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Hon. G. W. Miles: Why did not you in-
sist on nominating primary producers 1or the
Albeny Harbour Board? You would not
give ns your vote on that.

Hon. A. BURVILL: It was useless to
insist upon something that the Minister and
another place would not concede.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: We are not con-
cerned about another place,

Hon. A. BURVILL: Besides, [ did not
wisll to endanger the Bill. 1 favour this
contession to the workers provided similar
consideration is given to the primary pro-
ducers, but I bave a decided objection to the
primary producers being regarded as a fe-
male qnadruped of the hovine species——

Hon. G. W. Miles: In other words, a
mileh cow.

Hon. A. BCRVILL: And that the proper
acenpation for other people is to exiract
trom it the laeteal fuid, and thus make a
very luerative ocenpation of it. 1 bave
pleasure in supporting the Bill, and I hope
the second reading will be ecarried, but in
Committee certain amendments ought to be
agreed to.

On motion by Hon. .J. Nicholson, debate
adjourned.

Mouse adjourned at 10 p.m.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. Mann and the Arbitration Court.

MR. MANN (Perth) {1.32]: I desire tu
make a personal explanation. On Wednes-
day night last, when the Bill to amend the
Edueation Act was before the Assembly, and
while speaking in support of an amendment
by the member for West Perth to permit legal
practitioners to appesr before the Teach-
ers’ Appeal Board, T referred to a state-
ment made by the President of the Arbi-
tration Court in the Tramways case, and
said the coart had reproved the secretary
for tie manner in which he had put the
union’s ease, On the 20th September, when
the case came before the court, Mr. Nash
opened the proceedings. My statement
wis hased on the following remarks of the
[President of the ecourt:—

T think T am voicing the opinion of all the
members of the court when 1 say that the
phraseology of the claims requires very careful
looking into, to see that what you have put
down expresses what you want, and what you
do want is clearly expressed. You will have
time to examine these various c¢lauses between
now :ind Monday, and if there are amendments

required, let us have them and give Mr. Thomas
a copy.

Mr. Bloxsome followed on and said—

You have been working under ar agreement

drafted by somebody else, and you secem to
have adopted cunstoms not expressed in the
agrecment at all,
It may be sugmested that I strained the
meaning of the court’s remarks in saying
that Mr. Nash had been reproved. 1 was re-
ported in the Press as baving said that Mr.
Nash was incapable of presenting the union’s
case. I did not make use of the word “in-
capable” that was attributed to me in the
Press report, nor did I infer that he was
incapable. T made no attack upon him what-
ever. My suggestion was that he was on
an average with other lay advocates. My
point was in regard to the principle that
dehars trained practitioners from appearing
in the Arbitration Court. My contention
was that 3 lesal practitiopers were per-
mitted to appear and also to draft the claims
to he presented to the court, it would bhe
much better and wonld resnlt in the saving
of mueh time,

Mr. Panton: A= a matter of faet. the
elaims were hgsed on the words used hy
Mr. Canning.

The Minister for Worksa:
a lawver.

Yes, and he was
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QUESTION-WHEAT PRODUCTION,
SOUTHERN CROSS.

Mr. GRIFFATHS asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Has the Department of Ag-
riculture obtained any details of the best
average production of wheat at Sovthern
Cross? 2, If so, will the Minister give {a)
the years these were obtsined, (b) what
were these acreages, {¢) what was the area
cropped?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
veplied: 1, No details are kept of the South-
ern Cross district separately, but the Gov-
ernment Stafistician compiles returns of the
Yilgarn district, which includes Southern
Cross, and the statement hereunder will
probably be interesting:-—

Average

per acre
Season. Acres. Bushels, (bushels).
1914-15 60 45 08
1915-18 111 1,089 9.8
1916-17 440 1,932 44
1917-18 532 5,410 102
1918-19 1,167 7,580 6.5
1919.20 740 4,665 6.3
1920-21 994 7,976 8.0
1921-22 1,160 9,130 7.9
1922-23 1,560 11,372 73
1923-24 1,840 11,493 6.2
1924-25 5665 34,365 81
1925-26 20,600 86,907 42

QUESTION—RAILWAY GAUGE
UNIFICATION.

Federal and State Obligations.

Mr. NORTH asked the Premier: 1, Are
the State Government irr possession of any
propesals by the Commonwealth Government
regarding the conversion of the State rail-
ways to the standard gauge, subsequnent to
the report of the Royal Commission of 1921
and the paper of 19222 2, In the event of
the State Government adopting the pro-
posals for a main trunk line between Fre-
mantle and Kalgoorlie, ss set ont in the
paper of 1922, would it be ineumbent upon
the Commonwealth to construct a modern
bridge over the Swan River free of direet
eost fo the State? 3, What is the estimated
cost of Western Australia’s contribution to
this scheme? 4, What is the estimated cost
of the work to be earried out in the State fo
give ¢ffect to the proposalst 5, What snm is
proposed in the aforesaid estimate for the
purpose of erecting the new hridge?
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The PREMLER replied: 1, No. 2, It will
he incumbent upon the Commonwealth to
bear their proportion of cost of a modern
bridge. 3, £1,078,103. 4, £5,030,000 (labour
and material). 5, £253,000 for proportional
eost of bridge for two lines 4ft. 814in. gange.
This figure does not include cost of deviation
or cost of resumption of land.

QUESTION—SOUTH-WEST POWER
SCHEME.

Mr. WILSON asked the Premier: Is it
his intention to introduce a Bill this session
to deal with the South-West electric power
scheme ot Collie?

The PREMIER replied: Yes.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1926-27.

Report of Committee of Ways and Means
adopted.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from the Governor received
and read notifying assent to the undermen-
tioned Bills:—

1, City of Perth Act Amendment.

2, Gnardianship of Infants.

3, Tndustries Assistance Aet Continuance.
4, Reserves,

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Public Edueation Acts Amendment.
2, Legitimation Act Amendment.
Passed.

BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS AOQT
AMENDMENT.

Report of Committes adopted.

BILL—ROYAL AGRICULTURAL
SOCIETY.

