even if that
consideration should involve our remaining
bere until June or July?

Mr, SPEAKER: There is only one matter
under diseussion at the present moment,
namely, the motion for leave to introduece this
Bilt,

Hon. P. COLLIER: T am geing to illustrate
my arguments if T ¢an, I object to the intro-
Auction of this Bill hecause the time is in-
sufficient in whieh to give it full considera-
tion. In order to make good my argument as
to the time being insufficient, I am of neces-
sity compelled to point to other Bills which
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are on the Notice Paper, and to the volume of
work which remains to be done during the pre-
sent session,

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know where the
question of insufficient time comes in. There
s no limit to the time in which the House can
sit.

Hon. P, COLLIER: I do not suppose there
is a limit. The only limit that can arise is
through the desire of members to close the
session. We have been given to understand
that this desire is universal amongst members,
that it is general, and that it is in fact the
feeling of the House that we should adjourn
before Easter. Apparently, that has gone by
the board this afterncon. The Government
are not now anxious to adjourn hefore Faster,
notwithstanding the faect that they frequently
complain of the little time they are able to
spend in their offices, They complain, even
in petulant fashion, heeause members exercise
their right to ask questions, thereby taking
up the time of Ministers. There is nothing
in that ¢omplaint, really. I know that during
the period I was in office the time oceupied
in dealing with questions would be only u
minute or two per day, As a fact, replies to
questions are prepared by the departmental
officers, and not by Ministers at all. So that
the time occupied, or lost, in dealing with
questions does not encroach upon the time
which Ministers have available for the dis-=
charge of their duties, in any appreciable de-

ee.

The Attorney General: The replies to ques-
tions have to he altered frequently.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But that does not take
an hour or two, Of course, if the same me-
thod is employed by Ministers in dealing with
that matter as we sec them sometimes employ
in this House, T can understand that the alter-
ation of replies to questions does take up a
good deal of their time.

Mr, O’Loghien: But the reply mav not be
favourable to the Minister. )

Hon..P. COLLIER: T object, too, to the in-
troduction of this Bill beeause we do not Fet
know whether it is going to be foliowed by
the introduction of ether Bills to-morrow, or
next week, or the week after, '

The Premier: There are no more Bills to be
introduced.

‘lﬁlr. Heolman: How many are in the Coun-
il

Hon. P. COLLIER: I vnderstand, then,
that there are no more new Bills to be intro-
dueed, possibly, inte this Honse.

Mr. Holman: XNot to-night.

Flon. P. COLLIER: But there will be work
coming from another place. However, sven if
there are to be no more new Bills, we have a)-
ready had notice this afternoon of three which
will eome forward to-morrow, Those are addi-
tional to the budget of Bills we now have on
the Notice Paper. I say again that it is ut-
terly impossible for members to do justice to
all those measvres unless we make up our
minds to remain here for the next three
months. T have no doubt the Government
will afferd 'every possible oppoertunity for the
2onsideration of this Bill as well as of the
others. I am not insinuating that the Govern-
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ment mean to take advantage of the suspen-
sion of the Standing Orders to bludgeon
through a Bill in one sitting.

The Attorney General: Certainly not a Bill
of this kind.

_ Tlon. . COLLIER: XNor any other Bill of
importante either, I am not alleging that
against the Government, I do not think they
would do that. But I contend that the Gov.
ermment will not be able to help themselves as
regards eurtailing the time available for mem-
bers to cousider these measures if the session
is to be closed within any reasonable time at
all. If the Government are going to allow
reasonable time, such time as I consider mem-
bers need to make themselves thoroughly ae-
quainted with these various Bills, then that of
itself must carry the session over the next
mwonth or twe. Tf the Government move the
seeond reading of this Bill to-morrow, or to-
day, as is possible with the Standing Orders
suspended, and  then get the debate ad-
journed

The Attorney General:
got the Bill printed.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Well, if the Govern-
ment move the second reading of thia Bill to-
morrow, and then agree to the adjourpment,
and deal similarly on other days with the re.
mainder of these Bills, adjourning the second
reading dehate to the next sitting day, the
Government may consider that that procced-
ing affords ample time for memhers—a day,
a full day—in which to consider the measures.
That wounld te all very well if the number of
Bills members have to consider were limited.
But, taking into account the long list we have
on the Notice Paper—some of them, in order
that hon. members may de justice to them by
examining them in conjumnetion with the prin-
cipal Act, will require the best part of a day
to master—this procedure wonld be utterly
unreasonable, I have had some experience of
the nassage of Bills throupgh this House with
the Standing Orders suspended, and I assert
here at once that we have on our statute book
Acts which are a blot on the legislation of
Woestern Australia, by reason of the fact that
they were enacted in the dying hours of the
session with the Standing Orders suspended.

Hen. W. C. Angwin: Licensing law amend-
ment Aects, for instance.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I eould enumerate
dozens of mstances. As a matter of fact, we
have simply been providing work for our law-
yers and our law courts when passing here, in
hasty fashion and without proper considera-
tion, measures in the dying lours of the ses-
sion. The very next motion on the Notice
Paper, to which I shall have an opportunity
of referring later, affords proof of that state-
ment. T may remind the House that last year,
when the Standing Orders were suspended, un-
der exactly similar conditions to those obtain-
ing now, a measure amending the Land Aet
was passed—I1 suppose one of the most import-
ant measures ever introduced into this House.
1What do we find? As a result of an amend-
ing Bill passed in the small hours of the morn-
ing

Mr. Johunston:

Hon, P. COLLIER:
to what agreement this was done under.

We have not even

Under agreement.
Let us not trouble as
The
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Bill passed through in the small hours of the
morning, with the Standing Orders suspended;
and as a result the House will presently be en-
gaged, possibly for the remainder of this sit-
ting, in amending last year’s amendment Act.
And so we ge on. As a resalt of this method
of doing business, dawdling along in the catly
part of the session ergaged in inconsequential
work, and rushing through, in one volume, the
important legislation of the scssion, we con-
s'antly find ourselves engaged for the greater
part of our time during the sueceeding session
in trying to rectify the wrongs that we per-
Jetrated in our haste.

Hon. T. Walker: And it is not always pos-
sible to do that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If leave is given to in-
troduce this Bill, then, having regard to the
limited time and opportunity for discussing it,
no doubt next scssion we shall be engaged on
a further amending Bill. By way of interjec-
tion, an intimation has heen given to us that
the Government could not introduee this Bill
earlier beeause the agreement had not been
firalised. As to that, T do not know., What T
do know is that the atter was on the stocks
about two anid a half years ago. But pessibly
it has not been finalised becawse of a differ-
ence of opinion between Metcalf and the Gov-
ernment, It may be that. But, even if that
argument he a sound one as regards this Bill
—that is, that the late introduetion of the
measnre was unavoidable—it is not a good and
sound argument as applied to some of the other
Bills on the Notire Paper; there is no reason
in the world why at least hinlf of these Bills
should not have been disposed of by this time.
Then there would have been no objection to
the bringing in of the present Bill. T am going
to exercize my right on the floor of this House
to defend the rights of the electors of this
conntry, and I say I am only deing justice to
the people of this country when I protest
agaiust legislation of this kind being brought
down during the last few days of the sessiom,
with the Standing Orders suspended. What
are we sent here for? ‘What sense of responsi-
bility are we showing towards the people who
sent us here? ls it any wonder that, go where
one will, in the trams, on the trains, in the
streets, one hears mnothing but expressions of
disgust and contempt for the Parliament of
this and of every other Statc in Australia?
It is by virtue of the fact that the Parliaments
of Australia have drifted inte the habit of
conducting their husiness in this fashion, that
even the humblest man in the street to-day,
far from cntertaining any respect for a mem-
ber of Parliament, has nothing hui contempt
for him. It iz just becausc we are doing our
business in this fashion. Moreover, the econ-
tempt is well merited, in view of recent Parlia-
mentarv history in Australia. Tt is well justi-
field, and it will be muech intensified if we per-
mit a whole budget of Bills to be brought
down towards the end.of March, within three
months of the end of the financial year, and to
be rushed through with the Standing Orders
sugpended., I eare not how fair the Govern-
ment may desire to be as regards time for the
consideration of these Bills. I do not care
twopence about that. I contend that in view
of the recess being necessarily near, in view
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of the stage to which the financial year has
advanced, the Government will be unable to
allow Parliament the time necessary for the
consideration of these Bills. Tor that reason
I intend to oppose the passage of this Bill,
and of every other Bill, important or unim-
portant, that is brought down during the re-
maining davs of this session.

Mr. HARRISON (Avon) [6.11]: The Op-
position are wost unfortunate in attacking
a measure of this kind, since we know that
the harvest which has already been gar-
nered is going to suffer because of inade-
quate protection. This matter ought to bave
been taken in hand months age.

Hon. P, Collier: That is why we are op-
posing the measure now.

Mr. HARRISON: The leader of the Op-
position ought not to wish to delay the Bill
for even an hour. What encouragement is
there for the farmer to continue sceding—
and we are on seeding time now—if he is
to get no results from his labour? The only
way to get results from primary industry is
to give encouragemant; and there is no such
encouragement as that of protecting the as-
set when it has been created. It is disgust-
ing to me to find the members of the Op-
position opposing the introduetion of thig
measnre,

Opposition members: Oh!

Mr. HARRISON: We would not be observ-
ing our responsibility to our constituents if
we permitted a matter of this kind to be de-
layed. The diseussion that has taken place
on the introduetion of this Bill woeuld never
have oceurred if hon. members epposite
would consider the position of the agricul-
turist to-day, and the proportion of his as-
scts that is lost because of the lack of ade-
quate protection.

Mr. GREEN (Kalgoorlie) [6.13]: Tf any
reason were needed to make a member who
is determined fo see justice done to this
country, take a stand upon this motion, that
reason is afforded by the remarks which have
just been made by the member for Avon
{(Mr. Harrison). He tells the House that he
is disgusted with the opposition which has
been raised to this scheme.

Mr. Harrison: Disgusted with the delay.

Mr. GREEN: Apparently the hon. member
presumes that there must be ne delay in a
matter of this kind, because he approves of
it; that the scheme which is presented to u»
needs no consideration from the House be-
cause he is satisfied with it. He seems to
say ‘‘This thing is brought in at ¢he
eleventh hour, bot we do not care about
that; this measure needs no consideration ;
it is something for us; let us snap it.*’

Mr. Holman: The hon. member is
responsible for his actions just now. )

Mr. GREEN: It is because of that atti-
tude the party on this side of the Honse
have to be especially earcful. If there is one
thing that I intend to be particularly eare-
ful over, while T remain a member of this
Chamber, it is that all contracts and agree-
ments made by the Government with pri-
vate firms shail receive the fullest and

not

widest discussion, and shall be given the ut-
most possible publicity, before being finally

eompleted.
Mr. Harrison: Who has objected to that?
Mr. GREEXN: The hon, member has oh-

jected, by his attitude, by his indicating
that, so far as he is concerned, this business
must go through, and the scheme. as  pre-
sented here in the dying hours of the pre-
sent session, must be accepted,

Sitting suspended from 6.13 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. GREEN: I was referring to the fact
that if there was one thing in thiz House
that was calevlated to make one pause be-
fore permitting such a measure to be intro-
duced, it was that there are several country
members who are keenly interested in seecur-
ing the bulk haundling of wheat, That be-
ing the ease, it would be unwisc to ill-consider
a measure, and that undoubtedly would hap-
pea if we did not have all the facts before
us which we are entitled to have. I am not
prepared to assist in hastily passing a mea-
sure, the object of which is to enter into an
agreement with a firm like Metealf & Co.
for establishing elevators in this State. We
have been accused by members opposite
of heing fractious, bnt it is only necessary
to point out that no member on this side of
the House spoke on the Address-in-reply. Our
desire from the beginning was to facilitate
the business by refraining from speaking on
the Address-in-reply. We have received dne
credit for that but the Premier has spoken
in a petulant maoner about the preat
amount of talk indulged in on measures
which have been before the Chamber. I
wouid remind the House, however, that all
the speaking has been done by members of
the cross-benches. I have ne fault to find
with that, because those hon. members have
only done their duty. We on this side, how-
ever, are determined that no measure, which
is likely to be controversial, shall be rushed
through, and it does seem strange that it
should Le proposed to introduec this Bill im-
mediately after the suspension of the Stand-
ing Orders.

Mr. SPEAKER: The measure has not yet
been introduced; the motion is only for leave
to introduce.

Mr. GREEN: T
to ecxplain  why the
not be introduced. The Premier, to
facilitate the Dbusiness going through,
submitted a motion for the suspension of the
Standing Orders, and he did not previously
consult the leader of the Opposition. He alto-
gether overlooked that. I admit that there
was no obligation on the Premier’s part to
do so, but he is sueh a courteous gentleman
that I am sure it was an oversight. Be that
as it max, a measure of this kind, which has
for its ohject the entering into a contract
with an American firm, and a fairly glick
firm. too, should not be considered, wnless the
Honse is in possession of all the information
dealing with the subject. There is not suffi-
cient time to deal with the question this ses-
sion, and it could well be deferred until the

am  endeavouring
measure  should



974

next session, which is comparatively close at
hand. I am sorry that the member for York
i3 not in his place because he has a sheaf of
information from Canada dealing with this
matter. -

Mr. SPEAEKER: We are not discussing that.
I have no desire to prevent the hon. member
speaking, but be must confine himself to the
motion,

Mr. GREEN: I am endeavouring to indi-
cate that we should not attempt fo tackle a
measure of this description without having at
our disposal the information which the mem-
ber for York hag obtained from Canada. An
important matter of this kind should be thor-
oughly inquired into, and that thorough in-
quiry cannot possibly take place at the end
of the session. Unless I can get some of the
information which the member for York pos-
gesses, [ do not see how I am going to do
Jjustice to the measure. The memher for York
got his information from Canada, and our
only chanee is now to get it from him, because
Canada is such a long distance away and we
know that shipping facilities are not what
they were before the war,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
gpeaking to the motion. 1f it is carried and

the Bill iz introduced, the hon. member will -

then have an opportunity of addressing the
House on the lines he is following now. He
cannot do so at this stage. He must confine
his remarks to showing why leave should not
be given to introduce the Bill

Mr. GREEXN: I am endeavouring to confine
my remarks to showing why leave should not
be given to introduce the Bill. Tt is only fair
that memhers should have placed at their dis-
posal all the information pessible in regard
to the hulk handling of wheat, and my point
is that it is not desirable to proceed any fur-
ther until we have that information. The
member for York is the only member in the
House from whom we can get it.

The Attorney General: He has nothing to
do with the Bill.

