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ston, and whenever it has been possible for
them to ease the rough path of those I have
sent along, they have exhibited the utmost
vourtesy. We have often heard that officials
have been callons. Whether it is that with
the advent of the Labour Government those
officials suddenly have become more solici-
tous for the welfare of the workers I do not
know; but right through the system, perhaps
as the resnlt of the cagle eye of the Min-
ister being wpon them, those officials are giv-
ing excellent service, and very liitle com-
plaint from the unemployed against the ad-
roinistration of the department is being
heard. There are times when we cannot pro-
eure the things we require, but that does
not alter the fact that to-day the depart-
ment is being administered in 4 manner not
partial to any partieular seetion. Each mem-
her of the community that comes within the
ambit of the department receives generous
eensideration and as much work as the Min-
ister can find for him. T rose to compliment
the Minister on the manner in which he has
been administering his department. If
things continue as they are going, it will not
be long before he will be able to say that not
only has the Blackboy Hill camp been wiped
out, but that he has progressed considerahly
along the road which the Tabour Govern-
ment desire to traverse.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 9.56 p.m.
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ASSENT TO BILLS,

Message from the Lient.-Governor re-
ceived and read nofifying assent to the
undermentioned Bills:—

1, Police Act Amendment.

, Feeding Stuffs Act Amendment.
, Plant Diseases Act Amendment.
4, Fruit Cases Act Amendment,

5, Tenants, Purchasers and Mortgagors'
Relief Act Amendment.

6, Entertainments Tax Ael Amendment.

o

o)

BILL—LOTTERIES (CONTROL) ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Ax to Procedure—President’s Ruling.

The PRESIDENT: I propose at this
slage fo give my deferred ruling on the
points of order raised by Mr. Harris and
Mr. Holmes respectively. It is claimed hy
Mr. Harris that the Bill is one which in para-
graph (b) of Clause 3 effects an alteration
in the constitution of each House of Parlia-
ment, and was, therefore, required by Sec-
tion 72 of the Constitution Act, 1889, to
pass its second and third readings with the
coneurrence of an absolute majority. To
this point T have given long and careful con-
sideration, and feel myself obliged to uphold
the ohjeciion for the following reasons:—

It iz not within my province to decide
whether a seat on the Lotteries Commission
is, or is not, an office of profit under the
Crown, but for the present purpose it must
be assumed to be so, for otherwise the pro-
visions of the paragraph mentioned would
be meaningless. If, therefore, such a seat is
an office of profit, the tennre of it must be
a disqualifieation to a member of Parliament,
This disqualification the paragraph seeks to
remove, and is, therefore, one which coneerns
the gualifications of members. But does it
follow that, in the words of Section 73 of the
Constitution Act, 1889, it “effecis an altera-
tion in the constitution of either House of
Parliament?” In answering this question,
we find a guide in “The Australian States
Constitution Aet, 1907,” and I need not
stress the importance of this testimony. The
object of this Act of the Imperial Parlia-
ment is to Jessen the number of Australian
Bills which must be reserved for the Royal
Assent. Section 2 beging, “There shall be
reserved for the signification of His
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Majesty’s pleasure thereon every Bill passed
by the Legislature of any State forming
part of the Commonwealth of Australia
which (a) alters the constitution of the Legis-
latures of the State or of either House
thereof.”” Subsection 2 continues: “For the
purposes of this sectien a Bill shall not be
treated as a Bill altering the constitution of
the Legislature of a State or either House
thereof by reason only that the Bill (omit-
ting (a), (b) and (e¢)), in paragraph (d}
concerns the eleetion of the cleetive mem-
bars of the Legislature or either House
thereof, or the qualifications of electors or
elective members. For all purposes, there-
fore, except for the reservation of assent,
a Bill which concerns the qualifications of
members, is still to be treated as a Bill alter-
ing the constitution of the Legislature or
either House thereof, and therefore, requir-
ing an absolute majority. If is impossible
to suppose that paragraph (d) would have
been placed in the Act, unless snch Bills
were, af the time of the passing of the Act,
included in the category of Bills altering
the constitution of the Legislature, to the
same extent as the Redistribution of Seats
and other Bills specified in paragraphs (a),
(b} and (c¢). And in that category they
ohviensly remain.

If support of this interpretation were
needed it would be found in the opinion of
Sir Howard IV'Egville, a recognised Consti-
tutional authority, on the Closer Settlement
Bill, 1922, printed as honourable members
will remember, in onr Votes and Proceed-
ings of 1924. These are his words:—*1 take
this view because I think that to remove
a possible disqualification of a member of
Parliament s0 as to enable him to retain his
seat in the House when, but for such statu-
tory relief he would have to be deharred
from so doing, does, in effect, amount to an
amendment of the Constitution.”

I have, therefore, no hesifation in ruling
that the Lotteries (Control} Aect Amend.
ment Bill is one whieh effects an alteration
in the eonstitution of either House of Par-
liament, and is, {berefore, one which under
Section 73 of the Constitution Aet, 1889, it
would be unlawful to present to the Gov-
ernor for assent unless the second and third
readings had been passed in each House with
the concurrence of an absolute majority,
That being so, my course is clearly laid down
in No. 242 of the Standing Orders:—*If any
Bill received from the Assembly be z Bill

[COUNCIL.]

by which any change in the constitution of
the Council or Assembly is proposed to be
made, the Council will not proeeed with such
Bill unless the Clerk of the Assembly shall
have certified on the Bill that its second and
third readings have been passed with the con-
currence of an absolute majority of the
whole number of the members of the Assem-
bly.”

The certified copy of the Bill bas no sueh
statement, and I rule, therefore, that the
Couneil eannot proceed with the Bill, I
must alse uphold, in spite of many adverse
instances in our statute book, the objee-
tion raised by Mr. Holmes, to the cffect that
the virtual amendment of the Constitution
Act contained in Clause 3 is foreign to the
Title of the Bill.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That a message be transmitted to the
Legislative Assembly acquainting it that
with reference to Message No. 39 from the
Legislative Assembly forwarding a Bill for
an Act to amend the Lotteries (Control) Act,
1932, objections have been taken to the Bill
on the ground that paragraph (b) of Clause
3 of the Bill proposes to make a change in
the Constitution of the Legislative Couneil
and/or the Legislative Assembly, and does
not bear a certificate that its sccond and
third readings have becn passed with the con-
currence of an absolute majority of the whole
number of the members of the Legisiative
Assembly; also that the aforesaid paragraph
is foreign to the title of the Bill. These ob-
jections having been upheld, the Legislative
Conneil informs the Legislative Assembly
1}:311.;!lt it is unable to proceed further with the

111,

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: T would like
vour ruling, Mr. President, as fo whether
the Chief Seeretary’s motion is in order.
[ gathered from the ruling vou have given
the House, that the Bill is not properly
hefore this Chamber. Tt shounld not have
been introduced here without a certificate
regarding the statutory requirements gov-
erning the passage of the Bill in another
place at the second and third reading stages.
If the Bill is not properly hefore this House,
it is finished; we ecannot deal with it
further.