Serond Reading.
Debate resumed From 28th Oectober.
ME. E. B. JOENSTON (Williams-Narro-
gin) [4.43]: T desire to briefly support the
Bill. T am glad the Government have intro-

duced the measure. It will be an excellent
move to have all the agricultural societies in
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the State affiliated with the Royal Agrieul-
tural Society and to bave them placed on a
better basis, Agricultural shows thronghout
the country areas play an important part.
The days on which the shows are held are
annual holidays in the partienlar districts
concerned, and the shows themselves do a
great deal to indicate the progress of agri-
calture in the several distriets. They also
demonstrate the splendid work done by ke
settlers on the land. As the settlers im-
prove their holdings and introduce new
ideas, together with better stock, the pro-
gress made is reflected in the agrieultural
shows that are held. There is no doubt that
in Western Australia, as time goes on, we
shall cultivate & great many more erops than
we are doing to-day, and the agriculiural
societies thronghout the country areas will
play a still more important part in bringing
about that very desirable condition of
affairs, thus helping to make the State more
self-contained. I am pleased that the Gov-
ernment have introduced this measnre to
give the Royal Agrienltural Scciety legal
control of the agrieulfural shows held in the
State. That, T am sure, will be of benefit
not only to the Royal Agricultural Soeciety,
but to the various important agricultural
societies throughout the State, all of which
are doing most exeellent work in the diree-
tions T have indicated.

MR. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [445]: I
wish briefly to support the Bill. I shonld
not like it to go through its second reading
without having something to say, because
I have been particularly requested by the
agricultnral societies in my electorate, num-
bering six or seven, to support this measure.
Those societies are fully in accord with the
tdea of bringing under proper control the
various agricultural societies and of giving
the Royal Agricultural Society & proper
standing as regards the ontside centres.
For some time past there has been a desire
in the country districts that a Bill of this
deseription should be passed, and T am
pleased indecd that it is now in a fair way
to become the law of the land.

MR, SAMPSON (Swan) [446]: T join
with other speakers in supporting the Bill.
I am particularly interested in a rumber
of small shows or exhibitions that are held
from time to time. Pr-vision has been in-
eluded whereby it will be possible for an
appeal to be made to the Minister in the
event of the Royal Agrienltural Society re-
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fusing to register auy society, club, or as-
sociation. I feel contident that the control-
ling body will deal generously with the
smaller organisations, the whole of which
are carrying on most useful work. If we
have control by a governing body, better
results will be secured in return for the
eiforts put forth by those who constitute
the agricultural societies of the State. Since
the smaller organisations are to receive the
protection that it is essential they should
bave, I support the second reading of the
Bill.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle} [448]: 1ln
supporting the Bill, let me express my pleas-
ure that the Government have seen fit to in-
troducc it, becaunse it represents enother
form of preference to unionists, which is
the policy of the present Government.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Now you have
given the show away.

Mr. SLEEMAN: This Bill amounts to
nothing more or less than preference to
unionists. It provides that no soeiety shall
hold a show unless it is registered with the
Royal Agricultural Society. I have advo-
cated registration for the workers; no man
should be able to obtain a job uuless he is a
member of a union, The Bill provides that
it shall be practically a crime for any society
to hold a show without the sanction of the
Royal Agricultural Soeiety. 1f members op-
posite would carry that idea to its logical
conclusion, we should not hear so much from
them against the granting of preference to
unionists. That is what we are adopting
under this measure and the whole of the
Opposition are supporting it.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Agrieultire in eharge of the Bill

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Interpretation:

AMr. SAMPSON: What is intended by
“pastoral produets and livestoek” men-
tioned in the definition of “agricultural
show™?

The Minister for Agrieulture: All pro-
duets.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Bill
refers to agriemltural shows which inclade
livestock, but not fruit shows.
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The Minister for Agriculture: That is to
be the principal object.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The de-
finition reads—

‘¢ Agricultural show’’ means and incledes any
show having for ita primeipal object the ex-
hibition of agricultural or pastoral products
and livestock including borses in action.
Where a society is registered, control will ba
exercised over all exhibits.

The Minister for Agriculture: Yes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Unless
that is made clear, we shall fail in our in-
tention. If a4 man iransgresses, he will be
subject to disqualification, notwithstanding
that the exhibit may not be a bag of whest,
a fleece of wool, a horse or a cow. Any ex-
hibit at the show will be included.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Agricultural products, whether fruit, vege-
tables or anything else of the kind, are pro-
products of the soil, and the term “pastoral”
will embody whatever is not eontained in the
term “agrieultural.”’

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: A fruit show
could be held apart from this measure?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Fruit would be included in agriculture; we
could not bave fruit without agrieulture,
The definition includes everything.

Mr. Sampson: The popular meaning of
agricnlture is farming in the broader sense.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Wihat i known as agriculture is production
from the soil, and all commodities will be
inelnded.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Even flowers?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTTURE:
Yes.

Mr. Panton:That is hortieulture.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURKE:
Horticulture is merely a term for certain
cultivation, as also is viticulture.

Mr. Panton: Will horticultural societies
have to register under the Royal Agricultural
Society?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I cannot see why they should not.

Mr. Panton: Then there will be a bit of
opposition.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Horticnlture is the cultivation of flowers,
just as viticulture is the cultivation of
grapes. 1 think the definition inecludes
everything.

Mr. SAMPSON: The meaning of a ferm
is often altered by common usage. In the
popular sense agriculture applies to farm-
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ing pursuits. A farm is usually regarded as
a piece of land used for the production of
cereal or fodder creps. 1 agree that “agri-
cultural” means all forms of eculture and
would include fruit, flowers and all other
products of the soil. Perbaps the Minister
would agree to include the word “fruit” and
so remove any possibility of misconception.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The in-
clusion of the word “fruit” is not necessary.
The only shows referred to are those held
at present by the various agricultural socie-
ties throughout the State. There are many
other shows such as vegetable and fruit
shows, as well as dog and pouliry shows
run by different organisations.

The Minister for Agriculture: Dog and
ponltry shows would not be included.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
think the Minister, when moving the second
reading, led us to believe that other than
agrienltural shows would be included.

The Minister for Agriculture: I ineluded
fruit and vegetable shows.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But only
where those products are exhibited at an
ordinary agricaltnral show, We do not
want to interfere with the horticultural
shows.

Mr. Panton: To do so would be ridieslous.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We do
not want to interfere with the poultry shows.

Myr. Sampson: Pouliry wounld come under
the heading of live stock.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We
should not overload the agricultural societies
with & responsibility that it is not necessary
for them to undertake; nor do we want to
hinder those who are running other than
agricultural shows. We ought to be certain
what the definition includes. Some members
are interested in other shows and I should
like to know whether they wish fruit and
flower shows to come under this Bill.