Mr. GREEXN: I have never before regretted
that hon. member’s absence from the Chamber
s0 much,

Mr. SPEARKER: We are not discussing the
member for York,

My, GREEN: What is really required is
that time should be given to consider the
statisties which omght to bLe placed before us.

The Attorney General: That you can have.

Mr. GREEN: And the information that will
follow it.

The Attorney General: That you ean have.

Mr. GREEN: For my part I fail to see
that we ean possibly expeet to discuss a mat-
ter of this kind together with important
measures of taxation which are essential, and
the completion of the Estimates, which is also
essential, before the House again meets in
July. I hope the hon. member will not press
the motion for leave to introduce this Bill.

Mr. PICKERING {Sussex) [7.45]: I should
like to refute the statement made by the mem-
ber for Hannans that the Country party are
supporting for certain reasons the leave to in-
troduce this Bill.

[(ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Munsie: I said you supported tbe mo-
gion for the suspension of the Standing Or-
ers,

Mr. PICKERING: I take it that it was a
privilege to allow the hon, member to discuss
that matter, sceing that that was not the sub-
jeet under discussion. The principle involved
in the Bill i3 not under discussion at the pre-
sent time, Mention has been made about the
attitude of the Country party, and I say that
the attitude is onc that has bheen brought
about by members opposite inasmuch as it is
time, in the best interests of the industry and
the best interests of the State, that sueh a
measure should be introduced. I think I
should be exonerated from having anything
but an unbiassed view, because I do not re-
present that portion of the State which is
concerned in the matter about which this Bill
will be introduced. I am opposed to blocking
disenssion on any measure, more especially the
measure which it s sought now to introduee,
It is in the best interests of the State that
every Bill should have the fullest possible dis-
cussion, and I hope that when permission is
given for the introduction of thia measure, the
Government will see that overy possible op-
portunity is given to disenss the subject.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: You have not been
here very long.

Mr. PICKERTNG: No, but I trust there is
not that gravity pertairing to this sitnation
that has been imputed by hon. members, From
past experience which the House had had in
dealing with contracts of this nature, members
are fully alive to the surroundings of Bills of
this character, and we should not allow abuses
to creep into RBills of this kind, I think I
have shown very clearly that the Country
party arc no more interested in giving leave
for the introduction of this Bill than are any
other party in the State, Western Australia
has been one of the foremost States in advo-
cating this matter, and T think we should he
very incomsistent if we attempted to block
the introduction of such a measure as this.
The subject is so important that it warrants
the introdnction of tiis Bill at this stage of
the session.

Mr. HICKMOTT (Pingelly) [7.50]: I am
not onc who wishes to rush any measure
through the House, but I regret that this Bill
was not brought forward carlier. I eannot
say the Opposition have heen ungenerons dur-
ing the debates this session. They have been
kind, T think, to the Government for the way
in whieh they have dealt with various mea-
surcs brought hefore the House, Quite a
number of members of the Oppesition are in-
terested in the passing of this Bill, as well as
members sitting on the ¢ross benches and on
the Government side of the House. I feel
rather inclined to support this motion, bhe-
cause time is the essence of the contract. If
the measure is delayed until next session T
think it will he too late fo deal with the
handling of the harvest next year., Therefore
I am inclined to support the motion beforo
the House. ' I do not know anything about
Metealf & Co., or if they have anything to do
particularly with this matter. They are men-
tioned here as experts, I presume, in a busi-
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ness of the nature thai is being considered
by the introduction of this Bill, and Y think
that members on all sides, withont having any
desire to rush the measure through with.
out proper consideration, should consent to
the tabling of the measure, and allow the
House time to give that full conmsideration
which is necessary, because on this measure
depends the well-being, not only of the pro-
ducers of the State, but the community gen-
crally. I do not wish to delay the IHouse in
discussing the matter. I merely wish to say
that it is my intention to supeprt the motion,
and I trust members on the other side will
give the matter reasonable consideration, so
that it may be discussed in good time to have
this business properly considered, so as to
establish the bulk handling bhusiness for the
next season.

Mr. ROCKE {(Sonth Fremantle) [7.53]: I
feel that this guestion is of such an import-
ant character that [ should be Jacking in my
duty if I did not emphasise the opposition to
the motion which has already been made, cven
if in doing so T might have to repeat the rea-
sons already given for opposing the motion.
The question to my mind is not one of bnlk
handling, or of John Metcalf & Co.. but one
of principle, that cannot be replaced by ex-
pediercy. If the motion had been hronght
on before the granting of the suspension of
the Standing Orders it would have been quite
a different matter, and perhaps have received
more favourable consideration from this side,
and as far as I am eoncerned I helieve it
would have.

Mr. Thomson:
handling?

Mr. ROCKE: Certainly not.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Youn do not know any-
thing about it.

Mr. Thomsgon: Quite ag much as you do.

Mr. ROCKE: I have said it is my inten-
tion to help the Government all T ean towards
doing that whiech is right, and in the hest
interests of the country, but I think I would

Are you opposed to bulk

not be right in suppoerting this motion for the -

simple reason that there is a danger; this mea-
sure, which is of so great importance, may be
rushed through without the House giving the
consideration to it which is neeessary. We
have the assurance of the Government that
every opportunity will he given to members
to discuss it, but members who have been here
for many years have warned us against ac-
cepting too seriously any such promise. The
Government may be never so sincere as they
are in this instance. I am not imputing
uiterior motives or political dishonesty, but
time is necessary for the consideration of ths
measure, and for that reason I intend to op-
pese the motion,

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) {7.55]: It has been represented that
the objection to the motien is that it has been
brought forward at this stage when the Stand-
ing Orders have been suspended. I may say
the Standing Orders are only suspended so
far as they relate to the passing of Bills
throngh all stages in one day in this House,
that is all. I would like to point out jhat it
is not unusuat for Bills to be introduced after
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the Standing Orders have been suspended,
and moreover, it is not unusual for a large
number of Bills to be on the XNotice Paper
when the Standing Orders are suspendeil.
Also T kanow very frequently when the Stand-
ing Orders have been suspended we have had
a whole column of Bills on the Notice Paper.
On  looking at the proceedings of the
House——

Hon. P. Collier: T protest against the Pre-
mier discussing the suspension of the Stand-
ing Orders. He is now replying to the argn-
ments used on the motion for the suspension
of the Standing Orders.

Mr. SPEAKER: Unfortunately I allowed
other members to discuss the sngpension of
the Standing Orders on this motion, and there-
fore I must allow the Premier to reply.

The PREMIER: The suspension of the
Standing Orders has been discussed so much
that T hope I shall be allowed to say a faw
words. The reason given for objecting to the
introduction of this measure is that it is
sought to be introduced after the Standing
Orders have been suspended; thaf is the prin-
cipal reason. But it is no unnsual thing to
introduec Bills after the Standing Orders
have been suspended.

Hon. P. Collier: Bills of importance.

The PREMIER: On looking back through
the proceedings of the House I notice that
many Billa have been introduced after the
Standing Orders have heen suspended. In
1915 I find that five Bills were introduced
after such a motion had bheen passed in this
House.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Neot for the expendi-
ture of money.

The PREMIER: Hon. members argue that
they have not seen this measure. T maintain
that members do not seec any measure until
Jeave has heen given to introdnce it. The
agreement forms part of the Bill itself, and
when leave has been given to introduce the
Bill the House will be in possession of (the
Bill, and the agreement, The Government
have also been charged with not having
hrought the Bil! down earlier. The Govern-
ment were desirous of bringing the Bill for-
ward at the earliest possible date because it
was necessary that our wheat shall be pro-
tected. We do not know how long we shall
have to hold our wheat in Western Australia,
and if it is not protected and the Government
are not in a position to bring forward some
scheme for protecting the wheat crop, the
farmers will not produce wheat in Western
Australia. And if the farmers do not pro-
duce wheat the country will he in a sorry
plight, and those engaged in the production
of wheat will be in a sorry plight indeed.
This Bill is being introduced for the purpose
of protecting the wheat c¢rop in the future.
Within a few weeks of the Government as-
suming -office the Minister in charge of this
matter took hold of this question and endea-
voured to bring it to some finality. Ir. Bax-
ter when in Melbourne a month or two back,
was engaged with Mr, JMetealf for some con-
siderable time discussing the agreement, and
it was only after a moath or two we were able
to come to an understanding which we con-
sidered in the best interests of the country.
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Mr, Munsie: I hope he has not ended the
file as be did that other file— ‘I concur,?’

The PREMIER: The Government must
proteet the country in cvery possible way in
making agreements, recognising that the
agreement was worth nothing until it had
been ratified by the House. The agreement
cannot he signed by the Government until the
Hounse has ratified it. This Bill is to be
brought before hon, members so that they
will have an opportunity not only of perusing
it, but of discussing it in all its phases. The
Government have no desire in any way to at-
tempt to burke disenssion in the House, no
desire whatever. The Government will mot
attempt te prevent hon. members disenssing
the Bill at as great a length as they desire.
Indeed, the Government cannot control hon.
members in this respect. The Bill will be
brovght in, and hon, members will then Te
free to discuss it. I do not wish the idea to
be entertained that the Government through
any fault of their own have neglected to
bring down this measure at an earlier date;
they have simply been delayed by a natural
anxicty te do the best for the State. We
have to see that the intercsts of the country
are protected in cvery way. I hope the
House will agree to the introduction of the
mMeRsIre.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R. T.
Robinson—Canning—in reply) [8.1]: The
principal point made by lon. members in dis-
cussing the motion is that delay has taken
place, that the Bill should have heen brought
down sooner. When eventually the Bill does
come before the House, it will be seen that
the delay has taken place by reason of the
law officers of the Crown endeavouring to pro-
tect the resources of the State and to tec that
Western Australia in this case had an abso-
lutely fair deal, and that the contract con-
tained all the clauses which the law officers
arg accustomed to see in such decuments, It
was only two days ago that finality was
reached in respect of those claures. It was
impossible therefore to give notice of the in-,
troduction of the Bill any earlier than to-day.

Mr, O’Loghlen: How long has the Minister
had it in hand?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Since about
July of last year.

AMr. O'Loghlen: Yon must helong te the
LW.W.; you have been slowing down.

Mr. Holman: Will you place the file on the
'.1;2b1e and give us an opportinity of perusing
it®

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
know of anything in the file which hon. mem-
hers would wigh to see.

Mr. Helman: Will you premise to put it on
the Table?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will not
promise anything at this stage.

Mr. Holman: You are trying to bluff ns
out.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T am not
familiar with blef; I do not know anything
about the game. I can assure hon. members
that they will receive from me all the infor-
mation in my possession, T do not wish to
keep back anything concerning the Bill. The
House is entitled to know all the negotiations.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Holman: Why not lay the file on the
Table?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Because no
purpese would be served by doing so. I pro- °
pose to lay the Bill before the House and ex-
plain it fully. Then hon, members will have
to consider the agreement, which is the main
thing, the Bill containing only one clause.
The question the Mouse will have to consider
is whether it is a proper agreement.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: And whether it is
advisable to enter into an agreement.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: True.” That
is why there is in the Bill a clause dealing
with——

Mr. SPEAKER: The Minister must not
discuss the eclause.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is very

diflicult to answer the hon. member without
covering some of the ground. Apparently
some hon, members have thought we were dis-
cussing the introduction of the Bill. This is
a mere motion for leave to introduce, a mere
desire on the part of the Government to place
a deal of information before members so that
those members might decide whether the trans-
action is a proper one for the Government to
enter into en behalf of the State.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T think your own State
officers ghonld do the werk involved.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When the
Bill comes to he discussed and my friend goes
into the question of the merits of the proposal,
he will see that the question has been thor-
oughly gone inte alrcady. There will he the
statement of the Engineer-in-Chief that it is
impossible to have the work done here.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I do not think so,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! 1 eannot allow
any discussion on that point.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The motion
is merely for leave to introduce the Bill, and
I rejpeat that if hon, members desire to know
something of the agreement, to know whether
it is a proper one to he entered into, to know
the facts leading up to it, to know anything
about it at all, they must give the Government
power to place those facts before them so that
they may intelligently exercise their judgment.
The question is one of leave. I wans person-
ally surprised that hon. members should ob-
ject to leave being given. I could, perhaps,
understand hon. members opposite objecting
to some of the details of the seheme and say-
ing, **We will not have wheat marketing,’’
or ““We will not have this agreement,’’ or
““We will not have some of the clauses in it.””’
But to say, ‘“We will not listen to yon at
all

Mr, O’Loghlen: Shocking!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is shock-
l]'lg.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is a common thing
for leave to be refnsed in the Qld Country.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It may he,
but in this country it is not a common thing.
I have not had anything like the Parliamen-
tary experignce of some of my friends oppo-
site, but so far as T am aware leave to intro-
duee & Bill has never been refused in Western
Australia.
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Hon.
opposed,

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: It has never
even bheen opposed during the ghort time T
have been comnected with Parliamentary life.

Mr. Holman: They always gave ws a fair
chance with the Biils.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hou.
member will have a fair chanee of discussing
the Bill when it comes hefore the Hovse, as
long as he seeks to apply his wmind intelli-
gently to it; and no one will he more de-
lighted than T to listen to the hon. member
when he pgets into a jproper argumentative
frame of mind, because I like ecrossing swords
argumentative, although mnot otherwise.

Mr. Holman: You would not have need to
chastise moc.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The motion
is ong for leave. Tt has been brought before
the Honse at the earliest possible mowent. All
the information is proposed to ke given to
the louse and, as my leader has said, the
Houre can have any reasonable time for the
consideration of the Bill. Tt is a fair pro-
position to put to the House, and I hope that
hon. members, having heard that, will he
satisficd to let the motion go.

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

P, Cpllier: It has been frequently

Ayes 25
Noes 12
Majority for 13
AYES.
Mr. Angelo [ Mzr. Mitcheli
Mr. Brown ‘ Mr. Money
Mr. Davles Mr. Mulians
Mr. Durack Mr. TPlekering
Mr, Gardiner J Mr. Plessa
Mr. fleeypa " Mr. R. T. Roblnson
Mr. Griffiths . Mr. Smith
Mr. Harrison . Mr, Slubbs
Mr. Hlekmott ; Mr. Thomson
Mr. Hudson | Mr, Underwand
Mr. Johnston | Mr. Veryard
Mr. Lefroy | Mr. Hardwlek
Mr. Maley | {(Teller.)
Nogs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Munsle
Mr. Chesson Mr. Rocke
Mr. Colller Mr. Stewart
Mr. Green Mr. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Jones {(Teller.d
Mr. Lutey

Question thus passed; leave given.