The PRESIDENT : My reply is that the
Bill eannot, in any eircumstances, be pro-
ceeded with further, irrespective of what
answer may he sent from another place in
reply to the message. 1 take it the Chief
Secretary’s motion represents a simple act of
courtesy in order to inform the Legislative
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Assembly of what bas happened to the Bill
in this House.

Hen, E. H. HARRIS: I would like an
assurance from a reliable authority as to
the position. If we agree to the motion, shall
we merely as an act of couriesy notify an-
other place what has been done rather than
that they should first read of the proceed-
ings in the report in the “Wast Australian”
te-morrow morning? If we pass the motion
and send it to another place will it merely
gerve Lo provide them with a waddy with
which to return and hit us later on? I want
to be sure on the point. Perhaps the Chief
Seeretary will be able to indicate what is
intended,

The PRESIDENT: Perhaps the hon.
memwber would like me to read the wotion
ngain or perhaps he would like to have a
copy of it.

Ilfon, E. H. HARRIS: We have heard it
real twice but I cannot quite grasp what it
reallv amounts to. It is diffieult to gather
its full meaning merely as a result of hear-
ing it read. So long as we arc not affording
another place an opportunity to send back
to us o certificate regarding the proportion
of members in the Assembly who agreed to
the second and third readings of the Bill or
to do something that will enable them to
further traffic with the Bill under diseussion,
I shall lodge no ohjection to the motion
being agreed to. Not being conversant with
the position, I would like the Leader of the
Honsze to give us an assurance on the point.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I followed closely the
reading of the motion moved by the Leader
nf the House, and I cannot read into it any-
thing that would enable it to be nsed as a
stick with which to beat this House. In the
past 22 years, so far as I can remember,
there have been two instances similar to the
positien now ocenpying the attention of
members. The first was on a point of order
raised by Mr, Holmes in 1812, The course
suggested in the Chief Seeretary’s motion
wa= Followed on that occasion. Then, in
1925, a practically similar state of affairs.
as regards the point of order raised by Mr.
Harviz, was decided by you, Mr. President,
in Committee.

Hon. E. H. Harris: No message was sent
to the Assembly on that oeecasion.

Hon. J, CORNELL: It was not even Te-
ported to the House. The Electoral Act
Amendment Bill of 1925 was ruled ont of
order under Standing Order 242, and in
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giving your ruling, Mr. Presidesl, in your
then capacity as Chairman of Commitiees,
you said—

I have therefore mo hesitancy whatsoever
in ruling that the Committee cannot proceed
with the Bill. If the Committee raise no
objection to my ruling, I shall leave the
Chair,

The report of the proceedings in “Hansard”
concluded—

The Chairman aceordingly left the Chair

and the Bill lapsed.
That shows what happenred on the second
cceasion. 1 the question merely related to
the point of order raised by Mr. Harris, I
would object to the motion moved by the
Chief Secretary being agreed to, because of
the similarity of the eircumstances to the
posilion that arose eight years ago when
we went ng further than to declare the Bill
out of ovder, We certainly did not inform
the Legislative Assembly of what had hap-
pened, Un this occasion, two points of
order ave involved and, in view of the posi-
tion that avose in 1912, T believe we should
he consistent and. as an aet of courtesy, let
the Legislative Assembly know what has
actually happened. 1 cun see no danger in
the motion.

The CHIEEF SECRETARY: The passing
of the motion will be merely an act of cour-
tesy. It will inform the Legislative Assem-
bly of vour mling, Mr. President, on the
two grounds of objection, the first being

that the Biill woas not certiied to as
having heen passed with an absolute
majority  of the Legislative Assembly,

the other point being that part of the sub-
ject matter of the Bill is not relevant to the
Title. The motion goes no further. Even
if subsequently a message were returned
from the Legislative Assembly, could this
House not he prepared to receive and eon-
sider the message? I cannot say whether
a message will be returned. o

Hon. J. Cornell: The motion does not
hind the Couneil in any way.

The CHIET SECRETARY: Mr. Holmes
hinted that the motion may revive the Bill,
which he eclaimed was extinet. Let us sup-
pose that it does so. Mr. Holmes has spoken
on the Bill, and so has Mr. Harris. Other
members have not had an opportunity to
discuss it. The Bill was sent to this Cham-
ber for the purpose of careful review, and
vet three-fourths of our number have not
had an opportunity to discuss it.
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Hon. E. H. Harris: Other members had
the opportunity to do so. They were not
stopped by anyone,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 bhave
moved the motion as an act of courtesy to
the Legislative Assembly in order to for-
mally notify them of the fate of a very im-
portant measure following npon the Presi-
dent’s ruling that it is out of order and the
message gives the grounds for the ruling.

Question put and passed;
transmitted accordingly.

the message

MOTION—BEES ACT.
To Disallow Regulation.

HON. V. HAMERSLEY (East) [4.54]:
I move—

That the regulation amending Regulation
6 of the regulations made under the Bees Act,
1930, as published in the ‘‘Government
Gazette’’ on the 20th October, 1933, and lnid
on the Table of the House on the 24th Qeto-
ber, 1933, be and is herebhy disallowed.

Recently a regulation was laid on the Tahle
to amend those made under the Bees Aet,
1930. T am more or less interested in the
matter because a number of beckeepers re-
gide in my provinee, and they are seattered
over a large area. They are somewhat eon-
cerned regarding the altered regulation see-
ing that they have been working satisfac-
torily under the existing regulations for a
number of years. 'The notification in the
“Government Gazette” of the 20th Octoher
Iast read as follows:—

It is hercby notified that His Excellency
the Licut.-Governor in Council has been
pleased to amend Regulation 6 of the regula-
tions madc under the Bees Act, 1930, and
published in the ‘‘Government Gazette’’ on
the 6th day of March, 1931, as follows:—
““‘The said Regulation 6 is amended by sub-
stitnting the words ‘three miles’ for the
words ‘five miles’ in line 7 of the said
regulation. *?