Mr. PANTON: I was surpnsed fo hear
the Minister say that this Bill will in¢lude
all kinds of shows, including horticultural
shows. I am a member of the Perth Horti-
eultural Soeiety, which meets every month,
and I have not heard of any suggestion to
affiliate with the Royal Agricultural Society.
If the Royal Agrienltural Society have a
section for flowers, they seek the advice of
the hortienltural societies of Perth and Fre-
mantle, There are numercus horticuliural
societies; the railway and tramway men
have one, end there is one to be found in
many subarbs as well as in almost every
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town between Perth and Bunbury. If the
Minister’s contention is correct the Bill will
mean that each of these small societies will
be called upon to pay some unknown affilia-
tion fee. Not one member of the Royal
Agrienltural Society committee that I know
of is a member of a horticultural society.
I may have to move an amendment to pro-
vide that hortieultural societies, which have
no money for aftiliation fees, are not in-
eluded in the Bill.

Mr. Griffiths: I do no! think the Royal
Agricultural Society would wish to control
flower shows,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The clause might be allowed to pass. 1n
the meantime I will inquire as to whether
it does inelude hortienltural sceieties. If I
find that it does 1 wil} have the Bill recom-
mitted.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: My per-
sonal opinion 1s that these other shows are
not included in the Bill, but the Minister
says be infends to include them.

The Minister for Agrieulture:
thought the Bill included- them.

Hen. Sir JAVMES MITCHELL: We
shonld not bring in these other shows. If
the linister will have the matler gone into,
and will aequaint mewmhers with the result
hefore we pass the third reading, that will
he sativfactory.

Mr. BROWN: It would not he advisable
te inelude in the Bill any large horticeltural
society. As a rule at country shows flowers
and other exhibits are included in the gen-
eral show. It would certainly be a mistake
to bring large hortienltural shows within the
scope of the RBill

I said [

Clan~e put and pa=sed.

lanse  3—Remistration of Agricultural
Sorieties:
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Ths

clange is for the profection of exhibitors.
When the Aet is proclaimned everyone whe
exhibits at shows must do so in accordonce
with the catalogne. Too often that has not
heen done, but at present there is no hody
empowered to impose a penalty commen-
surate with the offence. 1f in furnre a per-
son wins an award unfairly he ean he dis-
qualified.

Mr. Sleeman: The Bill gives the Minister
power to override the governing hodies.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Only in
a limited way, and as it affects registration.
The Bill i= for the henefit of those whn do
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well, and enables a penalty to be inflieted
on those whe do ill. Without this power the
transgressor may go unpunished.

My. Hughes: Do you not think the person
dealt with should have a right of appeal
against the Committee?

llgn, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
clanse is well drafted. We are not giving
preference to anyone, but are seeking to pro-
tect those who exhibit at shows.

Mr. SAMPSON : | see no reference in the
clanse to representation being granted to the
aftilinted or registered agrieultural shows.
The Minisivr might agree to the following
proviso :—“Provided that every registered
agricnltural show shall be granted represen-
tation on the council of the Royal Agrienl-
tural Society.”

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
that is provided for in Clause 6, which in-
clides delegates from all agrienltural socie-
ties.

The CHEATRMAN : The member for Swan
mevely suvgested the proviso; he did not
move its insertion.

Mr. SAMPEON: (lause U contains a re-
ference to delegntes of rvegistered agricul-
tural societies, but not, so far as I can see,
any provision for their appointment. Con-
sequently, the admission of representatives
of the various registered shows would not
he obligntory on the Royal Agrienltural
Snciety.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The suggested proviso is unnecessary in view
of the fact that nothing e¢an be done as fo
rules or methods of government except with
the consent of the afMliated soeietices.

Mr. Panton: Where are the delegates
nnder Clause 6 obtained from?

The MINXISTER FOR AGRICTULTURE:
Tor Lhe purposes o the measure, the Sta'e
is divided into six districts, which will zend
delegates.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Bill
has been earefully drafted by the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman in eonsultation with the
Minister and the agricultural societies. It
is one of the few measures of the session
that seem fairlv clear., There may he a
delegate from every registered agricnltural
coriety to sit on even terms with the eouneil
of the Roval Acricultural Society for the
purpose of framing by-laws. Tt wonld he
a pitv to introduce unnecessary words imto
leoislation of this kind. The desire of the
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inember for Swan has been anticipated by
the Minister,

Hon. . TAYLOR: I do not know that
we ave justified in giving so much power
to the Royal Agriculinral Soctety. How-
ever, the Minister has the final say after the
Royal Agricultural Society. In my opinion
there is not so much justification for the
Bill as the Minister suggested when moving
the second reading. Apparently the argu-
ment is that a man who does wrong at a
small show cannot now be dealt with by the
Royal Agricultural Society if he bappens to
be a member of that society, and that if the
small societies are amalgamated with the
Royal Agriecultural Society the wrong action
of such a man at a small show would be a
wrong action affecting the Royal Agricul-
tural Society. It is possible now for the
Royal Agricultural Society to say to such
a man, “As you have done something wrong
outside, you shall not have an opportunity
of doing wrong here.”

Mr. C, P. WANSBROUGH: The Bill is
the outcome of a general desire throughout
the State that the Royal Agrienltwral So-
ciety should control the position. Clouze 6
provides for an anpunl conference of dele-
gates from all over the State to make hy-
laws. The Bill is necessary, and is in con-
formity with the wishes of the small agri-
cultural societies. T commend the Minister
for having brought the measure down.

Clause put and passed.

Clanses 4 to 7—agreed to.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported withont amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL—DAIRY CATTLE COMPENSA-
TION.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 28th October.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [5.30: T sup-
port the second reading. The lot of the
dairy farmer calls for much sympathy and
belp. Tt entails laborions and never-ending
toil. The dairy farmer, more perhaps than
any other worker in a primary industry, has
to look ahead. Many weeks before actually
needing it, he must prepare pasture.

The Minister for Lands: T wish he eould
do it in a few weeks.
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Mr. SAMPSON: It means a number of
weeks, at all events. When all in that way
has been done, the dairy farmer frequently
finds himself the vietim of unserupulous mid-
dlemen. Evidence shows that in this State
there have been many instances of dairy
farmers being treated most unfairly. The
pug aansga|d am} SaBy jou seop usmLirmp
sutistaction that eome to most members of
the community. He has no opportunity to
enjoy social recreation and he has little, if
any, time for reading. Indeed, so long are
the hours he has to work that it is question-
uble whether his physique would stand up
te reading or recrcation. He goes to bed
very early indeed in the evening, hecause he
has to rise long before the dawn. Every
day, week after week and month after
month, his place is on the farm.