Bill introdueed.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R. T.
Robinson—Canning) [3.13]: I move—
““That the Bill be now read a first time.’’
Question put and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes 25
Noes 12
Majority for 13
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Mr. Angelo . Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Brown . Mr. Money
Mr, Davies | ™. Mullaoy
Mr. Durack “{ Mr. Plckering
Mr. Gardiner {  Mer. Plesse
Mr. George } Mr. R. T. Robiusots
Mr. Grifitha " Mt Swmith
Mr. Harrison Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Hickmott AMr. Thomson
Mr. Hudsen Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnston Mr. Veryard
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Maley (Teiler.)
Nozs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Munsle
Mr. Chesson Mr. Rocke
Mr. Collier Mr, Stewart
Mr, Green Me. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Jones (Teiler.}
Mr. Lutey

Question thus passed.
Bill read « first time.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Ton. R. T.
Robinson—Canning) [8.17]: T move—
““That the Bill be priated and the see-
ond reading be made an Order of the Day
for the next sitting of the House, '’
Question put and a division taken with

the following result:—
Ayes .. . .. .. 26
Noes .. .. oo 11
Majority for - .. 15
AYES,

Mr. Angelo Mr, Mdney

Mr. Brown Alr. Mullany

Mr. Davies Mr. Pickering

Mr. Durack Mr. Piesse

Mr. Gardiner Mr. R. T. Robinson

Mr. George Mr, Smith

Mr. Griffiths Mr. Stewart

Mr. Harrison Mr. Stubbs

Mr. Hickmott Mr. Thomson

Mr. Hudson Mr. Underwcod

Mr. Johnston Mpr., Vervard

e, Lelroy Mr. Hardwick

Mr. Maley | (Teller.)

Ar. Mitchell

Noes.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chessnn ’ Mr. Munsle
M. Collier Mr. Rocke
Mr. Green Mr. Trow
Me. Holmao Mr. O'Loghien
Mr. Jones f (Telier.)

QRuestion thus passed.

BILIL—LAXD ACT AMEXNDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 14th Alareh.
Hon. P, COLLTER (Boulder) [8.20]: This
is a comparatively small Bill, of one clause, .
but nevertheless it is a very important one.
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I do not know whether the reasons ad-
vaneed on the matter we bave been discuss-
ing this afternoon, as to the justification for
the late introduction of other Bills, also hold
good in respect te this measure. Whilst it
amay be true that there were obstaeles in the
way of introdncing another important Bill
on the Notice IPaper, I can scarcely coneceive
of any reason why we should not have had
an important amendment te the Act of last
year at a mueh earlier stage in the session.
In any case, it is an illustration of the argu-
ments which I have been advancing to-day
with regard to the passage of important
legislation in the early hours of the morning
with the Standing Orderg suspended. I re-
collect that in March of last year, after an
all night sitting, the House finnlly agreed to
amend the Land Aet of that year, but
nevertheless the inevitable result has been
that we have a further amendment before
us this session. In order to recall to mind
the Bill of last year and the reason for the
introduction of the present one, it may not
be inepportune for me to remind hon. mem-
bers of the clauses in the measure brought
forward last year dealing with pastoral
leases. That particular measure was a very
comprehensive amendment of the Land Act,
and gave pastoral lesseca the right to a re-
newal of their leases, providing that these
leases which would expire in 1928 could be
surrendered, and application made for new
leases which wonld extend to the year 1948,
I remember at that time there was a very
considerable and vigorons protest on the part
of the publie, and particularly in the columns
of the ‘“West Australian’’ against the late
introduction of such an important measure.
T do not know whether it is merely a coin-
cidence or not, but it strikes me that the
arguments which have been advanced from
this side of the House this evening are justi-
fied when we reeall the incidents conneected
with that Bill, that is to say we arc ex-
periencing this scssion a procedure similar
to that whiech we cxperienced last session,
the most important Bills being left to with-
in the last few days of the session when the
Standing Orders are suspended, and, as in
the ease with the measure now before us, at
such a time when the public have no
opportunity of knowing the general prin-
ciples of it. The Bill of last vear became
law before its general provisions were known
throughout the length and breadth of the
State. These provisions should have heen
made known, because of the enormous pas-
toral areas that were being dealt with in
suech a manner as to secure the right to the
holders of such leases to a further term of
20 years, and because the existing leases at
that time had 11 years further to run. Tt
was contended on that occasion that there
was no need to provide legislative facilities
or opportunities for our leaseholders to se-
eure the right to a renewal of their leases
€0 many years prior to the expiration of the
existing leases. That view was strongly
held, I think, both in this Chamber and out
of it, and this Bill affords proof of the con-
tention which was raised on that occasion.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Leaselolders were given 12 months in which
to surrender their cxisting leases, and to ap-
ply for the new leases under the amending
Aect.  That year of grace expires on the
28th March, eight days from to-day. Why
have the Government left the matter till
within eight days of the expiration of the
period allowed for renewal before intreduc-
ing this Bill§ 1t is argued that time must
be given to the leascholders to reduce their
holdings to the million aeres provided by the
Act, that is in cases where they hold an
acreage in cxcess of a million ncres,

Mr. Troy: The amendment provides for
that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I mean the amending
Act of last year. It provides that the max-
imum amount te be held by one person shall
bo one million acres.

Mr, Troy: That was not the intention of
the Government, but the House insisted upon
it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am dcaling with
what the Act provides. The Government
say that there are men holding an acrcage
in excess of a million aeres, but that because
of the war and other difficulties, the twelve
months’ grace provided has not been suffi-
cient to permit of their deciding what
portion of their loldings they would dis-
posec of in order te bring them down to
the maximum .alloweid under the amending
Act. It is also contended, I believe, that
some of the pastoralisis are in the Old Coun-
try, and that it is not easy for them fo
come out Yere at present, er has not been
easy for them to do so during the past year,
to attend to this matter which so vitally
affeets their intercsts. In reply to that I
would point out that there is no condition
existing to-day which did not exist 12
menths ago when the Aet was passed, We
were thea at war, and precisely the same
conditions prevailed with regard to the diffi-
culties of disposing of their holdings that
prevail now, and any other conditions which
might be attributable to a state of war were
present when the Act was passed last year
just as they are present to-day. Seo, T say,
the matter ought to have been foreseer, but
inasmuch as it has cvidently mnot been fore-
seen, 1 contend that the Governmenti have
no right to leave this Bill to within eight
days of the expiration of that period before
they bhring it up for consideration hy this
House. Is it seriously contended that the
holders of pasteral areas in this country
have not taken the necessary steps to sur-
render their existing leases, and to apply for
fresh leases? T refer, of course, to those
who intend to take advantage of the Act
of Iast year. Is it seriously contended that
they have not alrcady taken steps to do it?
That eannot be maintained, becanse no man
having such important interests involved
would refrain from taking aection in this
connection until within a week of the expir-
ation of the time allowed. If these pastor-
alists have not taken the necessary steps to
surrender their existing leases, it could only
be because they anticipated the passage of
this Bill through Parliament; and I do not
sce how any body of men coneerned could
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come to such a conclusion as that. It clearly
shows, if we are going to extend the
time during which they may apply under last
year’s Act to 12 months after the proclama-
tion of peace—which may be a year, or may
be several years, off—that there was no need
for Parliament to take the action which it
took last vear. If the pastoralists’ interests
are not in any way detrimentally affected
by their not seeuring new leases, for it may
he a year or two or three years hepee, it
clearly shows that, similarly, their interests
would not have been detrimentally affected
had last year’s measure not heen cnacted.
So that, in my opinion, this Bill confers up-
on pastoralists a consideration to whieh they
arc pot entitled, althongh, of course, the Gov-
ernment are going to make them pay double
rent for that consideration—the Bill pro-
vides that. in consideration of the extension
of time, the pastoralist will pay double reat
for that period, But, even so, T am quite
unabie to wunderstand why the men con-
ecerncd, even if they were resident in the
Old Country, or elsewhere ocutside Australia,
having representatives here under power of
attornev, or managers, or others to look
after_their interests, have not heen able to
take advantage of the provisions of last year’s
amendment Aet during the 12 months just
expiring. Further, I do not see how they can
take advantage of that Aet within the further
time which this Bill proposes to allow, If this
Bill sceures passage through this House at the
earliest possible moment, which wonld be to-
night, and then secnres the sanction of the
Governor, these pastoralists will bhe allowed
only a very few days in which to take advan-
tage of the extension to comply with the pro-
visiongs of last year’s measure. T wish again
to offer my protest against the introduction of
an important Bill such as this at the cnd of
the session, with the Standing Orders sus-
pended, when surely it conlid have been intro-
dueed a few weeks ago. The Premier will not
seriously argue that this matter of the need
for cextension of time was not hronght under
the notice of the Governmeni until the last
week or two. The Bill, consisting as it does of
only ong clanse, is not one requiring time for
drafting or for consideration. It is safe to say
that the men interested in the pastoral areas
of this econn*ry have made representations to
the Government in this councetion some time
apo. At least. one would think so, as they are
not a clags neglectful of their own intrests. If
T am right in assuming that this matter was
brought under the notice of the Government
some time ago, then I am doubly justified in
offering a protest against the introduction of
the Till at this laie hour. But again I wish
to point ont that this Bill merely serves to
show the abrolute lack of justification for the
passage of last year’s measure, Even noew I
would suggest that the best way out of the
difliculty would he, not to extend the time,
as proposed, for a year after the war, but to
repeal Subsection 4 of Seetion 30 of last
year’s Act. Tt is that section which gives the
pastoralist the right to surrender his existing
lease, and to apply for a new lease. If the
pastoralists find it inconvenient to take ad-
vantage of that subsection, the best way would
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be to repeal that sobsection altogether; and
then the matter can come up afresh for con-
sideration after the war. The pastoralists
would then remain in the same position as at
present, aml Parliament would have an oppor-
tunity of reconsidering the matter in the light
of circumstances as they will exist at that
time. I am inclined to move in Committee
that Subsection 4 of Section 30 be deleted,
and then the position with regard to pastoral
leases would stand as it stood prior to the
enactment of last year’s measgure.

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN (Forrest) [835]: I
merely desire to point out that considerable
curiosity was expressed last year, when the
amending Bill was introdueed, as to the reason
for its introduction. Tt will be remembered
that the leading newspaper of this State
published at that time some stringent articles
commenting on the unduc haste with whieh
the Government of the day brought in a meas-
ure conferring certain concessions on the pas-
toralists of this country.

Mr. SBmith: Last year’s measure was brought
in for the purpose of providing money,

My, O'LOGHLEN: It may have been
brought in for the purpose of providing rev-
enuc, but that was not appareat.

Hon. J. Mitchell: That was not the reason
why the Rill was brought in.

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN: The main argument used
in the endeavour to secure the passage of the
Bill through the House was the pastoralists’
lack of security, owing to the short tenure.
The pastoralists, we were told, having only
10 or 11 yeara of their leases to run, could not
obtain Ioans suflicient to enable them to stock
to the full capacity of their areas, and to
effect certain improvements. T think the mem-
ber for North Perth (Mr. Smith) will agree
with me that that was the main argoment
used.

The Attorney General: That was one argu-
ment.

AMr. O'LOGHLEN: That was the argument
on which most stress was laid.

AMr. Smith: The main reason was that the
passage of the Bill would enable the pastoral-
ists to raise money.

AMre. O'LOGIILEN: T contend that that was
not the main reason. ¥ listened to the debate,
and T read the comments npon it. However,
if the main reason was to emabic the Govern-
ment to seeure more revenue, T doubt if there
is an industry of Western Australin from
whirh the (lovernment could more equitably
raise additional revenue than the pastoral in-
dnstry. The pastoral industry has been enjoy-
ing prosperous times; and when a cerlain
section of the community are enjoying a period
of presperity, what is to prevent the Govern-
ment from securing mora revenue from that
section by additicnal taxation? The Govern-
ment always have that remedy, and they have
it under any proposal which the Treasurer may
bring down in order to secure more revenue,
The Treasvrer has to get the money from the
men who have it; and it has been demon-
strated that of late years the pastoralists have
bad, at any rate, a somewhat more prosperous
time than the rest of the community.
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Mr. Smith: They have had a few lean years,
you know.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: So has every section of
the commuonity had lean years.

Mr. Teesdale: The rents of the pastoralists
are being doubled.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Yes, and the pastoral-
ists were very pleased to pay double rents, so
long as they had good seasons. With gooil
seasons the pastoralist does not mind what
revenue he pays to the Government. Every
trade and industry has its lean years, and no
other trade or indusiry receives redress or con-
sideration on that account. I wanted to know
at the time, and | ask now, where ia the neces-
sity for legislating for pesterity? We have
extended the lives of these pastoral leases by
the Amendiment Act.

gfr. Smith: What hag posterity done for
us

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Tt is a falr thing that
we should do our utmost for posterity. Per-
haps, as the hon. member does not follow that
line of reasoning, posterity may have very
Littie thought for him, when posterity is fae-
ing the problems which will cenfront it, T
want to know, is it a fair proposition—and
the ‘‘West Australian’’ wanted to know this
last year—to extend the pastoral leases in
that fashion? The ‘'West Kustralian’’ de-
manded of the Government last year that they
should postpone the Bill, should drop it, in order
that further cvidence wight be collected and
analysed as to the exact position of the pas-
toral industry. Let hon. members note that
we are extending these leases away into 1948,
by which time very fow of the members sit-
ting liere and passing this legislation will he
interested in the pastoral industry, T take it.
Possibly they will be grappling with other
problems.

The Attorney General: We shall all be on
the same side of the House theu.

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: Posribly. But let us
not anticipate what side of the Tlouse we
shall be en; some of us will he fortunate if
we get into the House at all. The Amendment
Aet of last year conferred eaormous privi-
leges on the pastoralists of this State; and
now, when this further extension is brought
dewn, wé are not informed how many pastora-
lists have taken advantage of the provision.

. The Premier the other night, in his character-
istic style, dilated on the great productivity of
the industry, and on the multiplicity of the
flocks and herds of the ecountry, on the im-
proved breed of sheep, and on the industry's
enormous possibilities of cxpansion. But 1
should like o have from the Premier—and
surely his departmental officers can supply the
information—the number of pastoral icasees
who have apnlied to eoine under the Amend-
ment Aet;  the number of lessees, and also
who they are.

Hon, J. Mitchell: They have until the 23th
of this month.

The Premier: | gave that information when
introduceing the Bill.

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: In my opinion, the Pre-
mier did ot give us any valid reason why the
other pustoralists did not take advantage of
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the provision contained in the Amendment
Act.