The original regulation provided that where
bees, hives, honey or heekeepers’ appliances
were infroduced into the State accompanied
by a certificate required by Section 14 of
the Aect. the ecertificate had in define the
boundaries of the distrirt mentioned therein
and disclose the fact that the distriet eom-
prised an area contained within a cirele hav-
ing & radius of not less than five miles from
the apiary or place from which the hess,
hives, honey or appliances were introduced

[COUNCTL.]

into the State, as the rentre of that eirele.
The regulation will reduee the radius to
three miles. Tt seems quite a simple matter
until one comes in contact with heekeepers,
who point ount the danger of introduecing
disenses. Western Australia has suffered
enough in the past from the introduetion of
varions parasites and diseases, and I under-
stand that the beckeepers view the amend-
ment of the regulation with a eertain amount
of suspicion. It is known that a bee in ifs
honest roaming for honey, traverses ahout
23 miles and undar the regulation, has a
radius of about five miles over whieh to oper-
ate. In those cireumstances, the hes had 2
distance of 23 wmiles from the hive in eacrh
direction before it was likely to come into
contact with hees from another hive. The
veduction of the radius to three miles means
that the bees will be overlapping, and there
is great danger of the introduction of dis-
ease from other loealities or from another
State. After a conferenee of beekeepers,
the radius of five miles was fixed as the ahsn-
lnte minimum. In the e¢ircumstances, the
reduction to three miles is viewed with sus-
picion by the beekeepers, who are gravely
concerned ahout the position. There is a pos-
sibility of the hees overlapping within the
State itself. Some of the larger apiarists
are inclined to move their bees from time
to time and the smaller beekeepers claim
that their preserves are heing eneroached
upon, with the result that the smaller men
have greater difficulty in establishing them-
selves. T hope the Minister will furnish the
House will the reasons prompting such a
drastic alteration to the regulations, so that
members will he enlightened regarding the
position. DMy object in moving the motion
is to help the beekeepers.

On motion hy the Chief Seeretary, de-
hate adjourned.

BILL — GERALDTON SAILORS AND
SOLDIERS' MEMORIAL INSTI-
TUTE LANDS VESTING.

Read a third time and passed.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.

1, Augusta Allotments,
2, Land Tax and Income Tax,
Received from the Assembly.
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BILL—LAND,
In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Hon-
orary Minister in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2—-agreed to.
Clause 3-—Interpretation:

Hon, H. J. YELLAND: The definition of
“town” is not ineluded. YWhy has there heen
this omission?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Several
interpretations have been omitted heeause
they are already provided for in the Inter-
pretation Act.

Clause put and passed.
Ciauses 4, 5—agreed to.
Clause 6—The Minister for Lands:

The HONORARY MINISTER: This is
perhaps the most important eclause in this
part of the Bill. Tt provides that the ¥Min-
ister shall be appointed as a body corpor-
ate to get over any difficulties that may he
likely to arise. There are many documents
which require the personal signature of the
Minister, and unless the elanse he agreed
to, it will be necessary at some time in the
future to seeure the signature of the Min-
ister for the time being. Under the amend-
ment it will ba possible for the oecupant of
the Ministerial position at that time [o sign
the necessary release for mortgages and
other documents of a similar character.

Clause put and passed.
Clanses 7 to 12—agreed fo,

Clause 13—Signature of other instru-
wments:

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I notice that the
proviso which appears in the original Aect
has been omitted from this clause. TIs there
any particular reason for the omission?

The HONORARY MINISTER: It was
not considered necessary to ineclude it. Im
another part of the Bill the hon. member
will find that provision is made to cover the
matter.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 14 to 21-—agreed to.

Clause 22—Land of insolvents to he for
benefit of creditors:

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: This clavse
omits some words contained in the original
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Act. The existing legislation provides that
with the consent of the Minister land may
be sold “by auction or private confract.”
What is the reason for the omission of those
words?

The HONORARY MINISTER: No par-
ticular reason bas been given for the omis-
sion, I think the words are superfluous, The
Lill merely provides that land may be sold,
which imeans by whatever seems at the time
the Lest method from the aspect of the in-
s¢lvent cstate. There are numerous methods
by which one ean dispose of land and I
assurne that the method which most appeals
at the time will be the method adopted.

IHon, H. J. YELLAND: 1 have no objee-
tion to the wording of the clause, but I
draw attention to the omission beeause when
the Bill wns placed before us we were
given to understand that any departures
from the original Aet and its amendment
Acts would he printed in italies. However,
we have no cognisance of words omitted.
Tt is not fair to pass these matters by with-
out mention being made of the fact that
they vepresent departures from existing
legislation.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Many
slight alterations have been made, as I
stated on the second reading. While 1 have
information regarding the great majority
of alterations and omissions, there may be
two or three for which I cannot at the
moment give reasons. I am quite prepared
to take note of such instances and supply
the information at the earliest possible
moment. Such a matter need not hold up a
clause.

Ciause put and passed.

Clause 23—Forfeiture for non-compli-
ance with conditions:

Hon. O. J. YELLAND: Here is another
instance of the same thing. Subclause 3
appears in ordinary type, but so far as I
can discover it is not contained in the ori-
ginal Aect, or in any amendment Aect, There-
fore it should be printed in italics as an
amendment, so that it may, if necessary, be
given more serious consideration than other-
wise would appear to be needed. 1 do not
complain that the subelause is either un-
necessary or out of order.

The CHAIRMAN: It looks to the Chair-
man as if italics have been used where
principles are involved, not matters of
machinery.
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Hon. H. J. YELLAXND: On the second
reading it was stated that italies would be
used to draw altention to alterations. Here
is another instance of omission in that direc
tion.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 24 to 28—agreed to.
Clause 29—Governor may make reserves:

Hon. E. J. YELLAND: Another omis-
sion ocecurs here.  In paragraph (£) the
words “school and” have bheen omitted afier
the words “endowment of.”

The HONORARY MINISTER: The
clause sets forth the purposes for which
land may be reserved, but all these purposes
are provided for in existing legislation,
exeept those stated in paragraphs (o) and
(p), referring to workers’ homes and to
cottages under the Housing Trust Act.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Those purposes were
embodied by the Acts of 1922 and 1930.

The HONORARY MINISTER: It may
be so. I am advised that they were not
covered. However, they will be covered by
this Biil,

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 30 to 34—agreed to.

Clause 35—Land within a common may
be disposed o¢f by conditional purchase:

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Surely there
should be special reasons given why a com-
mon should be cut up for agriculiural pur-
poses. A common is set aside for the con-
venience of the public, and it cannot be in
the best interests of the public that it should
be withdrawn and eut up for agricultural
purposes.

The HONORARY MINISTER: This pro-
vision appears in the parvent Act. It is
necessary because it is frequently found that
there is in a common a much larger area
than is required, and that the balance could
well be used for agricuiture. The provision
has been in the Act fpr many years and thare
has not been any abuse under it. Certainly
the Minister would not operate under it
without the consent of the loeal authority.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: First of all we
want to know what is a common. Presum-
ably it 15 a reserve for the common use nf
stock owners, particularly for camping
travelling stock. In my opinion these com-
mons should be deelared class “A” reserves.

[COUNCIL.]