The Minister for Lands: You are showing
good reasons why a man should keep ouf of
dairying,

Mr. SAMPSON: If the truth weve told
about dairying, not many would enter upon
that avocation. But the Bill is designed to
improve the lot of the dairyman, and so I
will support it. It has been said that very
few duirymen encourage their sons to take up
the avocation. T doubt whether the Minister
for Lands, if starting out again, notwith-
standing his knowledge of pastures and his
intetest in dairying, would venture to take
up this work for a livelthood. In the “West
Australian” of 29th QOetober we had this evi-
dence by Mr. John Rankin, a dairy farmer
of Victoria—

I say that no man can get a return on the
capital invested. I have not paid any income
tax in respect of my dairying operations for
five years, T have made a loss. I paid inecome
tax as the result of my receiving various faes
in conncetion with the bodies with which I am
connected. ~ Only one of iy four sons has
stayed on the land. The others, acting largely
on my advice, have taken up other occupations.
1 told them to obtain a position at work thas
was more profitable than dairy farming, I was
compelled to retain one son on the farm, as
[ was away so much attending to other publie
dnties.

ITe put forward an apology for baving re-
tnined even one son at this work. The Bill
does not go far enough. Tt makes 3rovision
for compensation to owners of dairy ecattle
afflicted with tubereulosis and actinomycosis.
Those two diseases are communicable to
human beings. It is acknowledged hy
gcientists and those gualified to speak medi-
eally that tuberenlosis ean be communicated
in milk. As a matter of faet, milk is one
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of the most readily susceptible of all foods,
providing a ready host for germs. Conse-
quently it is of the utmost importance that
tubercular dairy cattle should not be allowed
to provide milk for human consumption.
Nevertheless it is suspected that tubercular
cattle have been slaughtered for food. That,
of course, is a startling statement to make.
Having turned up an autherity on the sub-
ject, I say the slanghiering of tubercular
cattle for food is equally dangerous with the
passing inte consumption of milk from tub-
ercular cows. Tuberculous deposits may re-
main occult for years and then suddenly
flare up. That is the evidence of a well-
known scientist. Another contagions disease
to which cattle are subject is pleurc-pneun-
monia.  Fortunately, cattle in Western
Australia are not very prone to this disease.
Still, eattle brought from the Eastern States
have been proved to be affected with pleuro-
Ppneumonia, and as a result dairymen in this
State have suffered. Legislation 1hat would
protect the dairymen from losses in respect
of these several discases should receive very
serious consideration. One or more meet-
ings have been held by dairymen recently.
Whilst those meetings may not have been
fully representative of the industry, the mat-
ters diseussed were of paramount interest.
Those meetings, and a deputation with which
I was associated that waited on the Minister
some 1nonths ago have been, I believe, largely
responsible for the bringing down of this
measure, for which I thank the Minister for
Agriculture. Lepislation providing com-
pensation to dairymen for the loss of cattle
suffering {rom contagiouns diseases is neces-
sary in the interests of the public health,
The Bill recognises the responsibility of the
public to bear some portion of the expense
resulting from these dread diseases. It must
be remembered that the better and more
prolific the milker, the more liable is she to
tuberculosis. The dairy cow has been devel-
oped to so high a stage of productivity that
the other organs of the animal have beecome
weakened, so leaving her prone to contract
tuberculosis. Nature never intended that a
cow should be so highly developed as a
milker. . I understand that one gallon of
milk per day is ample sustenance for a calf;
yet under modern dairying conditions cows
will produce five galtons and six gallons and
even more, per day. The drying-off of a
tubercular cow gives her an opportunity
to recover. Many instances of recovery have
been reported as the result of this simple
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treatment. We know that even in the human
family many recoveries from tuberculosis
have been achieved, I repeat that the re-
sponsibility of bearing the loss resulting
from the destruction of cows afflicted with
tuberculosis should be borne by the eom-
murnity, The provision of a pure milk sup-
ply is of first-class importance. At present,
if a cow is suspected of being tubercular, an
inspector orders her destruction. If the
carease be found to be only partly affeeted,
the aflected portions are thrown aside, but
the remainder passes into consumption. Not
every dairyman can afford to lose even one
eow, and when several in the herd show
signs of tubereulosis, 1 am informed it some-
times happens that the cows are slanghtered
in the bush and the meat passed into con-
sumption. That, of course, is because at
present no compensation 1is provided,
and in the event of, say, animals becoming
affected, the dairyman has to bear the loss,
It is a loss that should be borne by the com-
wunity; or to an extent compensation should
be paid ont of an insurance fund and from
funds partly, if not wholly, provided from
Consolidated Revenue, In Vietoria there is
what is termed a Cattle Compensation Act,
which was passed in 1924, The object of
that Aet is the eradication of disease im
cattle. That I believe to be an impossibility.
In Victoria the annnal average number of
cattle suffering from toberenlosis is 300,
from actinomycosis 360, and from plenro
pneumonia 700, while of pleure pneumonin
contacts approximately 1,000 head are dis-
covered at the abattoirs to be suffering from
tubereulosis. In Vietoria there is a charge
of one penay in the pound on the declared
or selling value of the cattle. By this means
a compensation fund is provided. This ap-
plies to all cattle throughout the State, The
tax is exclusively levied on cattle sold, but
that to me seems to be a very inequitable
way of doing things.

The Minister for Agriculture: We conld
not do that in this State hecause of its scat-
tered nature.

Ar. SAMPSON: 1 notiee the Minister
limits the operation of the Bill not only to
dairy eattle, but to snch areas as are pro-
claimed. In Vietoria the Aet applies to all
cattle, including bulls, cows, oxen, steers and
heifers, or calves, and the ferm “disease"
means any addition to toberenlosis, aetin-
omyeosis, pleure pneumonia contagiosa. The
cattle must be registered; that is a sine qua
non in connection with the Victorian Aet. I
sent a telegram to Victoria te ascertain what
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amount of money had been found with which
to provide compensation and for other par-
ticulars, and the reply I received was as fol-
lows i —

Compensation payable for cattle destroyed is

seven-eighths assessed value if diseased fully;
not diseased, maximum twenty-five pounds.
Amount paid since proclamation from com-
pensation fund contributed wholly by cattle
owners twenty-three thousand five hundred
pounds; amount contributed from Government
funds to pay forty per cent. of compensation
respecting tuberculosis and actinomycosis
eight thousand eight hundred pounds, Resarve
in compensation fund £17,500.
The Vietorian Minister for Agriculture was
good enough to let me have that information.
It shows that notwithstanding the compara-
tively low tax, the fund is ample for the pur-
pose, and the reserve is very large.