The I'remier: I gave von the number who
applied.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: As the leader of tie
Opposition has said, we may take it for
granted that the pastoralists are ghrewd busi-
ness men, and do not delay to attend to such
matters as this until the time is up.

My, Johnston: They can pay the back rent
at any time.

Mr. O’'LOGHLEN: Any pastoralist who in-
tends to take advantage of that provision
has taken advantage of it already.

The Premier: Tt is the people with over a
million aeres who Jde not know what te do.

Mr. ¢'LOGHLEN: How many of those are
there? Was it they who made represansa-
tions to the Premier asking for relief in this
direetion?

The Premier: They asked for extension, eer-
tainly.

Mr. O’LOGHTLEN: Was that a universal re-
quest from those pastoralists who had not
taken advantage of the provision?

The Premier: I had many representations
mada to me.

Mr., O’LOGHLEN: I was opposed to last
vear’'s amending measure. It was certainly
fixed up at » confercnee.

The Premier: The people I refer to do not
know what to do with their surplus area.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I certainly do not think
we should be contivually amewling the Land
Act amd extending provisions such as ihis.
We do not do that kind of thing for other
sections of the community. The pastoralists,
when they stood behind last year's measnre,
stood Dbehind it with their representatives,
with what object in view? So fur as I can
gather from the debate, the object wag to ob-
tain better sceurity, as they had only 10 or
11 vears to go. The representation they pub
wp to P'arliament was that unless they could
get the extended term, taking them away on
bavond the period when most of us will have
veased to be here, they would be finaneially
erippled. As n resuit, we have extended the

terms of their leases to the time of
future gencrations, to a time when
pone of us ean say what wili be the

position of  the pastoralist. We have no
ilea whether, in 1948, the pastoral areas
of Western Australia will be in proeess of
development hy white men or by black man.
We have no notion as to what the drift of
poputation will be at that future date, or to
what extent it will be diverted to the N_or'th-
West. Consequently, T helieve, most opinion
holds that in extending the leases to 1948,
Parliament was taking too mueh on its shoul-
ders. The argument advanced was that this
extension would enable the pastoralists Lo
horrow money for the purpose of stocking
up their arcas and cfMecting certain improve.
ments. If that was a fanlty argument—and
T believe il was the main argoment-—the
amendment Act of last year was very parti-
cularly a elass measure, Tt conferred upon
one scetion of the community of Western Aus-
tralia benefits whieh no other scetion of the
community has had conferred upon it. No
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people operating in any other Western Aus.
tralinn industry can come to Parlizment and
obtain a guarantez of sceurity of tenure to
1948,

Mr, Teesdale: There is no other section of
the community in the same position zs the
pastoralists.

Mr., O'LOGHLEN:
lossees?

Mr., Foley: The mining leases were renzweidl
under eonditions infinitely better than these.

Mr., O'TLOGHLEXN: For what period?

Mr. Foley: The mining leessces got their re-
newnls for nothing.

Hon. PP, Collier: Quite right, too.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Tn my opinion there is
no other section of the community ecould ob-
tain such favourable terms as were grantel to
the pastoral lessees under last vear’s wmeasme.
The ¢ West Australian’® at the time put up a
vigorous opposition, saying that advantags
was heing talen of the party in power to so-
cure the passuge of the measure, That mea-
sure has gone through, and certain les-ees
have taken advantage of its provisions. I per-
sonally object to the pasage of the present
Rill until such time as the Premier is able fo
show us reasons why these other pastoralists
have not been able to take advantage of the
provision under the amendment Act. We are
told that some of them reside in  England.
But that cannot be 2 large percentage.

Mr. Munsie: And those that do reside in
England have representatives here,

Mr. Johnston: Nearly all ahsentees.

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: Then their represen-
tatives are heve, Snrely they know the leg-
islation of the country, and they know that
Parliament in its generosity last year con-
ferred a boon on the lucky occupanis of the
territory in the North-West. 1 hope they
will continue to prosper, but if the amending
Bill*is only to securc more revenue for the
Government that revenue can be obtained
at any time.

Mr. Teesdale: Do not forget that some of
those pastoralists have furnished hospitals

Are there no mining

in England,
Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: T uuderstand that one

of them has done so; that is a landable ac-
tion.

My, Tersdaie: Two.
Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Buat what abont the
otlers? Judging by the price of wool and

the period in which they will be able to
negoiiate, namely, twelve months after the
passing of this measure

The Presuier:  Some have been killed at
the Front.

M. O'LOGHLEXN: Tn those cases, then,
Parliament could allow the utmost latitude.
But there are spme who have not taken ad-
vantage of these provisions, and they should
be asked to give a valid reason why they
have pot done so. If the reason was the
samg as that given last yecar, namely, that
they could not get money from the banks
with whieh te carry on operations, I would
refuse to helieve it. If there is one indus.
try whieh will get the backing of the banks
it is that connected with wool. The Premier

-and the hon. member knows it.
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thay he able to supply information regard-
ing the number of applicants who have
failed to come under the provisions of the
Act. [ cannot believe that they have such
gieat difkenlty in disposing of their surplus
aread. We know in the conduci of business
that if 1 man bas a surplus area and it is
goold country, it is often an easy matter to
disposc of it by making a family arrange-
ment to do so.

Mr. FFoley: The Bill will not allow that to

he done.
* Mr. O'LOGHLEN: What will prevent a
pastornlist transferring an area to his son?
L know there are provisions against dummy-
dng, but if a squatter or a big leascholder
has sons who want to embark on squatting
pmsgnits, Parliamment will not stand in the
way,

The Attorney General: The son would have
to conduct the place independently of the
father.

Mr, OLOGHLEN: The Attorney General
lknows that where it is a case of the distri-
hution of asscts, and particularly pastoral
arcas, it is quite an eagy matter to
overcome the difficulty. If it is a question
of taking advantage of the provisions of the
Aet to dispose of a surplus area, it is a diff.
cuit wmatter, and 1 venture to say that the
pastorilists are wide awale and sufficiently
keen to do so.

Mr. POLEY (Leowora) [8.49]: I trust
that the opposition to the Bill will not he
very seripus. XNo one in the Chamber ecan
arcuse me of having worked in the interests
of those who were getting preference in the
way of trade or in connection with any in-
dustry.

Mr. Munsie: The Government gave pre-
ferenee in the last measure.

Mr. POLEY: And the hon,
sisted to get that preferonce.

Mr. Munsie: That is absolutely incorrect,
[ ask that

member as-

the statoment be withdrawn,

Mr. FOLEY: If the hon. member takes
nxception to the statement I will wifhdraw
it

Mr. Munsie: T do, becavwse it is untrue,
and you know it.

Mr. FOLEY: 1 will withdraw it, and say
that he was a party to it, hecause he was
conneted with those who absslutely con-
currel in giving the coneession.

Mr, Munsie: That statement also is abso-
lutely incorrect.

Ton, W. ¢. Angwin: Someone else tried
to make an sgreement and we opposed it

Mr. Munsie: There were only three of you
at thut confercace, you and two others, out
of the paity of 2%,

Mr. FOLEY: Whken that measure was be-
fore the (‘hamber last session there was a
clanse in it to which the majority of mem-
hers objerted. A conference was arranged
between the Attorney General and hon, mem-
bers holding oppesite views, The House ad-
journel while the conference took place.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The majority who
jeeted were on your side.

ob-
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Mr. FOLEY: The members at that confor-
eénce were the Attorney Genmeral Mr, W, D.
Johnson, then member for Guildford
_ Hon. P. Collier;: They were not represent.
ing uws: you appointed them yourselves.

Mr. FOLEY: It is 2 good job sometimes
that hon. members of the Opposition have not
the power to make appointments. If they had
I wounld not be here,

Mr. BPEAKER: The hon. member must
discugs the question before the House,

Mr. FOLEY: All that is provided in the
amending T3ill before hon. members is to give
the pastoralists holding over a million acres
the opportunity to sell out their areas over and
above the million aeres, and then ta give them-
until the period stipulated after the war to
send in their returng to show where the million
acrey are situated,

Hon. P. Collier: The Bill applies to all
areas, under a million as well as over a million
acres.

Mr, Munsie: The member for Leonora has
not read the B3Il

Mr, FOLEY: I believe that a majority of
those who hold under a million aeres have al-
ready come within the provisions of the Aect,
and have complied with it regarding the double
rent sectiors.  All that it means is that the
Btate will not lose one penny, heecause, if a man
who has this fand still holds it, he will have to
pay double rent if he wants to eome in under
the new conditions. The payment will have to
be made, no matter to whom the area is trans-
terred; double rental will be paid uniil the ap-
praisemert is miade. Most of us know that
some pastoralists have cut up their blocks, and
have exeised from those blocks suffeient land
to bring them within the million aeres, but
they have not had the oppertunity of making
the Dest possible sale at the present time. Thoy
cannot sell out just now because of the fact
that if they scil portion of their land they can-
not improve the remainder to the extert they
might desire to do. Where are the pastoral-
ists, or anyone else for that matter, at the pre-
sent time, going to obtain wire with which to
cffect improvements, if they sell out any por-
tion of an nrea which is already improved. So
far as security of tenure is concerned, we are
not altering that; we are not altering ary one
provision in the Bill which will allow anyone
or a body of pastoralists to get out of any ob-
ligation they are subjected to. The State will
get the ordinary rent, and on top of that the
double rent, which they must pay to comply
with the 1948 conditions. The point has beer:
raised that it is not possible for a pastoralist
to holdl more than a million acres. Not only is
it not possibie to do that, but the existing Act
prevents the holder from heing interested in
any other million acres in the one division, T
a pastoralist made over ary portion of his
land above a willion acres say to his son, and
that son was not 21 years of age, what is going
te happen?

Mr. Munsie: Suppose the son is 219

Mr. POLEY: Then the Minister has the
final say as to whether there is any collusion
hetween the pastoralist and that son. On the
Minister’s recommendation only can approval
be given,
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Mr, O’'Loghlen:
will object?

Mr. FOLEY: Absolutely.

Mr. O’Loghlen: It is a business transaction.

Mr. FOLEY: But when it becomes a mat-
ter of poliey it is only right that OCabinet
should have the final say, If it can be shown
that the sale s legitimate, no Government
would object. T contend that it is a fair mea-
swre aud I trust it will go through. If I
thought for a moment that it would give any
section of the eommunity a pull over any other
seetion, T woull be just as firm in my opposi-
tion to it as avry other member. :

Mr. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [9.1]: So far as
I can gather, this measure affeets only two
pastoralists in my distriet. T desire to put
up an appeal on behalf of those pastoralists.

Mr, Munsie: How ean it affect only two
in your distriet?

Mr., ANGELO: I niean in regard to the
provision dealing with areas of above one
million acres, In other parts of the -State,
of course, other pastoralists are affeeted, and
no doubt many will have the same claims for
consideration as have the two in the Gascoyne
distriet. I am quite in aeeord with the Bill
of last year, for I helieve that one million
acres ig sufficient for any man to hold. PBut
there are certain eonditions applying which
render the carrving out of the provision of
last year’s measure wellmigh impossible to a
large number of pastoralists, including the
two whose eases I shall put before the House.
Both of those men bhave spent nearly the
whole of their lives in the Gascoyne district.
They were two of the pioneers of the district.
They came ont here from England, one 30
years ago and the other 10 years earlier; both
brought a little money with them which they
spent in the Gascoyne district. They decided
to make their lomes in Western Australia,
and for many vears both worked very hard
indeed, They had their nps and dewns; prob-
ably wmore downs than vps. T know that for
two years one of them did not smoke, for the
simple reason that he could not afford if.
Less than 20 years ago the other one was so
hard up that he approached his financiers and
offered to leave the station. However, they
saw that they had in their client a man with
the heart of a hullock, and they urged him to
remain on the station. He did so, and not
only did he pull through the drovght years we
have since had, and so fully confirm the con-
fidence reposed in him, but he is now in a
prosperous way. Just hefore the outhreak of
war both those pastornlists decided to take a
holiday in the Old Country amongst their
people, from whom they had been so long
separated. Shortly after they rcached Eng-
Jand, war hroke out. One of them immedi-
ately converted into a -hospital for wounded
goldiers his maguificent residence in Tngland,
where he had hoped to spend a time of rest
after his ardnous toil in Western Australia.
From that day te this he has been maintain-
ing that huge establishment at a cost of from
£7,000 to £10,000 per anrum for wounded
Australian  soldiers, and indeel for any
wounded soldiers of the Allies. His wife acts
as matron of the hospital, and he himself is

Do you think the Minister
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often to be seen with his coat off assisting in
the menial work of the establishment. The
other gentlemun, as soon as war broke out,
tore himself awny from wife and family and,
taking his motor-car to France, threw him.
self actively into war work. Right up to the
present time he has been carrying on that
work in TFrance in an honorary eapacity.
Those are two of the pastoralists who, we are
told, should have made arrangements for the
transfer of their leases.

Hou. P. Collier: But surely someone is at-
tending to their business while they are away.

Mr. ANGELOQ: T understand that they re-
Jied uwpon the war being over shorily, when
they wonld be able to eome out and look after
things themselves. A man who has selected
his own lease and pioncered his own station
woull prefer to persenally superintend any
enforced subdivision of his holding,

Hon. P. Collier: Do they hold more than a
million acres?

Mr. ANGELO: Yes. Both would like te
he here to personally superintend the sub-
divisions. It has been said that those gentie-
men could have returned here and attended to
this business as soon as the Bill was passed,
last year. But they were playing their part
in the war aand they were determined to see
it through. They said that even if it meant
the logs of their stations they would stick to
their posts and carry on the good work. They
are now asking of the House an extension of
the period during which they can make their
subdivisions, Rut in return for the conces-
sion they are willing to pay double rent. In
these ecircnmstances, surely no hon. member
will hesitate to admit that theirs is a just and
reaconable request.

Mr. TEESDALE (Roebourne) [9.9]: T am
sorry that the member for (ascoyne should
have confined his attention to the cases of
only two squatters, I take a broader view;
I speak for the whole of the squatters affected
by the Bill. Tt will not require any lengthy
speech to ask for a litile generous treatment
at the hands of hon. members opposite, who
extended a certain amount of support to the
Bill when first it came into the Houge. I think
that if they go into the matter, they will
agree that it is not a great concession which
ig asked for. The extension may prove to bhe
for a couple of years, but we hope and trust
that it will be for not more than 12 months,
In any case, it iz no great concession to make
when we consider the position those pastoral-
ists at Home are in. They were informed by
cable of the passing of the Bill, but they had
to wait for their mails before they eoulldl get
the details of the measure from their mana-
gers, Again, we must bear in mind the diffi-
eulty, not to say the impossibility, of getting
fencing wire at present. Of course, the pas-
toralisls generally have enjoyred a good time
lately, hut previously they went through 2
very bad time. T have seen very many lean
Fears in the North. Hon. members must not
run away with the idea that the present pros-
perity is any criterion as to the general aver-
age condition of the pastoral industry.