The necessity for them when first they were
declared was not nearly so great as it is to-
day, because in the early days all the conn-
try was open and a man could camp whare
he liked with his stock, whereas to-day much
of the country js alienated; and, moreover,
roads that were once 20 chains wide, have
been reduced fo two chains, making it all
the more necessary to have permanent re-
serves on which tc camp stock,

Hon. 1. ROSE: T agree with the Honor-
ary Minister, These commons were created
many years ago, mostly near settlements and
small towns, and largely to afford areas on
which cow owners could run their cattle. To-
day they are guite unnecessary. A common
is very different from a reserve for travel-
ling stock. There is very little travelling
stock to-day, beeanse virtnally all stock are
carried by railway. So it iz quite unneces-
sary to have a number of reserves for travel-
ling stock. T agree with the Minister that
the elause should remain in the Bill.

Hon. A. THOMSON: Owing to the rab-
bit and kangarco pests, many farmers in
country distriets regard these reserves as
constituting a menace. In my experience
no Minister has ever considered the selling
of any part of a cammon or reserve until
it has the approval of the loeal authority,
which certainly will noet approve unless a
majority of the people within the district
mive concenf. In the sfock-vaising areas
many of fhese reserves may be necessary,
but in the agrieultural areas very few arc
really required. I agree that we nught to
pass the clanse, for hitherto the provision
has worked very well.

Hon. W. J. MANN: I hope the clause will
he agreed to. In many of our commons are
arcas of agricultural land that could well
be settled. Sueh cowmons as are nol fre-
quently used ought to be cut up and eulti-
vated. Many of them are nothing but breed-
ing grounds for pests.

Hon. G W. MILES: T think we could
well pass the elause. No Minister has ever
granted the release of any common withont
the consent of the loeal authority. In the
North there have been commonages run-
ning into 150,000 aeres. In the old days
they were used for camping borses and bul.
locks and camels, but in this age of motor
traction they are no longer necessary. I
know of one common lessed to a squatier
who is using it to very zood purpose
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The HONORARY DMINISTER: There
is nothing in the Act to define a common.
Mr. Holmes dealt with reserves which come
under a different eategory., The point
raised is interesting and should be cleared
up. T therefore propose to obtain the in-
formation members have asked for. With
regard to the furiher point raised by Mr.
Holmes, dealing with Class A reserves, 1
referred the matter to the Minister for
Lands, who advised me that it is receiv-
ing his serious eonsideration, The Min-
ister is sympathetie to the suggestion put
forward by Mr. Holmes.

Clause put and passed.
Clagse S6—Temporary reserves:

1on. H. J. YELLAND: The differentia-
tion between temporary reserves and re-
serves has eansed trouble in the past. Under
the elause, the Minister may temporarily
reserve lands, but if the reservation be not
confirmed within 12 months, then the land
temporarily reserved shall cease to be so
reserved. A great number of temporary
reserves have been marked on the publie
plans of the Lands Department during past
vears. JFor instance, if a railway is auth-
orised in a particular loeality, land with-
in a certain radius of the proposed rail-
wayv is mmediately temporarily reserved,
so thot no person may seleet it in antiei-
pation of the railway being construeted
and so reap the henefit of the uncarned
inerement. That practice is justifiable, but
under the clanse, as drawn, a temporary
reserve would, after a period of 12 months,
lapse if it were not confirmed. The clause
as drawn may result in serious tronble to
the Lands Department. T think it would
be well if the Honorary Minister referred
the elause back to the Minisier for Lands
in order to ascerfain if some verbal altera-
tion cannot be made whereby the depart-
ment would be protected.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 37—agreed to.

Clause 38—Town and suburban lands to
be sold by auction:

Hon. E. H. M. HALL: 1 desire to draw
the attention of the Committee to what is
occurring now. I was in Wiluna recently,
where the Government are pulting up
blocks of land for sale to people desirous
of building homes. Under the existing Act,
and under the Bill as drawn, there is
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nothing to prevent a speculator from pur-
chasing all the blocks of land submitted at
an auetion and then sithing baek and
making a profit later on. We should, how-
ever, try to protect the gennine home-
huilder, and 1 would like to know if there
is any intention on the part of the Gov-
ernment to protect the genuine resident of
a town like Wiluna who is desirous of
building a home for himself and his family.

The HONORARY JMINISTER: I am
afraid I eannot answer the question, The
desire of the hon. member iz to prevent
speculation in townsites or building blocks
and that, T imagine, is a rather difficult
proposition, unless we include in ihe Bill a
residental qualifieation, as has been done
in the eaze of agriculiural lands. Can the
hon. member put forward some concrete
snggestion whiech I could submit to the
Minister?

Hon. ¥. H. H, HALL: I would refer
the Honorary Minister to Clause 42 of the
Bill, which makes provision for the fene-
ing of suburban blocks. Perhaps provision
could be made whereby the purchaser of a
townsite block must establish that he will
erect a residence on the block.

Hou. H. V., PIESSE: Perhaps the Min-
ister could arrange for some blocks of land
to he set aside in building centres at Wil-
una for the purposes of workers’ homes.
Most towns have an area set aside for that
purpose. That would no doubt mect the
position.

Clause pnt and passed.

Clauses 39 to 43—agreed to.

Clause 45—Grants of land for the pur-
poses of the Waorkers' llomes Aet and Hous-
ing Trust Aet:

Hon. K. Y. H. HALL: The Minister
might take advantage of this clause fo meet
the ease that has arisen at Wiluna, This is
& place that bids fair to rival Kalgoorlie,
where bloeks for workers’ homes are not
procurable. Land outside the Wiluna town-
ship to-day will soon, by comparison, he in
the heart of it. XNow is the t(ime to set
aside an area for the building of workers
homes,

The HONORARY MINISTER: I will
refer the matter to the Minister for Lands,
Even if something of that kind were done,
speculation in town and suburban lots
would still go on.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: Only one man ean
get a worker’s home block, whereas if the
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land is bought in the open market, one man
may secure as many blocks as he wishes, 1
Lhink the clause is fairly well protective as
ik is.

Clause put and passed.

Clanse 46—agreed to,

Clause 47—Conditional
residence:

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I move an amend-
ment—

That to paragraph (a), Subelauwse 1, the fol-
lowing proviso be added:— ‘Provided that
the maximum arci may be inereased by not
exvecding one-tenth, if decmed necessary to
effect the survey.'’

purchase with

This amendment is designed to give power
to the departinent to squarve off blocks, where
there is a small area involved, by joining
up the piece with some nearby boundary.