The Minister for Agriculture: Not a
penny_compensation is paid for pleuro.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am hoping the Minis-
ter will agree to add pleuro pneumonia to
the diseases mentioned in the Bill. It is a
most contagious disease and when it spreads,
plays havoc amongst the stock. Dairy cattle
suffering from pleurc pnenmonia have been
received in this State, and in order that com-
plete protection may be given to the dairy-
men, the Minister should agree to include
the disease in the Bill. In Vietoria the maxi-
mum compensation is £25, in which case the
sum of 2s, 14. per head would be payable on
the sale of the cattle. Not every animal is
worth £25 or anything like that amount. On
the other hand, there are dairy cows that
are worth up to £30. In the Bill it is ob-
vious that the compensation provided for is
not altogether an insurance; it goes some
distance towards that objeet, but it is not
100 per cent. effective. The value of a cow
is limited to £15 less 10 per cent., so thati
the full amount of insurance which could be
secured for the most valuable dairy bull or
cow wounld be £13 10s.

The Minister for Agriculture: In Victoria
the amount is £25 less fen per cent.

Mr. SAMPSON: It seems to me that the
Bill is not wholly for the protection or for
the insnrance of dairymen. I realise that
the public suffer when the position is as it
is at present, or are liable to suffer when
cows are apparently suffering from tuberen-
losis and have not been condemmned and, to
use a colloguialism, may be killed to save
their lives. The amount of £13 10s. would
provide as big a return as any animal conld
possibly feteh if sold for butcher’s meat. T
snggest that the Minister agree to increase
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the amount tv £25 according to the value
of the animal, which value would of course
be declared when registration was effected.
Even if the value appeared o be high, it
would be possible to make an examination
of the animal and fix the amount at what
was considered equitable. The prevention of
the unloading of diseased meat on the publie
is of the first importance, and for that pur-
pose alone, the Bill has mueh virtue. Bat
there is the other matter, and that is the
insurance which the Bill sets out to provide
for dairymen. The Bill stops short of giving
that full insurance to which the dairyman
is entitled. It will be said, possibly, that the
killing of eattle in the bush is illegal, bug
startling rumours are heard oceasionally
of this being done and the meat being dis-
posed of illegally. The Bill i= limited to
dairy ecattle, and that heing so, the compen-
sation to be provided should be sufficient
for those dairymen who lose the whole or a
part of their herds. The measure should go
forther, and in addition to tuberenlosis and
actinomycosis, there should be consideration
in respest of pleuro pnemmonia and possibly
rinderpest. I do not propose to press the
rinderpest aspeet because it is extremely un-
likely that that disease will again make ils
appearance in Western Austratia. I do not
know what amount the Minister proposes te
levy for the registration of cattle, It is, I
take it, a definite amount for the first year,
and afterwards it is to he varied as cireum-
stances warrant. I hope that the Bill will
pass both Houses; it is in the interests not
only of dairymen but the public, that it
shonld do so. It is important that we should
have a pure milk supply, and it is dae to
owners of herds that they should have the
advantage of compensation. Further, since
the public require a pure milk sapply, they
should bear a portion of the ezpense of
mainteining healthy herds. I regret that
the Bill does not go further, and I am hope-
ful that in Commitiee the Minister will agree
to add plearo pneumonia, and to inerease the
amount of compensation from £15 less 10
per cent. to £25 less 10 per cent. I sapport
the second reading.

MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [0.0]: I
have mueh pleasnre in supporting the second
reading of the Bill. T congratulate the Min-
ister on having introduced a measure that
will extend some measure of justice 1o those
interested in the dairying industry. When
moving the second reading of the Bill the
Minister said it was proposed to restriet the
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operations ot the Bill to the wmetropolitan
aren for the time being, and he alsp pointed
out that on 0,000 dairy eattle estimaled (o he
in that area, the payment of 2s. per head
wounld amount to £600, which the Govern-
ment proposed to subsidise up to £300. With
the advantage of such a fund, the position of
the dairyman will be improved. 1t furnishes
a recognition of the principle that i, in the
interests of the community as a whole, dairy
cattle have to be slaughtered, the duirymen
concerned are entitled to sorme compensation.
I regret ‘that the provisions of the Bill are
not more liberal. The dairyman who may be
unfortunate enough to encounter irouble
with his herd may he a most eareful man.
He may look after his cattle splendidly; he
may house them well; he may give them
every care and aftention possible. 1f his
eattle contract diseases dealt with in the
Bill and they have to be slaughtered in the
interests of the comumunity as a whole, then
the community should not penalise the indi.
vidual. I snggest to the Minister that he
consider the advisability of amending the
Bill so that an unfortunate dairyman placed
in the position T have deseribed, shall receive
compensation to the extent of the full value
of the cattle destroyed.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You must state
what the value of the cattle mav be.

Mr. THOMSON: I know that. .\ suh-
clanse of Clause 5, which deals with rompen-
sation to owners, reads as follows:—-

The value of any cattle so destroyed shall
be detcrmined by agreement between the owner
and the inspector nnder whoge aunthority such
cattle were destroyed; and in default of such
agreement the value shall be determined hy
some competent and impartial person nomin-
ated by the Miniater, and the determination of
such person ghall be final and conclusive,

That subelanse is fair enongh but T do not
think it is quite just to set out in the pro-
viso to that subelause that “in no case shall
the value as =0 determined of one head of
any cattle exceed €158 Nor do T think it
fair that the owner of the cattle sheuld e
penalised to the extent of 10 per eent. of
the value of the cattle destroved. .\ dairy-
man may have some very fine cows, As
the member for Swan (Mr. Sampson} has
pointed cut, very often the best cattle are
those that show traces of disease.  When
the inspector examines the herd, the infeeted
cattle are slanghtered and vet the dairyman
can receive 90 per cent. only of the value
agreed upon respecting the cows that have
been killed.

{ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Lands:
ing now.