Mr, Green: Have yon ever met a squatter
who could not afford to smoke?
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Mr. TEESDALE: I have met scores of
squatters who had net sufficient money to
come into the local race meeting, which costs
very little to attend, after all. Perhaps they
could always raise the price of a smoke, hut
they bave had positively bad years, which
would have broken the hearts of ordinary
people. They have bad to spend their lives
in circumstances very little better than those
of blackfellows, Yet all we are asking on
their DLehalf is what the member for Leonora
(Mr. Foley) rightly described as ‘‘no great
concession.’’ If hon. members can see their
way clear to supporting the concession, their
action will be very much appreciated. If
hon. members will but take into congideration
the many difficulties in the way of the im-
medinte subdivision of the holdings, I have no
doubt they will grant the concession asked for.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN (North-Fast Fre-
mantle} [9.13]: The conditions of to-day ex-
isted when the Bill of last year became law,
1t was then pointed eut very clearly by mem-
bers on this side that there was no urgent
necessity for the Bill, secing that there were
11 or 12 years to go before the leases ran out,
thus leaving pleaty of time for the Govern-
ment to classify the areas and deal with the
land on a proper gystem of rent fixing. I am
sorry that the member for Leonora (Mr.
Foley) has forgotten his position in the House
to-night. Apparently, he thovnght he was still
on this side of the House. He said that mem-
bers ‘‘opposite’’ had agreed to put the Bill
through,

Hon. P, Collier:
correct.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: He said that mem-
bers on this side agreed with the provisions
in the Rill of last year and supported them.
The hon. member has changed sides sinece then,
and so has become gomewhat confused. TLast
year T moved that the Bill he read a second
time that day six months, and on a division
being taken the following were found in sup-
port of my motion:—Mr. Angwin. Mr. Ches-
son, Mr, Moley, Mr. Green, Mr. W, D. Johnson,
Mr. Lambert, Mr. Mullany, Mr. Muoosie, Mr.
Scaddan, My, Thomas, Mr, Underwood, and
Mr. O'Loghlen.

Hon. P. Collier: Yet the hon. member said
that the Labour party supported the Bill.

Mr. Folev: I helieve they did, too.

Mr. Munsie: The hon. member said he
would move an amendment to every word.

Mr. Foley: That is right.

Hon, W, (. ANGWIN: There was a little
stone-walling at the time.

Mr, Foley: I assisted all I could.

Hon. W. ¢. ANGWIN: I am showing that
the statement of the lon. member that we
rendered every assistance we could to get the
Bill through was incorrect. When he made it
he forgot which side nf the House he was sit-
ting on, IHis mind was running in the same
direction as it has aiways done. He realised
that he was on the wrong side of the Cham-
ber, and his consc'ence was pricking him. He
gaid in effeet, 'L ought to be with you fel-
lows, but unfortunately I am not.”’ Later on
some other hon. members got into a kind of
““wongi’’ with the Attorney Qeneral, I do

Which was absolutely in-
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not think anyone was more surprised than
the Attorney General, after an agreement had
been fixed up in his office between two or three
hon. members, when the member for Leonora
(Mr. Foley), whe was one of the party, later
on opposed the action he had taken in the
Attorney General’s office, There was no un-
derstanding so far as hon. mewbers on this
side of the House were concerned. T was not
aware when I left the Chamber that night of
the intentien to hold a eonference. [ was
given te understand that the matter would
have further consideration, and was not going
to be pushed through that session. I was
thercfore surprised when I found from the
newspaper the following morning that the
matter had been allowed to stand over wntil
the following day. It was I who moved that
the area should Dbe reduced from two million
acres to one million acres. We had ancther
divigion on that.

Mr. Foley: I voted for the one million acres.

Hon. W. C. ANG'WIN: Those who voted for
the ome million acres were—>Mr. Angwin, Mr.
Carpenter, Mr. Chesson, Mr. Collier, Mr, Foley,
Mr. Green, Mr. Ilarrizon, Mr. Johnston, Mr,
Lambert, Mr. Mullany, Mr, Munsie, Mr. Nairn,
Mr., Seaddan, Mr. §. Stubbs, Mr, Taylor, Mr.
Thomas, Mr. Thomson, Ar. Trey, Mr. Walker,
and Mr. O’Loghlen, the division being 20 to
13. We pointed out very elearly at that time
that the matter was not ouc of urgency. I
recollect an interjection made by the member
for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. Johnston), who
said, ‘‘Perhaps it will he now or never.’’ In
other words, he thought there might be a
change of Government and that consoquently
the Bill would not go through. We are not
opposed to the system that is asked for in
this Bill, but I agree with the leader of the
Opposition that it is better for us to go back
to where we were before, and to repeal the
clauses of the Act, extending the ting of the
lcases, We could then deal with the whole
fuestion in a proper manner, We could have
a classifieation of the areas and report upon
them, and could asecertain the value of the
land. The pastoralists, whe are undoubtedly
doing pood work in conmection with the War,
would thus be given an opportunity, if Par-
liament should decide later  to increase the
period for which the leases are now heine
held, to choose thoze areas which they think
are desirable for the carrying on of their
business. Tn my ovinion it is better in the
interests of the State that the Government
should make a subdivision of the areas rather
thar that tha squatter should do sn, After
all, we are only human. T am not saying that
the s=quatters nre not doing what any other
people would do in the circumstanees. For my
part T shonld pick out the best bit of land T
had, rcleet the best water supplies and the
best frontages I could get for the carrying
on of my lease.

Mr. Teesdale: Quite right, too.
ters made these places.

Hon, W, (¢ ANGWIN: There is no doubt
that evervene would do that. They wonid
subdivide their areag, however, in such a way
that it wouid be difficult to dispose of the
land thet was remaining and do justice to

The squat-
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those who were to come after them. We
know what has happened around the town of
Wyndham, where it is a diffienlt matter to get
stock through owing to the land being pri-
vately held.

Mr. Teesdale: What about the men who ¢re-
ated the value of this land and redeemed it
from the desert?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: These who ¢reated
the value of these leases had them for the
full term. Thaey knew the pesition that ex-
isted when they began to ereate that value,
and that the term of the leases expired in
1928, After that time they knew they had
no right to them.

Mr. Teesdale: Perhaps not legally, but they
have a moral right.

MHMon. W. C. ANGWIN: I do not say that
they should he deprived of their leases, and
am only putting the position as it exists to-
day. The Government should be able, in deal-
ing with the new leases, fo say which area
rhould constitute a lease. They could then go
to the squatter, if he was there—T do not ad-
voerte turning him out—and say, ‘‘Which
area will you take? We will give yon the firsi
chance.”” The Bill before us is not a very im-
portant one. Terbaps, however, if we intend
to leave the clauses in the present Act as they
stand it is justified. Tt is only fair at a time
like this, when we have men in England and in
ather parts of the world doing their best for
the Empire, that we should see that their in-
terests aré protected whilst they are away,
but it would he far better to throw the whole
thing into the melting pot, to strike ont the
clauses already in existence, and give the Gov-
ernment an oppertunity of subdividing the
leases into new holdings.

Mr. Picrkering: You mean to
Sections 30 and 31 of the Act?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: To go bark to where
we were before, and leave fhe expiration of
the leases to take plaece in 1928, uwtil such
time as the Government have had an oppor-
tunity of reviewing the pesition. When he
introduced the Rill of last vear the Premier,
who wag then in charge of it, could not give
us any infermation about the areas, though
he knew thev could carry more stock. As to
how those lenses should be subdivided in the
hest interests of the State, or as to how they
should be utflised for the settlement of more
neople, he could give no information at all.
He said he could not get the information and
that time would not permit him to do so.
Now, 12 months afterwards, it has been
proved that the Bill was introduced 12 months
too soon. Tt has also been provel that the
pastoralists, who are away new, ca-mot select
those parts of their leases which will be
best suited for their business. T trust that in
Committee we will be able to go back to
where we were before so as to give the Gov-
ernment ample opportunity for reviewing
these areas, classifving them, and re-distribut-
ing them in the best interests of the State.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam) [9.25]:
One would imagine from the remarks which
have fallen from hon. members this evening
that the pastoralists had put this measure
before us, and that the amending Aet which

cut  ount
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provides for the extension of the leases had
bheen Dlrought forward at the instigation of
those people. Tt was thought that we should
have more stringent improvement and stock-
ing conditiens and greater production in
regard to these broad acres. It is believed,
and [ think rightly so, that we should bhave
more revenue from these pastoral leases, at
a time when more revenue is needed. We could
not increase the rent, except of course by the
consent of those who held their leases until
1928, The Govemment submitted the amemd-
ing Act of last vear to Parliament, and Par-
liment approved of it. I do not say I agree
with all that is contained in the Act, but I
do say the advantage lay with the people of
the State. It is true that the pastoralist bene-
fited, that the leases became more valuable
beeause of the greater seenrity of tenure, and
it is also true that the stock heeame more valu-
able as a result of this seeurity of tenure,
but the arrangement was a fair onc both for
the State and the pastoralist, for both parties
derivedd a benefit. It was provided that appli-
cation should Ge made by the 28th March of
this vear for the renewal of these leases. At
the time I thought this period was too long.
L hkelicved if the pastoralists wished to cowmme
under the Act that they should submit to the
improvement conditions and the stocking con-
ditions, which are fairly stringent under the
amending Act. 1 believed, too, that we should
gel increazed reienue and get it at once. [
do not think it is necessnry to grant any single
pastoralist more than one million aeres of
land. Under the Act is was provided that he
might take one million atreas in each of the
six d(ivisions of the State. I see now that
we made a misiake in not granting to the
pastoralists the right to their present holdings
until the expiration of the leases in 1928. We
did an injustice to the pastoralist without
benefiting anyvone at all.

Mr, Muensie: ¥on did an injustice to the
State when vou foreed the last Bill through.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We injured the pas-
toralist when we told him that he must come
nnider the Aet hy the 28th March of this year,
anid in the meantime must get rid of the sur-
plus over and ahove a million acres,

Mr. Smith: He was getting eertain conces-
sions and an cxtension of his tenure.

Mon. .J. MITCIAFELL: True, but if we had
given the pastoralists umrtil 1928 in which to
get rid of their surplus areas. we should not
have done them an injustice, but they would
have had to pay an increased rent for the
double area in the meantime, It was not kind
of the Siate tn say to the pastoralists, ‘' You
must diszorge now on A bad market.”’

Alr. Smith: Thev were compelled.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes, if they wished
to get a renewal.

Mr. Smith: You do not maintain that this
is a bal market.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I do not know that
it is a good market. Tn any event we eould, I
think, bave given the increased time, and if
we had done so there would have been no
question of a Bill at all. All they ask, I
understand. is that a pastoralist holding more
than a million acres should be granted fur-
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ther time in which to dispose of the surplus
over and above that area.

Mr. Munsie: The man who holds less than
a million aecres can still go on?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes. The Bill applies
to evervkody, but, of course, as regards the
people holding less than a million acres, there
would be no necessity whatever for it. 1 con-
sider, however, that the letter eourse would be
to amend the cxisting Act, so as to give the
lessee the right to his arca, whatever it may
be, up 1o 1928,

The Attorney General: He has that row.

Ton, J. MITCHELL: But, in respect of
his sorplus area, he has not the right of re-
newa! hevond 1928, We shoull not have been
doing the State a great injustice if we had
caid, ‘¢ We will recognise a renewal of the pre-
sont leases as they now exist.’’ Tt would have
Leen better to do that than to limit all leases
to one million, aeres, 1t has to be remembered
that the pastoral lessee, mo matter what his
area may be, has to meet the inereased stock-
ing provisions and the jnercased improvement
conditions of the 1917 Act. What de we pro-
pose now? We propose that all may come un-
der the amendment Act, extending the time
until one year after peace has beer deelared.
Tu the meantime the rent is to be doubied.
Under the Acet of 1817 the pastoralist who has
applied to renew his lrase, and who has paid
more under the double rent system than he will
be eventwally assessed at, will be entitled to
refand of rents over-paid. Under this Bill we
are askel to provide that there ghall be no Te-
fund ir. sueh cases. That appears to me ahso-

elutely unfair. Further, if 2 pastoral lessee
happens to hold land ~which will be assessed at
more than €1 per 1,000 acres, say at 30s. or £2
per 1.000 a-res, he will, in the meantime, enjoy
the right to his. holding at the rate of 20s, per
1,000 acres, and when applying for a rencwal
of his lease he will not be enlled npon to pay
the differerce between what he has been vay-
ing and the amount he may be ns‘sesse('l at.
That dors not scem to me at all a fair arrange-
ment. T repeat that [ agree, so far as the Bn]l
provides that the pastoral lessre may retain his
present acrcage nntil 12 months after peace
has heen declared, because I <o not sce that
that will make any real difference to anybody.
Ruot when T am asked to agree to the other con-
Aitions in regard to rents, which will penalire
the man with poor land, while giving an ad-
vantage to the man with good land, T maust

! 0

mf.\l[?.:- Munsie: Where are all the philan-
thropists who were going to rush to come un-
der vour 1017 measure?
on. J. MITCHELL: I believe a good num-
ber of them have already applied. Further, 1
helieve that. had not this Bill been submitted
to Parliament. a good many more would have
applied. At all events, they can a.pply uplto
she 2Sth March. The effect of the introduction
of this Bill will not be to hurry snch applica-
tions. The man with land likely o be assessed
at under £1 per 1,000 acres will apply, but the
man with land likely to be assessed at over £1
per 1,000 acres will stay out, hecause he would
he foolish to come in—it means a pretty big
cheque annually to him. e should not have
been justified in dealing with this matter 10
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years before the leases expire, were it not for
the increased stocking conditions, and the in-
creased rentals, and also the provision that the
State is entitled further to raise the rentals
after 15 years, I do not think anyone can
maintain that the pastoralist has had all the
best of the deal. Under the system of assess-
ing values, it will not, as has been suggested,
be to the bencfit of the pastoralist to cut out
his worst country. Under the new system of
asgessment the rent will be assessed according
to the value of the land. There is not a fixed
rental under the amendment Act, but the rent
will be assesscd by assessors, one of whom will
be the Surveyor General.