Hon. M. V. PIESSE: 1 support the
amendment. I know of muny cazes in which
after survey the boundaries of blncks have
had to be altered one way or the other.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I have
referred this proposed amendment to the
Minister for Lands, who does not think the
clause should be altered. It is possible that
a man may have 5,000 acres, and, if this
amendment were earried, he could have an-
other 500 acres tacked on to his holding.
A man and his wife, as one person, may hold
1,000 acres of cultivable land, and 2,500
acres of non-cultivable land, making a total
of 3,500 acres. If a tenth of that area were
added, they would be holding 3,850 acres.
If a person held 500 acres of cultivable
land, he would he ahle to held 3,750 acres of
non-cultivable land, making his total area
4,250 acres, and under the amendment a
tenth of that area could be added to the
whole.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The amendment
is for the purpose of assisting the Lands
Department and the surveyors. The Gov-
ernor may reduce the maximum area re-
quired and it is ohviously wise to grant some
latitude to enable the area to be inecreased,
beeause that will help the surveyor to deal
with tag-ends of land that may, if included
in a bleck, inerease it beyond the area stipu-
lated.

Hon, J. J. HOLMES: There is nething
new in the elause. T do not think we should
tamper with a provision that has worked
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well for many years. The land is classified
and surveyed into blocks, and there are not
likely to be tag-ends left over such as Mr.
Nicholson has in mind. I am certain means
have been founi under the provisions of the
Act to deal with anything of that deserip-
tion.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : Previously a man
and his wife could take up a much larger
area, but now they will he restricted to 1,000
aeres between them. A road may bhe pro-
vided and in the lay-out may leave a small
strip of land between the road and a 1,000
acre block. Would it not be wise to include
some provision in the Bill te cnable that
strip of land to be added to the adjoining
allotment,

The HONORARY MINISTER: I do not
think there is anything in the argument ad-
vaneed by Mr. Nicholson. Where land is
surveyed before selection, the whole of the
area is cut up, and there are varving acre-
ages in a given district. Everything de-
pends upon the classification of the land.

Hon. A. Thomson: What if there were
25 acres of first class land in the strip
to which BMr. Nicholson has referred?

The HONORARY MINISTER: It must
be remembered that the Mock must consist
of 1,000 acres of eultivalle land, or its equi-
valent, which may be more than 1,000 acres.
Should there be any smal]l strip of land,
such as Mr, Nicholson mentions, it would be
added to one of the adjoining blocks. I
know of one instance in which a larger area
was inclnded in a block than the owner de-
gired. 0 .

Hon. J. Nicholson: Ay amendment was
moved merely with the desire to assist the
Lands Department.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The de-
partmental view, which is supported by that
of the Minister, is that there is no necessity
for the amendment. Tn those cireumstances,
perhaps we should not interfere with the
clause, but I will raise the matter with the
Minister again.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The only point
raised by Mr. Nicholson was that a surveyor
might leave odd corners not included in a
block, I do not know that that would be
muck of a eompliment to the surveyor, be-
cause he has to elassify and survey the
bioek. Should he run out his first line and
find that he had left an odd corner, it would
merely mean reducing the width or length
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to include the odd piece, and the surveyor
would then go on with the next block. In
my opinion, the clause is satistactory as it
stands,

Hon. H. V., PIESSE: Mr. Nicholson’s
amendment would apply only to land sur-
veyed after selection. Regarding land suor-
vayed before selection, the whole area has
to be classified first, and the necessary pro-
portions of first, second and third class land
provided in accordance with the Act.

Hon. J, Nicholson: I will not press tbhe
amendment, if the Honorary Minister will
bring the matter before the Minister.

The Honorary Minister: I will do se.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. A, THOMSON: T move an amend-
ment—

That the two provisos to paragraph (b) be
struck out.

The Aet has worked satisfactorily and there
should be no reasonable objection te a hus-
band and wife being =sllowed to acquire
2,000 aeres. Under existing conditions, farm-
ers are wondering how they ean work their
holdings profitably, and if they desire to
rnn sheep, it is generally aceepted that more
than 1,000 acres are required. My amend-
ment will place the farmers on all fours
with what Sir Kdward Wittenoom desires
with regard to pastoral holdings.

Hon, H. V. PIESSE: 1 support the
amendment. When matried people have
children, it is essential thai they should have
larger areas of land. A thousand acres is
too small a block for a married man with =
family. If we have married people with
large families engaged in agriculture, they
should have the opportunity of taking up
extra land.

The HONORARY MINISTER : The pre-
sent restriction has been in force since 1922
and during that period the department found
that the area now allowed te a married man
and his wife to be quite sufficient, One ean
sympathise with a family that may desire to
hold bhigger areas, but I am afraid we can
carry that sentiment a little too far. My
information is that the present maximum
has proved te be satisfactory over a period
of 12 vears, and that there is no justifica-
tion for increasing the area.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: If we want to
handle this ecountry properly, it must he
bandled in large and nct #mall areas. Cor
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pare the large holdings with the number of
people who are trying to eke out a miser-
able existence in the smaller areas without
either finance or equipment. The day is not
far distant when we shall be obliged to re-
verse the whole policy of land settlement
and encourage people to take up large areas,
remembering always that the conditions
ander which the land is held must be en-
forced.

Hon. A. Thomson: That is the point.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The trouble is that
the conditions under which the land has been
held have never been enforced, with the re-
sult that development and railway traffic
have heen retarded.

Hon. W, J. MANN: The days of land
hunger are practically passed. I do not like
the idea of speculative land selection, but the
fact that people with families are disadvant-
aged by being confined to small areas ap-
peals to me and we should therefore make
it possible for them to hold larger bloeks.
I shall support the amendment.

Hon. T. MOORE: I intend to oppose Lhe
amendment in the interests of the people for
whom the mover of the amendment speaks.
I have seen a lot of land settlement in this
country and I say confidently there have
been more failures through having taken up
too muech lapd than not having taken up
enough. Unfortunately, there is a desire on
the part of people to take up a lot of land.
If those people had sufficient capital to de-
velop, say, 2,000 acres, it would be all right;
but where are those people ta be found?
Those who have taken up land have sought
assistance from the Government at the ont-
set, and the Government are not now in fhe
position to find money to carry out improve-
ments on 2,000 acres, so that the people may
live up to what they should do under econ-
ditional purchase conditions. We shall be
doing an injustice if we allow a man’s wife
te take up an extra 1,000 acres with the de-
sire to do something for the children that
gre coming along. In Vietoria a man eould
take up only 640 acres in some places and
820 in others.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: A different class of
land.

Hon. T. MOORE: We say that ours is
first class land, that is, the land we pro-
pose to settle in 1,000-acre blocks. A man
with 1,000 acres has & tremendous task be-
fore him. He must clear it, fence it and
r=avide water. That takes a fair amount
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of money, and on top of that his land rents
are falling due and there are rates and
other incidental expenses.

Hon. H. V. Piesse: e should not take
it up if he cannot finance it.

Hon, T. MOORE: Unfortunalely there are
very few men who can finance these days.
I have seen many failures because people
have had more land than they were able to
develop. If it were possible to get settlers
with capital, T shonld then say give them the
2,000 acres. In the interests of the people
themselves we shall be doing the right thing
by limiting the area to 1,000 acres. IE a
man wants more, and he is in the position
to acquire it, he will buy it.