Mr. THOMSOX: [ know that. 1 bave al-
ready suid that the Bill represents a measore
ol justice tuv the dairywen and bave con-
aratulated the (Government upon irtrodue-
ing it. [ am puinting out that we should be
just 1o the fullest extent possible, and the
man who is making his living from dairying
should be compensated (o the full extent of
the value ot the cows slanghtered in the in-
terests of the community. To limit the com-
pensation to £156 per cow is to fix too low a
tigure, especially as that amount is subjeet
to u 10 per eent. reduction. Cattle supplied
lo the gronp settlers have cost more than £15
per head, -

The Minister for Lands:
huve vost wmove, ~

Mr. THOMSOX: Yes, and as I have al-
ready pointed out, it is unfortunate that the
most costly animals are often those attacked
by disease. [ hope the Minister will consider
a proposal to pay 100 per cent. compensa-
tion. Kven that would not recoup the dairy-
mzn, heeause he might not be able to replace
the slaughtered cows with animals that were
equally prolific as pail-fillers. On the general
prineiples underlying the Bill, T congratulate
the (lovernment on extending at least a small
measnre of justice to the dairvmen. We re-
cogatse that the dairymen themselves are o
provide the larger proportion of the fund.
I would like to go further than the Bill
does, and provide that where animals were
stanghtered m the inferests of the eom-
munity, the people generally should bear
the whole cost and there should be no charge
upon the owner of the dairy herd. When
placing the Bill before the Honge, the Min-
ister said that it provided something in the
nature of an iusurance scheme, and I dare-
say that the dairymen appreciate the aetion
ol the Government in introducing the meas-
ure from that point of view. At (he sane
time 1 do not think the daivymen should he
lasers to the extent of even 10 per cent. A
dairyman may lose half his herd. TIn that
event 10 per cent. off the maximum compen-
sation allowed per animal would repre-
sent a hig loss to that man, particularly
in view of the additional faet that the dairy-
man may run the risk of losing bis milk
round as well. To retain his round, it will
be necessary for such a dairyman 1o pur-
ehase milk for his eustomers until sveh time
as he can replace the slaughtered cows. In
that event the dairyman will be confronted
with a eonsiderable Toss hefore he is able to

They get noth-

Some of them
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recover lis position. I hope the Minister
will agree 1o amend the Bill along the lines
1 snggest. The Government will be protected
in view of the provision that the value of the
cattle destroyed has to be determined by
azveement or by an impartial arbitrator.
No doubt advantages will be taken of the
compensation faml,

MR, MILLINGTON (Leederville) {6.10]:
The Biil 1s the outcome of representations
of stock owners themselves. The necessity
for making provision for compensation was
broaght home to them by the activities of
the Agricultural Department last year when
a somewhat rigorous inspection was made
of the dairy herds in the metropolitan area.
As a resnlt, a number of valuable dairy
cows were destroyed. T was asked to attend
a meeting of stock owners in my electorate.
They were naturally incensed and panic
stricken owing to the action taken by the
stock inspectors.

Mr. Thomson:
the stock owners.

Mr. MILLINGTON: Of course.  Those
people depended upon their herds for a liv-
ing. It was not only the value of their liv-
ing that was affected; their assets, on which
they depended, were depleted. It is hard to
value stock of that deseription, from which
people secure their livelihood. In ome in-
stance the stock owner had a small herd,
including two valuable cows. Those par-
ticular cows had to be destroyed. Whereas
the lady in question was able to make a
living out of her original herd, it was im-
possible to make a living with the loss of
the two valuable cows I have mentioned.
Naturally, the dairymcen became anzious,
and they approached the Minister with a
deputation urging that the QGovernment
should eompensate owners for siock that
were destroyed. When we put the request
hefore the Minister, he stated that there
was no fund available from which the stock
owners could be compensated.  After we
had discussed the matter for some time, the
Minister promised to consider the establish-
ment of a contributory insuranee scheme.
The Bill before the House iz the result of
that disenssion. It has to be recognised
that this scheme iz an experiment. T could
propose a more genercus measure of assist-
ance than is outlined in the Bill. From my
assoeiation with the stoek owners, however,
I am not sure that they would be in favour
of more generous provisions. They were

[82)

It was a serious loss to

2333

opposed to the principle of contribatory
insurance. When the proposal was ad-
vanced by the Minister at the outset, I did
not know how the stock owners would ae-
cept it. They took the view that they should
receive more compensation.

Mr. Sampson: There is a lot in that too.

Mr., MILLINGTON: I vealise that the
member for Swan (Mr. Sampson) and
others can suggest 2 lot of trimmings to the
Bill. The fact remains that the Government
with which they were associated gave no
consideration to this quesiion at all. -Now
the Bill is before us theyv ean show quite
easily how it ean be improved, provided
funds are available.

Mr. Sampson: We were not asked for a
Bill.

The Minister for Lands: Yes, you were.

Mr. MILLINGTOX : I do not know what
authority the member for Swan has for
suggesting the inelusion of pleuro pneu-
monia; the stock owners do not consider
it should be inecluded within the seope of
the Bill. Those people have to pay for the
insurance, and they desire to safeguard
themselves from diseases mosl likely fo
affect their herds.

AMr. Sampson : Pleuro pnenmonia has made
its appearance among the dairy caftle.

Mr. MILLINGTON: The stock owners
say they desire to be insured against the
worst types of diseases from which they are
liable to suffer, such as tuberculosis and
lumpy jaw. Dairy cattle have had to be
destroyed beeause they were snffering from
those particular diseases.  The dairymen
have now overcome their objection to econ-
tributory insurance, and have accepied the
Bill as it has been presented to the House.
It may be said that the obligation to insure
is on the owner, but in this instanee there
are cireumstancez that justify a eeriain
amount of the insurance being paid by the
State. That justification ariscs from the
fact that stock have been destroved not only
to prevent the spread of diseases among the
herds, but in the interests of the health of
the community. We managed to satisfy the
Minister. who was most sympathetie, that if
the publie were to be protected from possi-
bilities arising from the diseases in guestion.
the people could be justifiably ealled upon
to pay a proportion of the insurance money.
I am pleased with the reeeption accorded
the measure in this Chamber.

Sitting suspended from 6.35 to 7.30 p.m.
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Mr, MILLINGTON: When we are intro-
ducing a principle that previously has not
been recognised in this State, tie dairymen
are justified in asking that additional cau-
tion be ezercised. There are dairymen who
regard the measure in the nature of an ex-
periment and hope that in the future its
operation may be extended, but for the pre-
gent this is as far as they care to go. I
attended meetings of the dairymen and that
is their desire. If we go further the regis-
tration rate must be increased, and the
dairymen are not prepared to launch out
further in that direction, Consequently,

the Government have met the wishes of the

dairymen in respect to the diseases to be
included. 1 believe this measure will have
the effect of improving the dairy herds from
a health point of view. In the past there
has been a disposition on the part of dairy-
men to resent inspection by the depart-
mental officials. One can quite understand
that. It has been suggested that the tuber-
culin test is not as effective as eould be de-
sired. Some owners insist that eows thaf
have been condemned and afterwards
slaughtered have been found to be not suf-
fering from tuberculosis. Cows suffering
from lumpy jaw have been destroyed and
some dairymen contend that only the head
of the beast was deleterious to health, and
that the carcase could have been unsed for
human econsumption. Dairy ecattle at the
time were worth £20 a head and after the
expenses had been paid, some owners found
themselves with a debit, because they re-
ceived nothing for the earcase. When mem-
bers suggest that a2 rate of compensation
higher than £15 should be fixed, I reply that
the dairymen have discussed the question
and are safisfied with that amount. One of

them even remarked that £15 was a pretty .

rood priee for a tubercular cow.