Mr. Green: When will the first assessment
take place?
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Tt ought to take

place as soon as possible; and all rents should
be fixed at the same time, as otherwise one
man will be paying £2 per thousand and an-
.other man, with equally good land, perhaps
only paying £1 per thousand. We should de
away with the provision that the man who
overpays is not to get a refund. In this eon-
rection. T have drafted an amendment, I do
not think the State ought to lose by the trans-
action; the State should get the increased rem-
tal and the additional improvements should be
effected. But there can be ne harm in allowing
the man who holds more than one million acres
to continue to hold that area temporarily; and
that is all that is to be provided by this amend-
ing Bill. The conditions have somewhat
changed since 1917, although, of course, the
war was then in progress. No doubt every pas-,
toralist has a represeatative in Western Aus-
tralia; but it might be said, with equal force,
that he has at Home a map of his property in
Western Australia and from phat map can
judge the value of every acre. There are 30,000
men fightiLg for us at the Front, and every
one of those 30,000 men is entitled to consid-
eration, and cven greater consideration than
should bhe extended to the pastoralists. Never-
theless, I desire to show the pastoralists every
congideration, and that can bhe done without
any hurt to the State whatever, ard certainly
with advantage to all conecermed. I wish the
Governmment could see their way to amend the
exigting legislation so as to give present lessces
the right to their present holdings during the
currency of existing lengses—that is, nntil 1928.

The Attorney General: They have that now.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: No,

The Premier: Yes, they have.
interfere with existing leases.

Hon. J. MTTCHELL: The Premier has said
that before. But these lessees have no right to
renewal after 1928.

The Premier: You want to give them the
right of renewal till 1948, no matter what their
areas may be.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I have not said that.
I have said that I do not know very much
harm would result to the State from that, be-
cause we have the increased stoeking condi-
tions and the increased rentals. But I wish the
Premier to understand that I consider we have
no right to interfere with existing leases until
their expiration in 1928,

Mr. Munsie: Why did you bring in the Bill
last year?

We eannot
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: X did not bring it in,

Mr. Munsie: Your Government did.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: Yes; and you supported it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I believe an injustice
wag done,

Mr, Munsie: An injustice to this State, un.
questionably.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I c¢ertainly contend
that, so long as no injustice is done io the
people of the State, or to the revenue, we
would be perfectly right in providing that pre-
sent leases may be renewed to the extent of
ong million neres heyond 1928, AN the pas-
toralists do not make fortunes, I remember
the time—only a few yeara ago—when some of
the pastoralists who are now wealthy were in
sore straits. I know of squatters who had 20
yeara of severe trouble until they became pros-
perous, a few years ago. I quite agree that the
present lessee should lhave the first right to re-
newal of the lease. I shall support the Bilt
amended as I have suggested.

Mr. O'Loghlen: But you do not like it too
well§

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I do nei like it, be-
cause of the provisions to which I have alluded.
What we have to consider is the good of the
whole State, and the amendment Act of 1917
certainly promoted that. It provided a great
improvement on the old system. Tt will mean
increased production, increased revenuve, and
increased wealth. By the way, the faet that
the term for new leases has been extended to
1948 has resulted in 12 million acres of pas.
toral land being selected during the past few
months. We still *have 300 or 400 millien
acres of pastoral lands vnoecupied, and I hope
that during the next 12 months a great deal
more of our pastoral country will be selected.
It is true that the world will want wool and
wheat, and that these things will hecomne more
valualle year hy year, Tt is true, also, that if
we want revenue this is the one way of getting
it. I hope all that ean be donc will be done
to put this measure into operation speedily.
Tf the Minister will agree to the amendments
T have suggested we shall make a good meas-
ure of it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R. T.
Robinson—Canning) [9.47]: The rnestion is
a simple one; we are asked to extend the
time in which the pastoral lessees may make
applieation to come under the Act. Hon, mem-
bers who were in the Flouse when the 1916
Act was passed will remember that during the
Committee stage ¥ was in favour of giving
the pastoral lessees two years in which to make
this application. Houn. members opposite
moved to reduce the peried to twelve months,
I was not disposed to haggle with them as tc
whether it shonld bhe two years or twelve
months, because they said to me, “‘If the
war is not over at the end of twelve months
or there are other good reasonms why Parlia-
ment should extend the term, the matter ecan
again be considered.”” Here we are now; the
war is not over, and conditions have arisen
where many pastoral lessees are unable to take
advantage of the Act owing to ahsence from
the State. Tt would be unreasonable o ex-
pect these men to come back and deal with
the matter, and it is proposed to extend the
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time for the making of applications to one
year after the end of the war, and the penalty
or price they will have to pay for that privi-
lege is doubled.

Hon. P. Collier: It ia not a penalty at ail;
if they had taken advantagé of this provision
and surrendered, they would have had to pay
double rent 1ust the same,

The ATTORNEY GEXERAL: It is a
penalty in this way, that no one will have to
pay double rent until an application is made
under the Aet.

Hon, P, Collier: A lessee would have to
pay double rent from the 28th of this month
if this Bill did not pasa.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If we merely
extended the time the position would not be
clear at all

HMon. I'. Collier:
lege.

The ATTORNEY GENEKAL: Yes, over
and above the other man who had made his
application, whereas now he will have no
privilege over the other man; he will have
to pay double remt. I submit that is quite
fair.

Mr. TROY (Mt Magnet)
pose to vote against the Bill. I voted against
the introduction of the wmeasure which was
introduced during the last Parliament. My
objection to the Bill is not because of any
particular elause contained in it, but because
I hold there rover was any warrant for the
Government to introduce a measure to provide
for the continuance of leaschold rights when
those rights still existed for fen or twelve
years. It is anticipating events when ex-
perience has shown we are not in a position
to judge of the results of such legislation in
the future. Whercas the last measure wasg
only passed some twelve months ago, the
Government have aready seen the necessity
for amending it. This same party brought in
legislation during last Parliznment to provide
for conditions ten years hence without any
knowledge of what might arise within the
period. T contend that we have no right to
jeopardise the intercsts of posterity, and
particnlarly the right of those who may be
Jooking for land within the next {fen or
twelve ycars. Like the member for North-
East Fremantle, I have not the slightest de-
sire to injure the legitimate rights of any
of the present leaseholders. I admit all that
has been said about the hard times they have
had. I know that many of them to-day are
men of afllaecnce, though they have had
vears of hard struggles, and some have be-
come hroken in health. Still, their reward
has come. But are there not many who arc
struggling in other occupations without get-
ting any reward ? No provisien iz made for
them in the direction of giving them certain
rights ten years hence, There is only one
class of the community, the wealthy and
influential, whore interests are heing con-
sidered, and they are getting advantages out
of their due propertion. Has any such leg-
islation been propescd for any other scction
of the community? Times have changed in
this country, and the proof of it is here;
whereas 15 years ago not one man in a thous-
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and would take up agricultural land in the
eastern belt, within five years therc was a
rush ‘for it, with the result that thousands
of acres were applied for and are now in
oeccupation. That demand for land occurred
in a few years, but it has eased off now, and
people are finding out what the land is cap-
able of producing. The pastoral areas are in
a similar position to the agricultural areas.
By the improvements which have faken
place it has been found that the pastoral
lands are much more valuable than they were
ten or twenty ycars ago; it has becn founa
they have a greater carrying capacity. I have
seen evidence of it in my constitueney, and
the Government are wanting in forcsight if
they do not realise that the pastoral leases to-day
which may be carrying onc family should
carry ten families in rcasonahle comfort;
and that would be a very important thing
along our existing railway lines. T was in
Carnarven o few years ago, and there was a
clamour therc on the part of a number of
young men for an opportunity te get a por-
tion of the pastoral leases held np in large
areas, and which were in proximity to tho
boundaries of Carnarvon. Ten familics may’
axist easily where only one family exists to-
day. But this Bill absolutely puts an end to
that possibility, and creates an obstacle to
the prosperity and industry of the pcople.
In my district one million geres adjacent to
Mt. Magnet are held by one man. I know
that this area would earry six or seven sta-
tions of reasonable size. The people of Mt.
Magnet want that land bhadly. With ad-
ditional wells and feneing, it would carry as
many sheep again as it is carrying now, but
the Bill before us will shut out everyone
except the present holder until 1948, Our
railways run through large areas of - lands
on which at the present time there are only
a few mining camps, and pastoral leases, but
by enabling other people to take up portions
of cxisting leases these big preperties would
he carrying ten times the population, and
there would be ten times the production.

Mr. Teesdale: Let them go into back
conntry.

Mr. TROY: Why do the Govcrnment re-
purchase large estatest Why do they not
let the people go into the back country in-
stead of repurchasing estates? There was a
time in this country when it was a good
thing to give an original settler a large area
on easy conditions, hut with the poect Lovell
L hold that—

New occasions teach new duties,

Present evil makes aneient,good uncouth.”
What was good years ago is an evil to-day.
It may have been a good thing to give squat-
tors a millica acres years ago. but it is not
so to-day when the people are clamouring
for the tand. That is my ohjection to the
Bill. Tast year, when the Bill was intro-
duced in Parliament, I was unfortunately ab-
sent, on the Murchison. I told hon. members
the objection I had to the measure, and with-
out desiring to injure the existing righta of
leascholders, T declared that if we were go-
ing to hand over these leases to the existing
holders becanse they happened to have taken
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them up 20 years ago, the House would not
be acting in the intercsts or the people in
the State now, and certainly not in the in-
terests of the 30,000 soldiers who will return
to the State, and who may want the land.
Neither will we attract that population who
may reasonably be expeeted to come here
Iater to assist our development and help to
pay our taxes. We @id not allow the ahor-
igines to lold the land, because it was not
being utilised. They held the land, but be-

canse they did not make the best
use of il we took it from them.
Wherever pastoral leases adjoining rail-

ways are eapable of carrying four times ihe
population they are ecarvying to-day, these
should be cut up, and the owners should be
componsated for the improvements made on
them. The people later on will insist that
this be done. I do not say this or the last
Government are wanting in honesty, but they
lack wisdom and foresight when by intro-
ducing sueh special legislation as this they
take away from the people and future citi-
zens of the State the right to occupy these
lands in certainly smaller areas but with the
“knowledge to increase the production ten-
fold. On these grounds I strongly oppose
the Rill

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. MUNSIE® (Hannans) [10.1]: At the
outset I wish to say members on this side
of the House are placed in rather an awk-
ward position inasmuch as every member
now sitting on this side opposed the measure
which this Rill is brought forward to amend;
and | do want to say a great harm to this
side was done when the original Bill was
passed. T opposc the Bill for this reason:
T believe if we ean suceeed in defeating the
present amending Bili, the pastoralists will
not apply to come nnder the new Act until
the expiration of the time given for them to
do so, which will mean that they will have
reverted to the old lease and remain until
1928, which is quite long cnough for them
to have secured the tenure under existing
eircumstanees. I was pleased with the
speech of the member for Mount Dagnet
(Mr. Troy). There i3 no doubt I can pick
in this State 10 pastoralists who have hold-
ings that at least 200 families could make
fortunes on if they can get the land. T go
further and =ay so far as this legislation is
concerned, irrespeetive  of  whether the
amendment is carried or not, wherever it is
possible to raisc my voice, between this and
the next election, I will absolutely stump
this country against the iniquitous measure
that was passed in this House; and if ever
we got back with a majority before 1928, it
will be altered.

Mr. Green: And we will get back,

AMr. Teersdale: That is a threat.

Mr., MUNSIE: T am issuing it as a threat.

Mr. Teeadale: It is a harmless one.
Mr. MUNSIE: T tell the hon, memher for

Roehourne (Mr. Teesdale) there are holdings
in his electorate that are an ahsolute dis-
grace under this Act. I used an argument
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here before and it is worth repeating for the
edification of the houn. member, that there
are nearly 214 million acres of land held
in the hon, member’s electorate, in abso-
lutely the picked portion of it, the pastoral
conntry, and I have travelled right through
it from one end to the other, and there is not
a solitary white man or woman in it. The
hon, member says he wants to do something
for the repatriation of soldiers and I say
that 350 returned soldiers could well make
£500 a year if the land was subdivided and
they were given an opportunity to get there
hefore 1928,

Mr. Teesdale: Nonsgenze!

Mr. MUNSIE: The hon. member may think
so, TIf he does go over the Minderoo and
Globe Hill estates, he will admit that I am
right and he is wrong. The hon. member for
Northam (FHon. .J. Mitchell), when the Land
Bill was before the House last year, gave as
the principal reason why the Bill should be
passed that it would mean at least a quarter
of a million extra revenue to the State and
I at that time wanted to know how he was
going to get it. Te worked it out that the
pastoralists would immediately apply to come
under the Act. There was then nro provision
by which they could come under it in one
year in two years or 10 years. The Bill pro-
vided for extending the leaces to 1048. but
after the supposed conference of the different
bodies, the two ycars’ term was altered by
reducing it to one year. The hon. member
aaid the squatters were going to flock to come
under the new Act. The Premier was a little
lacking in the information which he supplied
to the House when he did not state how many
pastoralists, and the area they held, had al-
ready applied to come under the Act.

The Premier: I gave it.

Mr. MUNSIE: I listened to the hon. mem-
ber and it has slipped my memory if he gave
the information.

The Premier: T did not give fthe individual
acres but T pave the area applied for.

Mr. MUXNSIE: That is unfortunate for
ng in this way. TUnder the new arrange-
ment we have not yet got the Premier’s
speech  in  f*Hansard’’ as it was only
delivered last week and we de not get the
f[ansard’’ until to-morrow. The member
for Northam also stated in his speech to-night
that he believed the House had done the pas-
toralists an injustice when they pasced the
1917 Act inasmueh as they should not have
limited the time but should have allowed them
to hold their present holdings until 1928. T
want to say personally T believe we did do an
injustice but not to the pastoralists. Tt was
done to the State. There is not the slightest
doubt about that. Tor years in this State
there has been an agitation for something to
be done to reduce the term of the pastoral
leares in the North-West, the enormous areas
they hold, and then a Bill is introdueed with-
ont notification to thc public that extends the
leases for another 20 years; and then we have
another Bill introduced, amending that Aect,
allowing those who have got over a million
acres the right to cxtend the time to come
under the new Act until 12 months after the
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war. And as bhas been stated by the hon.
member in this House and by an hon. member
in another place who moved a motion there.
that the squatters would pay double rent. T
want to disabuse the minds of members that
the squatters are paying anything extra. They
are not paying twopence extra. All that is
being donc is to extend the time from the
28th of this month for them to come under
the Bill—extending the time to 12 meonths
after the declaration of peace, withoul one
penny piece extra heing obtained by the State,
Because if the lessees do come in by the 28th,
they have to pay double rent. The only pen-
alty they are paving, if it is a penalty, is that
they are paying double rent if they keep above
the million acres.