Hon, A. THOMSON: The Frankland and
(lordon River areas were thrown open under
regulations framed by the Lands Depart-
ment, and the Agrieultural Bank refused to
grant any advances in those districts be-
cause, the bank contended, Jarge areas were
required for stoek purposes. My amend-
ment does not deelare that 2,000-acre blocks
should be thrown open, but that there should
be opportunity to apply for such areas. The
Land Board inquire fully inte the position
of every applicant, and the decision rests in
their hands.

The CHAIRMAN : The amendment refers
to man and wife.

Hon. A. THOMSON ; That is why I want
the clause struck out. There is nothing to
prevent the Land Board from refusing an
application where they believe that suili-
cient finance is not available. Let us leave
the matter as it is. Men go on the land with
sons 16 or 17 years of age, and before long
those boys will be eligible to take up land;
bat before they reach the qualifying age, the
land may be gone.

Hon, H. J, YELLAND: In 1911 it was
possible for a man to take up 1,000 acres
under the residential section, and another
1,000 acres under the non-residential provi-
sion. The wife, if living with her hushand,
as she should he doing, could not fulfil the
residential condition. She would have to
come under Section 56, the non-residential
provision, Thus it was possible for a man to
have 3,000 acres, though he would have fo do
the improvements on the area held by his
wife. A man with a family large enough to
do the required work was quite justifed in
holding such an area, but under the condi-
tions here proposed there could be dummy-
ing, The provisos would drive the man with
eapital to secure land under dummying con-

[COUNCIL.]

ditious.
ment.

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: [ too feel that 1L
must support Mr. Thomson’s amendment.
My farming experience convinees me that
on 1,000 acres a man has little opportunity
of making progress, Successful farmers,
even in the Central Province, are mostly men
who have had to start with something like
1,000 ncres but have gradually built up their
properties. I originally took up 830 acres,
the maximum I could secure at the time,
and struggled with it for three or four years
without making any advance. Only after
securing additional land was I able to make
uny headway. In the district where I am
farming, about 30 blocks were thrown open,
and the vast majority of these who took
them up went out becanse they could not
develop their holdings, Now my distriet has
good, up to date farmers. L'he properties of
five of the men who had to go out beeause
of not having sufficient areas are in my pos-
session to-day, and I have a fairly suceessful
farm. The much-despised St, George's-ter-
race farmer is the backbone of Western
Australia’s farming industry.

Hon, . J. Yelland: You cannot put that
over us.

Hon. T.. B. BOLTON: The St. George's-
terrace farmer is necessary for the advance-
ment of the State.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: In the Crarbrock
district large areas were taken up, and
owing to want of eapital those farmers have
not progressed. Many of them wish to re-
duce their areas, because of the marvellous
raintall, combined with the use of super-
phosphate. I support Mr. Thomson’s amend-
ment,

I support Mr, Thomson’s amend-

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result—

Ayves .. - .. 8
Noes .. . - oo 11
Majority against 2
Avna,
Han. C. F, Baxter Hon. H, V, Picsse
Hon. L. B, Bolton Hon. A. Thomsen
Hon. E. H. H. Hall Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hoo, W. J. Mana Hon, C. H. Wittenaom
Hon. J, Nicholsen (Telier.)
Nona,
Hon.J. M. Drew Hen. T. Mcore
Hon. G. Frager Haon. E. Rose
Hou. E. H. Harrls Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. W, H. Kitson Hon. C, B, Williams
Hon. J. M. Macfarlane Hon, B. H. Gray
Hon. Q. W, Miles {Teller )

Amendment thus negatived.
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lton. A. THOMSON: T move an amend-
meni—

That in line & of the sccond provise to

paragraph {¢) of Subclause 4, the words
‘‘other pear relative’’ be struck ount, and
““houn fide manager or servant’’ inserted in
lieu.

It might easilv be that a near relative wonld
not be a satisfactory resident. It might be
much more agreeable to a man to put his
employee in residence.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I can-
not accept the amendment. The hon. mem-
ber will find that in Clause 49 provision ix
made for everything he desires. Under
that, 2 manager can eomply with the resi-
dential conditions. To put such an amend-
ment in the clause betfore us would be so to
widen it as to render it impraetieable,

Hon. H. J. YELLANT: The Honorary
Minister is rvight. Clause 49 indicates that
if a person is unable to earry out the resi-
dential eonditions of his lease, he may by
making application to the Minister have the
lease transtferred from residential conditions
to non-residential conditions.

Hon. A. Thomson: He would then have
to make donble the improvements, which
would he a hardship.

Hon. H. J, YELLAXND: It would not be
a hardship, for the ordinary improvements
required are altogether too slight.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I should
like to emphasise the point mentioned by
Mr. Yelland. The clause as it stands is cer-
tainly hetter trom Mr. Thomson’s point of
view than the seetion in the original Aet,
where there is ne provision for any near re-
lative romplying with the residential econ-
ditions.

Hen. BE. H. H. HALL: Why should a
man be debarred from taking up a block
of land merely because he eannot eall upon
a near relative fo enter into residence? The
only point should be whether he is pre-
pared to comply with the conditions
under whieh the land is granted to him.

Hon. A, THOMSON: YWhich would
he more prolitable to the Siate, to place
a practical experienced man on a block
of ground, u man who would see that the
necessary improvements were effected, or to
plare a boy, 16 vears of age, on the land,
simply hecause he happens to be a relative
of the holder?

Amendment put and negatived.
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Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Dealing with
paragraph (f) of subelause 4 of the clause,
what is meant by an adequate water sup-
plv? Would it be a supply for eropping
alone or for ecropping and stock? The
clause goes on to provide that that ade-
quate water supply must be provided with-
in the first two vears, That might be a
very difficult, if not impossible, proposi-
tion. There are many properties in this
State upon which it was impossible to get
an adequate water supply within the first
two years of their development. I had a
properiy cowprising 7,000 acres that was
locked upon as a white elephant for the
first five years I held it, but after the tim-
her had been ring-barked it hecame one of
the best watered properties in the State. It
would be a step in the wrong direction to
leave this provision in the Bill. It should
he deleted.