Mr. Sampson: This Bill introduces the
principle of providing compensation.

Mr. MILLINGTON: But when we pro-
vide for insnrance the dairymen have to
pay for it, and it is not proposcd to insure
the beasts to their full value. Therefore the
maximum has been fixed at £15, whiech I
believe is satisfactory to the owners. If a
higher rate is fixed, a higher registration
fee will be necessary, and the dairymen are
not prepared to pay it. I believe the Bill
will have the effect of greatly improving the
health standard of the dairy herds, because
there will no longer be any disposition to
prevent inspection by the officials. The

[ASSEMBLY.)

dairymen even went to the extent of sug-
gesting that the department were unduly
active at the time in question. Some of them
suggested in my presence that it was not so
during the regime of the previous Govern-
ment. When this fact was mentioned to the
Minister for Agrienlture he replied, “Well,
if previous Governments did not insist on a
thorough inspection, it is a serious reflee-

.tion upon them.”

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They made fuss
enough abount it at the time,

Mr. MILLINGTON: They made fuss
enough about it to me. I could not suggest
that the deparfmental officials should slow
down in the matter of inspection, and since
it was proposed that inspeetion be compul-
sory and infected cattle be destroyed, the
only way out of the difficulty was to provide
a scheme of insurance, The one method by
which insurance could be introduced was to
make registration compulsory in & given
distriet; otherwise the owners least ahle fo
bear loss would probably be the ones which
would fail to insure. The dairymen are
satisfied that it would be well to start with
a given district. The request for the measure
came from dairyman in the mefropolitan
area. The Bill will necessitate no additional
expense in the matter of inspection. The
present staff will be able to inspect the
stock, and the department wil! be able to
administer the Act. Naturally we do not
wish to build up s big and expensive de-
partment that will eat into the funds sup-
plied by way of registration fees towards
an insurance scheme. T believe that the
dairymen are satisfied that this measure
should be passed in its present form. As
mentioned by the Leader of the Country
Party, there is certainly a request that its
secope shounld he extended to other distriets.
and there is nothing in the measnre to pre-
vent that beinz done.

Mr, Sampson: No particular distriet is
specified.

Mr. MILLINGTON: It would be well to
organise one distriet thoroughly for a start.
The Bill provides for rigid inspection when
a sale of stock takes place. If one distriet is
made suhject to the mensure and is cleaned
up, the measure ean then be extended to other
districts. If an attempt were made to apply
it wholesale to all the distriets that supply
milk to the metropolitan area, there wonld
be no chanee of securing adequate inspee-
tion within a reasonable time. It is only
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right to confine the seope of the Bill to a
specific aren, and when that distriet has
been cleaned up the measure can be extended
to other disiriets that desire its provisions to
apply to them. The suggestion that in the
Eastern States similar legislation was ap-
plied generally is correct. For all that we
are asking that it be applied here in an en-
tirely different manner. The stock owners
have not asked that it Le applied wholesale,
and therefore it will be applied to distriets
whence urgent requests for it have been re-
ceived. 1 do not wish to speak on the state
of the industry; that hag not much to de
with the question. Let us establish the prin-
ciple that wheress ordinarily the obligation
would rest on the owner to insure his stock,
special eircumstanees justifying a sobsidy
by the Government have been shown. T
presume there will be some opposition to
the Bill, but all things considered the fact
that it is designed to protect the publie jus-
tifies its introduction and the assistance thai
it is proposed the State should afford to this
insurance seheme. Although I should like to
see insurance provided on a bigger and per-
haps more generous scale, in view of all
the circumstances and the fact that it is
a contributory scheme, we may well be satis.
fied with this measare for the time being,
knowing that the people particularly con-
eerned gre satisfied that we should not go
further at present. There will be nothing
to prevent the Government from extending
the operation of the measure, or enlarging
it with respect to the maximum amount.
For the present, however, those concerned
are satisfied that the Bill should be passed
as printed. I congratulate the Government
on the sympathy they have shown to the
stock owners who requested this legislation,
and I think it can he said that the stock
owners of the metropolitan area are pre-
pared to support it, believing it is the most
satisfactory measure that conld be intro-
duced at this juneture and the utmost that
{hey can finanee. The fact that many out-
side distriets have requested that the measure
should be extended shows that the principle
is sound and will be beneficial to the in-
dustry. T have pleasure in supporting the
second reading.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt Margaret)
[7.41]: I do not intend to oppose the second
reading of the Bill. Having heard the re-
marks of the member for Leederville (Mr.
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Millington), as well as the speech of the
Minister for Agriculture in moving the
second reading, it seems to me that the dairy-
men in the metropolitan area at least have
discussed the matter with the department
and are satisfied with the measure. The
member for Leederville, who represents a
district containing a large section of the
dairy herds that supply the metropolitan
area, bas told us in unmistakable language
that le has attended meetings and deputa-
tions of the dairymen at which the merits
and demerits of the Bill have been discussed.
We have it from him that the dairymen are
perfectly satisfied with the measure and that
it should be passed as a sort of experiment.
As to the contributions to the fund, three-
fifths by the dairymen and two-fifibs by
the (fovernment, the member for Leederville
says the dairymen are perfectly agreeabile.

My. Thomson: 1t is the principle at stake.
It might affect the whole of the State.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Leader of the
Country Party remarks that there is a prin-
ciple at stake that might affect the whole
of the cattle owners and cattle raisers in the
State. From the remarks of the Minister
and from my reading of the Bill, I conclude
that the measure is designed as a protection
to the dairy herds so that the publie may be
safegnarded against getting milk from tuber-
cular cows,

The Minister for Agriculture: The Stock
Diseases Aet gives power to protect the
publie.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: But not to eonfiscate
diseased cattle,

The Minister for Agrieulture: The Stock
Diseases Act gives power fo ensure a pure
milk supply.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: But no consideration
is given to the owner of a diseased beast.
This measure will provide for remuneration
in respect of a beast that is slanghtered on
acconnt of suffering from tuberculosis,

The Minister for Agricultare: That is an
entirely new prineiple.