The Tremier: If they do not come in they
pay double rent.

Mr. MUNSTE: T hope and trust the ma-
jotity of memkers in this House will disallow
the provision o that the lessees wiil be eom-
pelled to remain under the old Act and they
bave got uuntil 1928, Instead of having 19
or 20 squatters in the North-West, then we
shall have 500, 8o far as these who went up
North in the early days and didl the pioneer-
ing work are concerncd, I want to be abso-

lutely fair to them. I do not care
who the Government were, I do not
believe we can pick out a set of ren

anywhere in Awvstralia who wouold not give the
original holders the right of renewing any
portion of their present holdings at the end
of 1928; I would give those men that right.
But T object to them having to the detriment
of the State the holdings which they have to-
day. In some portions of the North-West a
million acres is not enough, but in many cases
a million acres is far too wmuch, Tf ever we
wish to get population, we do not want any-
one to hold up a million ncres for pastoral
purposes. Now L want to say a word to the
member for Leonora (Mr. Foley). MHe iwas
not speaking long but when he rose I took cx-
ception to the hon. member’s remarks. ITe
gaid that members on this side coneurred with
the Act when it went through last year.

ITon. P. Collier: That is his unsuval reckless-
ness,

Mr. MUNSTE: TUnfortunately for the hon.
member we have ‘‘Hansard.’’ I want to say
that not only were the memhers on this side
opposeld to the Bill, but no member in the
House or ontside made as vindictive a rtate-
ment against the Bill as the member for
T.eonora dil. T intend to read portions of
his speech.
ber so that I might refresh his memory and
sce what explanation he can give later on.
After speaking a little time the hon, member
went on as follows:—

I will ficht this Bill throngh the Commit-
ter staze, line hy line and clause by clause,
until the Government is forced to leave the
matter over until after rccess, and then
between June and November

Mr. Thomson: You will have the same
trouble over again.

Mr. Foley: After the election the House
may not have the trouble of listening to
some of us, The measure should be dropped
and if it is not dropped——

T am sorry he is not in the Cham-
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The Premier: It
dropped.

Mr. Foley: Then the Premier can take it
from me that every line and clause will be
fought, and he will be here a little longer
even than next week discussing this Bill.
Every member on the opposition side is
anxious that this session shall be closed.
They are sincere, and not one of them is
more sincere to-day than the Premier was
last weeck in his endeavour to get inte re-
cess. We wish to help him, We were told
a little while ago that a hroad national
patriotiec spirit was going to permeate this
Houre, This Bill, the most contenticus that
a Liberal Government conid bring inte this
Chamber, where the pronouneed policy of
the Labour party has been known for years
on this question, shows that the Govern-
ment are not sincere in their expressed de-
sire to help the nation in this present time
of stress.

A litile luter on the hon. member continned—

This Bill eannot help the nation; it can-
not help the State or the Empire, and it
cannot do anything except to bring out the
bitterest of party spirit and spleen.

My, Butcher: 1t is not a party measure.

Mr. Foley: I contend it is a party mea-
sure.

Mr. Butcher: You will make it a party
measure.

Mre. Foley: Does the hon. member think
a man is going to lie down and allow others
to walk over him when the best of his prin-
ciples are being attacked?

Mr. Nairn: What are the prineiples?

Mr. Foley: There is leasehold against
frechold, and a blank cheque is heing given
to the AMMinister, which is a very big prin-
ciple.

Mr, Thomson: Has he not already got it%

AMr. Foley: The Bill provides that the
Government may do these things,

Mr, Umlerwood: The Minister absolutely
fixes the price, not Parliameunt.

Mr. Foley: e has the opportunity of
doing so.

Mr. Underwood: ITe has to do it under
the Bill.

Mr. Foley: The only eclanse in the Bill
which does not say that the Governor may
do this or that is in conection with pastoral
leases. If the Government had been sinccro
in their desire to do only those things which
were going to ascist the country from a
national standpoint, they wounld not have in-
trodueed it, and, having fanned inte flame
that whi-h it was intenmlad should lie dor-
mant, namely, our principles, which I con-
tend we were willing to sink. the Liberal
party must expect this opposition if they
press the Bill forward.

The hon. member went on a great deal fur-
ther than that. .Just now the Attorney Gen-
eral interjected that this was prior to the con-
ference being held. I admit that the state-
ments made by the member for Leonora, which
I bave just read, were made prior to that con-
ference. That is why I take exception to the
lion. member stating that members on this
side agreed to the Bill

is not going to be
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The Attorney General:
agreo afterwards,

My, Munsie: We did nothing of the kind.

Hon, P, Collier: We had all tried to defeat
the Bill.

Mr. MUNSIE: Let me tell hon. members
what did happen. The first intimation I got
wasg this: when coming through the lobby I
saw half a dozen members in the Assistant
Clerk’s room, The member for Leonora beck-
oned to me, and I went in, There were in the
room the member for Leonora (Mr. Foley),
the member for Pilbarra (Hon. R. H. Under-
wood), and the then member for Guildford
(Mr. W. D. Johnsen), together with the At-
torney General and some others. I have for-
gotten who those others were. I entered the
room, hut on disecovering what was being dis-
cussed I walked out again. After that stage
the members on this side were never con-
sulted. We were not even told by Mr. Foley,
Mr. Johnson, or Mr. Underwood what was
being done.

The Attorney General: Those hon. members
left the committee room to go and eonsult
with their party, whilst I left to consult with
my party. We all met again afterwards and
said that our leaders were agreeable.

Mr. MUNSIE: As a matter of faet, when
the Rill again came before the House, the
member for North-Fast Fremantle (Hon, W,
C. Angwin}, the late member for Guildford
(Mr, W, D, Johnson}, and mysclf held up the
Bill for three hours opposing one clause,

Mr. Troy: T helped in that myself.

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes, but on another clange.

But yeu did all

Members on this side opposed it right
through. Not one of us agreed to it, even as
amended.

The Attorney General: The speech of the
member for Pilbarra laid the foundation for a
¢ompromise.

Mr. MUNSTE: T admit that.  The hon.
member said he had got one coneession, which
I admit he did get. T give the conference
eredit for improving the Bill, inarmuch as
when the Bill was introduced it did not pro-
vide for a board of reappraisement.

The Attorney General: And they altered the
acreage.

AMr. MUNSIE: But even then the Bill still
provided for two million acres, the pastoralist
to hold a million, and his wife another million.
The member for North-East Fremaantle moved
to reduce that to onc million, and the amend-
ment was earried. The member for Northam
(Hon. .T. AlLitchell) to-night again urged the
necessity for passing the Bill, giving as a rea-
son that the new stocking provisions of the
Aet of 1917 were sufficient warrant for the
passing of that measure. I remember the hon.
member making that statement when the
Honse was discussing the Bill last year, and 1
also remember several questions being asked
as to what quantity of stoek was then held
on the leases, The hon. member did not sup-
ply us with that information, but merely re-
peated the information contained in the Bill
as to what stnek the Bill would compel the
pastoralists to hold. When, later, we got the
returns from the stock department, we dis-
covered that the leases were already carrying
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eight per cent. more stock than prescribed in
the Bill. Where, then, is the logic of the hon.
member’s contention that the stocking pro-
visions of the Act of 1917 constilute sufficient
justification for passing the Bill$ I hope the
House will not agree to the second reading
of the Bill, if only for the reason that it will
compel the leaseholders either to apply before
the 28th of this month to come under the Act,
or to go on under their old conditions &ill
1928. I helieve that more than two-thirds of
the pastoralists would prefer to go on unc}er
the old conditions till 1928. That would give
hon. members an opportunity of dealing more
justty by all eoncerned, by the pasteralisis
and by the people of Western Australia, when
the leases fall due.

Mr. JONES (Fremantle) [10.23]: In the
interests not only of the State to-day, but
also of posterity, I consider members have
no alternative to opposing the Bill. When
the previous Bill passed, under, I believe, the
same bludgeoning method as the (Government
have intreduced to-day by the suspension of
the Standing Ogders, it became a matier of
specitlation to many as te whether the idea
of the Government was to establish a landed
aristrocraey in Western Australin, I must
confess that in listening to the speeches of
the *hon. members for Gasecoyne (Mr. Angela)
and for Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale), T felt my
heart bleed for the sufferings of the poor,
afflicted squatters. When T consider thoso
poor men out there without the means tfo
afford a plog of dark Derby tobacco, I feel
that perhaps after all they are entitled to
some little consideration from hon. members.
Certainly the information which the member
for Rocbourne gave us has been of great ad-
vantage to me in my study of economics. I
had always considered that in the develop-
ment of o large estate, or any large enter-
prise, 2 eertain amount of labour was neces-
sary. But the member for Roehourne in-
formed the Honse that the suceess of the
pastoralists of Weatern Australia has been due
solely to the wondrous efforts they have made
by the strength of their musecles and the sweat
of their brows. T have put in a little time
amongst these péor, afflieted squatters who are
unable to afferd a smoke. 1 have had the
privilege, whieh I wigh the member for Roe-
beurne had shared with me, of earrying my
swag through the whole of his electorate and
through the electorate of the member for
Gascoyne. I have seen a little of the affliction
J,of those poor, hard-up squatters who cannot
afford smokes, and I must say that I have
never yet observed one of them in a state of
violent perspiration.

Mr. Teesdale: You went up there too late.
You should have been there thirty years ago.

Mr. JONES: No doubt the early struggles
of those men deserved a large measure of
suceess. DBut to-day the very members whe
may be regarded as the apostles of intense
culture, of banana growing in the North-West,
alvocate that the beauntiful river flats of the
North-West should still be held in perpetnal
lease until 1928, with the fervent hope that a
Liberal Government will then he in power to
grant a further extension.
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The Premier: Those leases ean be resumed
at sny time,

Mr. JOXNES: I am certain that no hon.
member would e a party to putting such an
infliction upon the hard-up squatters. I sug-
gest that the shameful way in which the first
Land Aet Amendment Bill was put through
the House, the shameful way in which pos-
terity was robbed of a large proportion of
the lands of the State, does mnot refleet
very much credit upon the Administration in
power when the Bill of 1917 was passed,
It is proposed to alicnate—the leasehoid
country it is true—practically the whole of
the north-west of the State. It is true that
what were feared at one time, namely, the
freezing works of the American Meat Trost
have not, up to the present, been frightened
off the soil of Western Australia, but they
have plenty of time between now and 1928
to get their octupus tentacles tighter and
firmer upon Western Australia. A rather
important factor in the development of our
pastoral lands appears to have becen over-
looked. In our careful consideration for the
sufferings and the poverty of our squatters,
we have forgotten, and the member for Roe-
bourne (Mr. Teesdale) forgot this alse, that
a certain amount of labour power is neces-
sary in the development of these vast assets
in their possession. The member for Gas-
coyne (Mr, Angelo) knows, as I know, that
one of the principal lessors for whom he is
so pathetically pleading, owns ahout 100
miles of an exceptionally fertile river flat,

Mr. Angelo: Tt is well up the river.

Mr. JONES: I admit that, but the hon.
member will agree with me that this squat-
ter is so exeeptionally and favourably situ-
ated that it has not been necessary for him
to spend more than, say, half a million pounds
in sinking for water along the river. In point
of fact, a few feet of sinking will provide
all the water necessary for the 100,000
sheep he manages to run on his station.
The point has been emplasised by the mem-
ber for Hannans (Mr. Munsie) that it is
a hard matter to discover any white man
working on most of these stations.

Mr. Angelo: You cannot say that of the
Gascoyne.

Mr. JONES: T have caried my swag whilst
looking for work on these statioms. I have
seen the Malay and the Chinese, and repre-
sentatives of the other yellow races on these
stations. One gentleman said, when he
visited another station on the Gascoyne—

When T got to Doorawarra.
I was filled with pain and horror,
For T met the Munro doctrine face to
face.
May the Lord enlarge the liver
Of this squatter on the river,
For the light of Asia’s shining o’er the
place.
The right to shine seems to be disseminated
through thesc great pastoral leases. No
doubt many white men could bhe found to
develop this country. Members will sorely
agrec with mc that at certain times of the
year white men are necessary on these sta-
tions. During shearing time since black
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men cannoet shear and Chinamen are difficult
to obtain, the squatter is forced to employ
white men. Although in 192 a Shearing
Hut Accommodation Act was passed, in or-
der that the white men who went up to help
to create the wealth with which the squatter
could buy his tobacco, and in order that the
shearers might bLe provided with shelter and
accommodation, which is little better than
that which one would give to a dog, I have
yet to learn that any effort has been made to
administer that Aet. Tt is too much trouble
for these poor men, with whom I have the
greatest sympathy, to provide a little lint or
boracic acid with which to dress the euts or
injuries sustained by the shearers who are get-
ting the wool off their sheep, When we con-
gider that it is proposed to again amend this
Act, to introduce elauses which will still fur-
ther strengthen the hands of this small squat-
ting population, it behoves us to be very care-
ful what we do. The amending Act was in-
troduced hurriedly before members of this
Assembly. It was bludgeoned through the
House, for what reason no one knew, Now
that it is placed on the statute-book the Gov-
ernment have begun to discover iittle discrep-
ancies whieh cause it to work not as smoothly
as they would like it to do for the henefit of
their squatter friends. The Government have
now come along with what is probably the
first of o long string of amending Bills, which
will help to oil the machinery and make the
lives of these people a little smoother. I trust
that hon. members will not accept the amend-
ment. We cannot afford to do anything which
will countenanee the giving away of the rights
of posterity. We cannot afford to counfen-
ance the extension of the Aect till 1948. To
prevent this is a duty we owe to ourselves and
to posterity. We are establishing the most
dangerous of all precedents, alienating the
land which should belong to our children. In
view of what we have heard, particularly from
the member for Gascoyne, as to the fertility
of this marvellons arcadia which lies between
the Gascoyne and the Ashburton, I am satis-
fied that this House should mnot support the
amending Bill, especially when it gives away
this beautiful land for another 30 vears into
the hands of the squatting community of the
State.

Mr. GREEN (Kalgoorlie) [10.38]: There
are one or two matters with which I would
like the Minister to deal in the enurse of his
reply. In speaking on the amending Bili the
Premier told the House that the number of re-
sumptions applied for on that date was 76, and
that the pastoral leases in the State up to
June, 1917, not including the South-West divi-
sion, represented in round figures 182 million
acres. We find that 76 squatters——

The Premier: Not 76. .

Mr. GREEN: The Premier can question my
figures in his reply.

The Premier: You are quite right, 76.