The HONORARY JMINISTER: Tt is,
I think, the experience of the Minister for
Lands over a large number of vears which
has made him so keen on the insertion of
this provision in the Bill. As Mr. Baxter
points ont, it is only necessary that an ade-
qunate water supply shall he provided, if
required by the Minister. The person oe-
cupying the portfolic of Minister for
Lands will certainly have a fair knowledge
of what is necessary in each partieular
case. L it is not possible for a settler fo
provide an adequate water supply within
two vears, then ample power is given by
the Bill to permit of the Minister extend-
ing the period for any time he thinks rea-
sonable. The question as te what would
constitule an adequate water supply would,
in my opinion, depend upon the circum-
stances of each particular holding. It is
generally conceded that for a farmer to
sieceed nowadays, it is necessary for him
to have stock. He must have water for his
stock. 1 oppose the amendment, but I hope
the House will agree to include it in the
Bill.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: In some re-
spects the provision is reasonable, but it
must not apply to land already held under
lease from the Crown. Surveyed blocks
are usnally let under conditions, and this
provisien should not be deemed to be in
cluded as one of the provisions of the
leases already granted. Will the Hon-
orary Minister inform the Committee if ijt
is the intention of the Government that
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this condition should apply to land to be
sclected in the futore?

The HONORARY MINISTER: T fail
to see how the provision could be made to
apply to leases already granted. bhecause
there is a contract existing between the
Government and the settlers is such ecases.
I have not heard any suggestion that a
condition of this kind is likely to he im-
posed upon people who have already settled
on land under given conditions,

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: I agree with the
Honorary Minister when he says this malt-
ter ean safely be left in the hands of the
Minister for Lands because he has had
mueh experienee in land settlement, and
probably has been very fortunate so far
as his water supply is concerned. The same
remark applies to the previous Minister,
Mr. Latham. The time may come, how-
ever, when some gentleman may he hold-
ing the position of Minister for Lands who
has not mneh knowledge of land settlement
and who will be advised by officers who
also have little knowledge of the position.
In some cases a water supply eapnot be ob-
tained until the timber has heen cleared.
Five or six years must elapse after the tim-
ber is removed before a settler can gel a
supply of water upon his holding. There
are thonsands of aeres on which there is no
holding ground for dam-sinking, and on
which it is not profitable to attempt to sink
wells, This provision will tend to hold up
a good deal of land settlement.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The clause is sat-
isfactory as it is. One of the first essentials
on any farm is the provision of an ade-
quate water supply, The Minister should
have power to see that the settler provides
himself with this at the earliest opportunity.
No farmer should be obliged to ahanden his
work for the purpose of carting water.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: I agree with the
remarks of Mr. Holmes. A settler eannot
work his property to advantage unless he
has first provided bimself with water. The
Minister would always use his judgment as
to the extent to which this obligation should
he fulfilled.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T am inclined to
think these words will be difficult fo inter-
pret. If this provision were converted into
one of the specified improvements of a hold-
ing, the obligation would be placed upon the
lessee to provide himself with a sufficient
water supply for his purpose. T should like
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to know what the term “adequate water
supply” means. It would certainly vary ae-
cording to circumstances,

The HONOQORARY MINISTER: The
Mimister would not require a settler to
supply himself with water facilities unless
he had good reason for so doing. Only when
a man had cleared and fenced his land, and
was ready to cultivate jt, would he require
more water than was sufficient for himself
and his family, and only then would he be
called upon to provide himself with ade-
quate facilities. It would be difficult to find
a  better word for this purpose than
“adequate.””

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: I do not see why
the Minister should interfere in this matter.
The responsibility is upon the settler to
provide himself with all the water he re-
quires. For the first three years of my farm-
ing operations all I had was the contents of
a 100-gallon tank. T am opposed to the
jnsertion of this provision in the Bill.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: T hope no attempt
will be made to define the meaning of
“adequate water supply.” The clause as
printed 15 quite plain and simple, and it is
left to the diseretion of the Minister to inter-
pret it as oceasion demands,

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: Mr. Holes has
expressed the hope fhat we shall not attempt
to define what is an adequate water
supply. If members of this House who have
had 30 vears' experience as praetieal
Farmers cannot arrive at a deeision, how can
it be expected that civil servants will do s0?

The CHAIRMAN: They will do it quite
easily.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Well, T suppose
sol

The Houorary Minister: It would all de-
pend on the ciremmstances.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: And what view
would the Minister’'s advisers take of the
circumstanees? I am afraid this may cause
great difficulty for new seftlers.

Amendment pnt and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 48 to 53—agreed to.

Clause 54—Land for vinevards, orchards
and gardens:

The HONORARY MINISTER: Before
we finish with the provisions regarding eon-
ditional purchase land, I would like to reply
to one or two queries hy members during
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the second reading stage Mr. Thomson re-
ferred to the position of ©.P. land and home-
stend farms i relation to the Transfer ot
LEand Act, and he desired to obviate the dif-
ficulties regarding the lifting of mortgages
and so forth before a Crown grant could be
issued, by inserting a e¢lause to bring such
land under the Transfer of Land Act. I
have been advised that such a course would
uot he relevant to the Bill, and could be dealt
with only by an amendment to the Transfer
of Lanod Act. The matter has heen hrouzht
under the notice of the Crown Law author-
ities, and when 1 receive the information 1n
veply, I will let Mr, Thomson Lave it. Re-
garding the other snggestion made by Mr.
Thomson, in whirh he dealt with land vested
in local authorities, I think he referred to
some trouble that was mentioned by a legal
gentleman in Katanning.

Lion. A. Thomson: Yes, that is so.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That
gentleman suggested that a clause should be
inserted i the Bill whereby all land vested
in a local authority by any Aet should be
held by that iocal authority with all the
powers, rights and privileges of an owner
in fee simple, snbject fo certain safeguavds.
The Crown Law authovities advise me that
that matter would noi he relevant to the
Bill, but is probably one for amendment in
Acts dealing with loeal governing hodies,
and also the Transfer of Land At If Mr.
Thom=on can suppiy Luriner puraculars, ta
Assistant Crown Solicitur will be plensed to
advise what is necessary to be done. Mr.
Nicholson also raised a similar question re-
garding the bringing of leases under the
Transfer of Land Act, and my reply to Mr,
Thomson applies equally to him.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 55 to 112—agreed to.

Clanse 113—Maximuam area:

Hon. G. W. MILES: Will the Minister
agree to the postponement of this clanse?
Sivr Edward Wittenoom has an amendment
on the Notice Paper and be is unavoidably
absent.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I have
no objection to postponing the consideration
of the clause, but there is a small amend-
ment that is required and this might be
made. I move—

That in Subelavse 5 the words *‘Exceept as
provided hy the last preceding seetion’’ be
strock out.

€
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These words as they appear are meaning-
less.

Amendment put and passed.

Further consideration of Clause post-
poned,

Clauses 114 (o 117—agreed to.

Clause 118—License for quarrying ete.,
but net en goldhield or in mineral distriet:

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: There is no defini-
tion here to indicate what is a goldfield. The
clause says “not being a goldfield.” In the
Mining Act the definition of “goldfield” is,
“any land prociaimed or gecmed to have
been proclaimed goldfields under the provi-
sions of this Act” We have a thousand
miles of aurifevous country in this State,
but when we refer to mining we must have
regard also lo tin, copper, coal and other
minerals. 1 consider the word “proclaimed”
should appear before “goldfield”; otherwise
it will mean the whole of Western Australia,
The Minister might look into this point.