Mr. GREEN: We find that 76 squatters
have appiied for 11 million aeres, in round
fignres, out of a total of 182 million aeres.
The presumption is that the squatters them-
selves were not ripe for the amendment
which was passed last year. That being so,
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I see no necessity for passing this amending
Bill. Only eight days remain during which
squatters can apply to come under the amend-
ment Act of last year, It is reasonable, there-
fore, to suppose that the squatfers would have
made application prior to this time if they
had intended to come under the amendment
Act, For the life of me L um unable to follow
several members on the other side in their
expressions of solicitwle for the oppressed
and hard-working squatter, who, in some in-
stances, has lad to go withont tobacco in
order to overcome the difliculties of making
u hard living,

Mr. Teesdale: Nobody has said that.

Mr. GREEN: Oh, yes; and no one more so
than the hon. member interjecting, who
painted a pathetic picture of the position of
the squatters in his electorate.

Mr. Jones: He said the squatters' daughters
had te live in tin huts,

Mr. Teesdale: I never said such a thing,
and the member for Fremantle knows it.

Mr. GREEN: I rccolleet the member for
Ruegbourne saying somgthing very like that,
No ene in this Chamber has been s greater
triend, or g truer advocate, or i more ardent
sapporter of the squatter than that hon. mem-
ber, who has given woving expositions of the
squatter’s woes.

Mr. Teesdale: The squatter worked like a
slave when he first went north, 30 years ago.
That is when those sfations were made.

Mr. GREEN: Probubly, Providence and the
rest of the community had nothing to do with
it.

Alr. Jones: And neither had the niggers.

Mr. GREEX: But the squatter’s position
at the present day, while he may regard him-
self as hard up against it, is not what mem-
bers on this side of the Huouse would c¢on-
gider precarious. Taking the last returns of
the Commissioner of Taxation, I find that for
the year 1914 10.117 salary und wage carners
of this State—that is, those eligible to pay
income tax—paild on an average income of
£8G6, Tor the same year the doctors paid on
an average income of £528. The lawyers were
slightly better, with an average of £615 10s
But these oppressed pioneers, these Tellowy
who have borne the heat and burden of the
day, these fellows upon whose behalf we have
heard such pathetic appeals from hon. mem-
bers opjosite, bad to struggle along on an
average assessment of £1,175, T consider that
whilst hon. members opposite have made out
a good ¢ase for the squatier, whilst we have
heard that these gentlemen averaging £1,175
per annwam for taxation purposes—and we do
not know what exemptions they have been
granted

Mr. Angelo: One of them is spending
£10,000 a year on a hospital in London.

Mr. GRE¥N: One of them is spending
£10,000 a year on a hospital in T.onden, and
another one is not even able to buy a smoke.
What n vagt difference in conditions! T
thought that London presented the utmost ex-
tremes of wealth and want—the dweller in
a West end palace on the one hand, and the
slum dweller of the Fast end on the other.
But in the clectorate of the member for Gas-
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coyne (Mr. Angelo)—an eclectorate which dis-
tinguished itseif among all the electoraies of
Western Australia by asking for an increase
in the number of hotels, thus indicating,
through the desire for more drink, that pov-
erty exists there—exhibits even more widely
separated cxtremes. On the one hand ne have
the humble squatter-toiler unable to supply
himself with tobacco—

Mr, Angelo: That was 30 years ago.

Mr. GREEN: The tobacco that even Biily
the hlackfellow of to-day enjoys on most occa-
sions—a smoke of ‘*Starlight’’ or of ‘‘Two
Seas’’—while his fellow.squatter is spending
£10,000 per annum on a hospital in the Old
Country, I know of no other occupation in
this country or elsewhere which will allow a
man in the space of a short lifetime to rise
from the de~ths of poverty that prevents him
from not heing able to have a smoke, to the
heights of s, ending £10,000 per annum on a
hospital.

Mr. Angelo: Come up North
self.

Mr. GREEXN: The position as disclosed by
the income fax returns is that these gentlemen
are on a particnlarly good wicket. They are
in & letter pesition than are any professional
men in this State, as a class.

Alr. Angelo: The business is open to you,

My, GREFEXN: The hon. member wants fo
send me away into the backblocks, to get me
out among the wild blacks. But I decline to
go. My present desire is to see that these
gentlemen who have amassed huge fortunes,
and are in a better position than any profes-
sional gentlemen in this State, shall not ob-
ain undue advantages from this Chamber at
this narticular time. I have pleasure in oppos-
ing the motion.

and start your-

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The PREMTER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore—in reply) {10.47]: The last speaker
stated that he intended to ask me certain ques-
tions, but he really asked me only one—was
it reasonable to suppose that these lessees
would not have eome in before now, if they
had intended to take advantage of the Amend-
ment Act? T think it is only reasonable to
suppose that fhey would not come in until
the last moment, seeing that the Act allows
them uniil the 28th March of this vear to
come under it, and that when they apply to
come under the Aet they have to par double
rent. Ts it likely that anyonme who has this
speeial privilese extended to him, subjeet to
payment of double rent, would be likely to
ask to he allowed to pay double rent until the
time limit for applying for the benefit ‘s
reached?

Mr, Gireen: They would not pay hefore that
date if they applied before that date.

The PREMTER: Hon. members when asked
to pay a tax do not rush in and pay it dircetly
it 13 due.

Mr. Green: These squatters would not pay
double rent before the 28th March even if
they applied now,

The PREMIER: Yes; they would have to
pay immediately on application, But the hon.
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member’s figures are quite right, and I apolo-
gise for having disputed them in the first in-
stance. There were 76 applications for about
1] million aeres.

Mr. Green: Which is one-seventeenth of the
whole.

The PREMIER: About that. The area waa
stated as approximately 152 million acres. I
think it is only reasonable to hbelisve that
these lessces would not come under the Act
until the Jast moment. I believe that a great
many of those whe hold under one million
acres will now come under the Act; I he-
lieve they are only waiting till the last week
to bring their leases under the amendment
Aet.

Mr, Green: Do yon think they have held
back anticipatirg this amending Bill?

The PREMIER: No; I do not think so.
The amending Bill would be of no service
whatever to those who own less than a
million aeres and wlho do not apply before the
28th of this month. The Bill will assist these
lessces but  double rent must be paid.
But it has been pointed out that a number of
veople hold more than one million acres, and
that these people have been unable, owing to
financial considerations aad also -owing to the
war, to dispose of their additional areas.
Therefore they asked for the extended time,
but the Government considered that if the ex-
tended time were granted the lessees should
pay double rent forthwith, and moreover that
when their land became appraised later on
they should have no refund made to them
should the appraisement bring the value of
the rental below what they had heen paying
during that period. I consider that if those
people who had a million acres were allowed
to have this privilege, it should be allowed to
all leaseholders, There may be some who
through neglect or want of knowledge had not
brought their leases under the Aet before the
28th March of this yeur, and it was only right
that those people should be given the same
privilege as those whe owned a million acres.
Therc is a good deal of difference of opinion
with regard to allowing lessees to hold sueh
large areas of country, but there is a donbt
as to whether, if these leases were cut up, they
would carry a larger number of sheep, though
they might carry more families. It is not
possible to improve this country by intense
culture as can be done with agricultural land.
Tf some of the heldings in the agricnltural
areas were eut up and thoroughly improved
they would earry a lot more stock and produce
a great deal more, but it is nof possible to
improve pastoral land by cultivation, though
the carrying capacity of it might be increased
by fencing and obtaining water. Moreover,
all these pastoral areas are subject to droughts
and at any time the stock may be lost in con-
sequence. It is mot possible to grow hay to
cut into chaff for the benefit of the sheep in
the dry seasons except, as the member for Mt.
Magnet will know, in the ncighbourhood of
Mullewa.

Mr. Troy: Sounth of Yalgoo they produce
the best chaff in the country.

The PREMIER: In eertain seasons, but
not in every season. Bui north of the railway
system in those parts they ecannot produce
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chaff, and it is in those parts where the
greater number of postoral holdings are. The
Ril) dees not grant ary new privileges, neither
does it give any fresh powers; it is simply
proposed to extend the same privilege which
the House pranted last session. The matter was
dealt with last session even without a division,
and there was hardly any discussion, I know
from the files in the Lands Department that
the Labour Government desired to show rea-
sonableress and justice in estending these
leases, or at any rate putting the leaseholders
in the position of knowing exactly how they
would stand after 1928. The lessees, for sev-
eral years past, have heen asking that their
position after 1925 might be defined; no
leascholder would spend money on improve-
ments if he knew that the property was to be
taken from him. The lcaseholders approached
Mr. Bath when that gentleman was Minister
for Lands, and Mr, Bath submitted the matter
to Cabinet when it was agreed that something
ghould be done for the lessees. I suppose that
more pressing matters had to be dealt with
and the subjeet was held over, and it was only
last session when it came hefore Parliament.
1t is in the interests of the country that this
privilege—I eall it such—should be granted.
The ecountry will not suffer by it ard we shail
ke extending to a large and worthy body of
men who are doing good, an indulgence, I
think T may call it, to which they are en-
titted.
Question put and passed.
Bitl read a second time.

Tn Committee.

AMr. Stubbs in the Chair, the Premier in
charge of the Bill

Clause l—agreed to.

(lavnse 2, Extensiorc of time for applieations
under Subseetion 4 of Section 30 of Act No.
19 of 1917

lton. P. COLLIER: Will the Premier ex-
plain  the meaning of Subclause 2 which
reads—

The fifth paragraph of the said subseetion

4 shall not apply so far as it is thereby pro-

vided that rent paid in escess of that re-

served hy an original lease is repayable if a

lossee declarcs his refusal of a new lease at

the rent to he thereby reserved.

This really applies to the preceding paragraph
of Subsection 4, that is {o say, the fourth para-
graph of the subsection irstead of the fifth.
The fourth paragraph really deals with the
matter which Subelause 2 purports to deal
with. e shall have the right to a refund of
the excess rents he may have paid if he does
not accept the new lease. The subclause does
not secm to cover the ground it is intended to
COVeT.

The PREMIER: If the lease is refused uwn-
der the present Act the lessee shall retain the
original lease, and the application for a mew
Jease shall be annulled, and acy additional rent
paid by the lessee shall be repaid on demand.
We give them the option. If they do nof take
advantage of the privileges conferred by the
Bill they shall not be entitled to any refund.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But this says, ‘'The
fifth paragraph.”? I think it should be the
fourth paragraph.
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The Attorney General: It is the fifth para-
graph of Subsection 4,

The Premier: That is so.
before me,

Clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to,

I have the Act

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

House adjowrned at 11.5 p.m.

Aegislative Council,
Thursday, 21st March, 1918.

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pm. and read prayers.

[For ‘‘Question on Notice’’ and *‘Papers
Presented’’ see ‘‘Votes and Proceedings.’’]

BILL—WHEAT MARKETING ACT
AMENDMENT.

Introduced and read a first time.

BILL—GENERAL LOAN AND INSCRIBED
STOCK ACT AMENDMENT.

Becond Reading.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. H.
P. Colebateh—East) [4.35] in moving the
second reading said: The purpose of this Bill
is to amend the provisions of the General
Loan and Inscribed Stock Act of 1910 re-
garding the rate of interest which may be paid
on loans raised under that Act. The State
gives three classes of security for its loans.
First of all there are the Treasury bills, the
corrency of which is limited to five years and
which, according to the amending Act of 1916,
may be issued up to the amount of any loan
authorigation granted by Parliament and at
such rate of interest as may be determined
upon by the Calonial Treasurer,

Hon. 8ir E. H. Wittenoom: That is during
war time.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: That is in
regard to Treasury Bills: There are Bonds
issued under the Treasury Bonds Deficiency
Act passed in 1916. Under this Act the Treas.
urer may issne bonds with a curreney not
exceeding 30 years at a rate »f interest not
exceeding six per eent. and ‘~ ~n amount not

[COUNCIL. ]

exceeding that specifically authorised by Par-
liament under the Treasury Bonds Deficiency
Act. ‘'Fhe third class is the security of the
loans under the General Loan and Inseribed
Stock Act of 1910, which this Bill proposes
to amend. Under that Act the Treasurer may
issue inseribed stock domiciled in London,
loeal inscribed stock domieiled in Australia,
and debentures without domicile. The cur-
rency of any of these stocks may he deter-
mined at the time of issve. The rate of inter-
est fixed nnder the original Act was four per
cent.,, and thig was inereased to five per cent.
by the Act passed in 1915, The purpose of
the present Bill is to alter the rate of interest,
prescribed in the original Act at four per
cent. and amended by thé Act of 1915 to five
per cent., to six and a half per cent. if it is
necessary to pay that amount of interest. The
immediate necvssity for this arises from the
fact that in 1907 a loan of £250,000 was floated
with a ten years' currency. About £120,000
of this was redcemed by debentures at five
per cent. and the remaining £130,b{]0 will be
renewed at some higher rate. 1t is not pos-
sible to renew the amount at the rate of five
per cent,, and it is not permissible to issue
Treasury bills for this purpose hecause Treas-
ury billa do not carry any sinking fund. In
order to observe the continuity of the sinking
fund it is desirable that this new stoek should
be issned under ihe General Loan and In-
seribed Stock Aect. SBince it is impossible to
raise money under that Aect as the rate of
interest is limited, this Bill proposes to in-
crease the interest rate to 634 per cent,
intstead of four per cent. as it was originally
or five per cent, ag it was fixed in 1915. This
ig the entire object of the Bill. I move—
““That the Bill be now read a second
time.’?

Hon. A, SANDERSON (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban) [4.38): In one sense this may be con-
sidered a Committee RBill, and therefore one
might reasonably be asked, possibly, to post-
pone all comment or eriticism until the Com-
mittee stage, but in another gense it opens up
the whole financial position of the country. I
hope hon. members will not be alarmed, for E
am not going to embrace that great subject at
present, but as T have taken the responsibility
on more than one oceasion when these finan-
¢ial measures have come before us, of making
a protest—that is all T am able to do—against
the methods of the Colonial Treasurcr, I feel
I must make some observations. It would
seem that the susceptibilities of Ministers in
this House are so tender, and the methods of
defence are so extraordinary, that possibly
it is hetter to leave them alone altogether.
It will be within your recollection, Sir. that a
few remarks and comments that T made on a
similar matter were received in a very curious
spirit, and the Homorary Minister defended
himself by abandoning his colleagues, quite a
novel method of Parliamentary (tovernment as
wo have hitherto known it. So anxious am I
to avoid any personal wrangling and to avoid
bhurting the susceptibilities of the tenderest
Minister, that on this occasion he, and. pos-
gibly his colleague, ¢an hardly be surprised
if I practically ignore them. My remarks are