The MONORARY MINISTER: Section
154 of the original Land Aect which is simi-
lar to the clause under diseussion, does not
contain a definition of “goldfield.” I will,
however, look into the matter as requested
by the hon. member,

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 119 to 127—agreed to.

Clause 128—Power to reduece selling
price:

Hon, A, THOMSON: 1 should hke to
know whether the Government can interpret
the clause to read that they have power to
reduce the value of the repurchased estates.
When many of the estates were purchased,
conditions were very different from what
they are now. In some cases also, the set-
tlers have not heen suceesstul.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Do you think the
Minister should have this power?

Hon. A. THOMSON: Yes, if it is found
that the quality of the land is not giving
the refurn that was originally thought it
would. In such cases, the Minister shonid
have power to review the charges.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon,
member raised this question on the seeond
reading, and I submitied it to the Crown
Law authorities, who advise that the pro-
vision does not give the Government power
to reduce priees.
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Hon, A. THOMSON: The Bill could be
recommitted for the purpose of dealing with
the matter. Does the Bill contain any clause
enabling the Government to reduce prices?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I connot
point to any clause in the Bill giving the
power mentioned by the hon. member. 1
shall have inguiry made on the point.
Subclanses 4 and 5 of Clause 127,
which are new, provide for an increase
in the term of lease from 30 years
to 40, with payment of interest alone for
the first five years. Repurchased estates sold
duving the last five years will come under
that provision, the rclief given by which
will prove highly valuable. I may also refer
Mr, Thomson to Clause 130.

Hon. A. THOMSON: I appreciate the
provisions to which the Honorary Minster
has drawn attention. They will prove ad-
vantageous to men on repurchased estates.

Hon. E. H. H. HALL: Applications are
being made to the Minister for reduction in
the selling price of land on account of its
having turned salt. Ts there any other claunse
empowering the Government to reduce the
price in such cases?

The HONORARY MINISTER:
make inquiry on the subject,

Hon, T. Moore: Re-assessments are being
made everywhere.

I will

Clanse put and passed.

Clause 129—Deferment of vent payable
by discharged soldiers:

Hon. H. V., PIESSE: Will the Minister
for Lands extend overdue land rents to the
full term of 40 years? I understand that as
the result of an interview with the Minister
such a promise has been made. I should
like to learn whether the arrangement is to
be carried out.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I shall
be only too pleased to make the necessary
inquiry.

Clanse put and passed.

Clanses 130 to 140—angreed to.

Progress reported.

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACTS
AMENDMENT.

Received from the Assembly, and read a
first time.

[COUNCIL.]

BILL—FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) {9.43] in moving the second
reading said: In 1918 an Act was passed
making provision that three-fifths of the pet
revenne from timber should ge to a refores-
tation fund, At that time the revenue from
sandalwood was very small. The royalty
was something like £1 per ton. A few
years later, under a scheme for limiting
export, the royalty was substantially in-
creased. The aggregate revenue from sao-
dalwood had mounted from £1,600 annually
to about £50,000, There was no outlet for
the wise expenditure of such a2 sum annually
on the propagation of sandalwood, and in
1924 a Bill was passed providing that one-
fenth of the amount received from sandal-
wood should be set aside for re-growth pur-
poses, or £3,000, whichever was the greater.
In 1829, owing to the depression and the
financial position of the Treasury resnlting
therefrom, the Collier Government omitted
from the annual Bill the elanse which in
previous years had provided that £5,000 or
1/10th of the revenue for sandalwood should
be placed in the fund for the re-growth of
sandalwood. The Bill was defeated. In the
following year, 1930, the Mitchell Govern-
ment introduced a Bill on identical lines,
except that, in addition to taking the san-
dalwood revenue from 1930-31, the measure
mopped up the money which we would have
received had our Bill been passed. No doubt
members realised at that stage that the de-
pression was not a temporary one, that it
would continue for some years. The result
was that the Bill passed with little diseus-
sien. Throngh an oversight, no Bill was
submitted for the year 1932-33, but the
money was taken into Consolidated Reve-
nue.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Legally?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It was taken
into Consolidated Revenue and subsequently
expended, legally or nof, I do not know, but
no action has oceurred in consequence. The
Bill before us is on all fours with the two
last measnres whieh were introduced, with
the exeeption that it validates what the
Treasurer did in erver in 1932-33. For this
purpose the Bill is deemed fo have con-
tinued in force as from and including the
30th June, 1932, As will be recognised, the
present Government will derive no benefit
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from the retrospective aspect of the Bill.
The money was spent before they entered
ofiive last year.

iIon. G. W. Miles: How much?
know the amount?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1t was
£13,575. Althongh the Bill covers that situ-
ation, mnfortunately we derive no benefit
from the revenue referred to. The export
of sandalwood in 1931-32 was 145G tons,
and in 1932-33 it was 3,800 tons. The reve-
nue last year was £13,375, and the revenuc
for this year is estimated to be £19,000.
The money already spent in the re-grotvth
of sandalwood has not been attended with
the results anticipated. It has been found
possible to grow plants successfully, but
when they reach a certain early stage they
are destroyed hy rahbits. This new faetor,
the Conseivator of Forvests says, eannot be
cconowieally controlled on uneleared land;
on which sandalwood must be sown, as if is
a root parasite and nuts must be sown in
proximity to host plants. No more work is
heing done in the divection of carrying on
these sandalwood plantations, although =a
Jittle meney is being expended on supervi-
sion. There is a balance of £2,527 in the
fund at the present time. I move—

Do you

That the 13ill be now read o second time,

On motion by Hon. E. H. Harris, debate
ad journed.

House adjourned at 9.52 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.on, and rewd pravers

ASSENT TO BILLS,

Lieut-Governor re-
the

Message from the
ceived and read, notifving assent to
undermentioned Bills:—

1, Police Act Amendment.

2, Feeding Stuffs Aet Amendment.
Plant Diseases Act Amendment,
4, Fruit Cases Aect Amendment,

5, Tenants, Purchasers, and >Mortgagors’
Relief Act Amendment.
6, Entertainments Tax Act Amendment.

Lo

QUESTION—PUBLIC WORKS, PRO-
CURATION ORDERS,

Mr. SAMPSON (without notice) asked
the Minister for Works: 1, Is it a fact that
u netice is displayed at various works ad-
vising that procuration orders may be used
by workers to provide for the withholding
by the Government pay clerk of an amount
of 25 Gd monthly, such amount to be re-
tained and paid to the union for the re-
guired tieket? 2, If so, bas the Minister
given his approval te this?

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT,
for the Minister for Works, replied: 1, Yes.
2, Yas.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Augusta Allotments.
2, Land Tax and Income Tax.
Transmitted to the Council.