Hon, G. TAYLOR: Certainly it is in this
State, thongh it is not new in other parts
of the Commeonwealth. The guestion is
whether, in view of the protection that will
be ensured to the metropolitan milk supply,
the contribution by the owners of the beasts
is not rather high. That, bowever, is a
matter for consideration in Committee. The
Bill says they have to confribute three-fifths,
and the Government two-fifths. We lknow
there will be some difficulty if the Bill is
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extended beyond the dairy herds. We are
discussing this matter purely from the point
of view of remuneration {o those who arv
the first people to be affected, namely, the
dairymen in the metropolitan area, and in ali
probubility some other parts where it is
well known to the department that infected
cows exist. 1f a tarmer has a cow on hiy
tarm for his own reynirements, it is unlikely
the Government will send an inspector niles
inte the bush to look at the animai. That
surely will not come about for some time.
The fears of the leader of the Country
Party need mnot, therefore, be vconsidered
very much & present.

Mr. Thomson: There are numerous dairy
berds in the country.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I am prepared to ac-
cept an extension of the powers contained
in the Act to dairy herds, wherever they may
be.

The Minister for Agriculture: All dairy
herds are affected now under the Stock Dis-
cases Aet, but we have no power to com-
pensate.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: It is right there
should be power to compensate. The member
for Katanning 35 afraid that the remun-
eration will eome from the stock owners to
a greater extent than it will from the Gov-
ernment. ] believe, however, it 15 not the
intention of the Minister to pui the Bill
into force all over the Siate

The Minister for Agriculture: No.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: It will be put into
force in some distriets that will embrace the
metropolitan area?

The Minister for Agriculture: Yes.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The people in the
country need not worry, for T do not think
the Aet will he applied to them.

Hor Sir James Mitchell:  Yon cannet
help applying it all over the plaee.

Hon. G. TAYLOR : The Minister will have
power to say wWhere it shall be applied. It
will take at least two years to clean up the
metropolitan area. If the departmental
officers do the work in that time, they will
do well.

The Minister for Agriculture: Inspertions
have already heen made in the country nunder
the Stock Diseases Aet.

Hon. (. TAYLOR: But the Bill will not
he put into operation to too great an extent
10 herin with.

The Minister for Agriculture: The Leader
of the Country Party need nof have any
fears upon that seore.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Hon. G TAYLOR: I suport the seecond
reading of the Bill

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) {7.43): The inspection of dairy herds
has been golng on for years. As long ago
as 1909 or 1910 Mr. Titus Lander was very
much in evidence. We all remember bis
expression “put the boot in.”

The Minister for .\griculture: For some
years the matter was neglected, but that wus
uot due to the Minister's fanlt.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
were always inspections under the Stock
Digenges Act.

The Minister for Agriculture: But they
were not carried oufl for some years.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 think
they were. There was enough fuss ahout
them., The Bill is to compensate owners for
cattle destroyed. We are asked to provide
compensation, the fund for which will be
coniributed to hy the owners as a sort of
insurance. In the early stages, the cleaning
np of infected cattle will niean considerable
outlay, but afier a while the outgoings will
heeome less. There may be an accumulation
of discased eatfle whiech has escaped the
notice of the inspectors. It is not always
easy to deteet the presence of discase. The
dairying industry cannot be overvalued. It
is usnal for some members to {alk about the
awful work involved in this industry or that
industry, Al work that ean be avoided may
he eounied as awful work by those who do
not wish to engage in it. We cannot escape
work. We probably shall not escape it in
this Chamber until a late hour to-night. The
dairying industry is a most valuable one to
Australia.

Hon. G. Taylor: And a necessary one.

Hon. Siy JAMES MITCHELL: In Vie-
toria theve are a wmillion and a half cattle,
a large proportion of which are dairy cattle.
They slaughter there nearly half a miltion
head of cattie a year. Tn this State we have
nearly a million eattle, of which 81,000 are
dairy ecattle, and we slaughier less than
90,000 a year. Our catfle are on stations,
and are not kept in small numbers by dairy
farmers or small holders. Tn Vietoria 33
per cent, of the total ommber of cattle held
are slaughtered each year. This shows the
valne of the dairving industry. In our ease
probably onlv 714 per eent. of our total
holding of cattle are slanghiered.
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The AMinister for Agriculture: We

slaughter more sheep here.
Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In Vie-
toria 2% million sheep are slanghtere!

aunually, and the population is five
times greater than ours. We ha.o
not more cattle to slanghter, 1f «sn
bhad, they would be exported.  The

works at Wyndham are not over-supplied
We cannot get all the caitle we could kill.
Dairying is a very valuable industry to the
State. Allhoungh it is unfortunate that the
industry ties down those that are engaged in
it, because a cow must be milked once in 12
hours, it is of greal importance to the whole
State. 1t brings in that weekly ¢heque which
s man mnest have when he possesses small
means. It is the weekly cheque that makes
the industry workahle, Let us face the posi-
tion. We do not want to force people to
engage in it unless thev desire to do so, but
let us encourage them to do so. Sinee 1919,
20,000 eows have heen added to our dairy
herds, so that we have 50 per cent. more
cows in five vears than we had. That is not
a bad reeord for Western .Australia. Tn-
fortunately we have not added 50 per cent.
to our popunlation in the same time. We
need not face the industry squirming and
squealing about the awfalness of it, bat as
one that is regarded as valuable the world
over. In the United States the dairy herds
tast vear hrought in more money than all
the wheat and all the potatoes grown there.
Dairving is praetised everywhere, as a rule
in small herds. If the herds are kept fairly
small, there will be a large nnmber of people
engaged in the business. Tn Vietoria the aver-
age per farm is about 11 cows. One person
ean milk that number, but generally there is
more than one person on a farm, which
makes life easier for all.” In Vietoria nearly
three-quarters of a million cows are milked,
and yet they can slaughter 33 per cent. of the
totnl eattle held. The value of the industry
lies in the butter and cheese produced from
it. The report of the dairving industry in
Aunstralia is most interesting. Tt is a great
misfortune that in this State we should he
milking onty 61,000 cows ount of a total of

2,300,000 milked in Australia, Of Austra-
lia’s wheat area we have nearly a
quarter in our State, but we have

only 214 per cent. of the dairy ecattle
in Australia, equal to ahout one-fortieth
of the whole. That disparity must
be removed. There is great wealth in the in-
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dusiry for many people. There is no reason
why we should not aim at milking as many
cows as are milked in Victoria. Vietoria is
only a fraction of the size ol this corner of
Western Australia., We have, therefore,
sumething to look forward to in the industry
here. Let us look at the industry as if we
wanted it fostered. Do not let us begin by
sympathising profoundly with everyone who
is engaged in it, but let ns give our dairy
people decent cows, decent land, in a decent
way, and ask them to respond. This Bill
may be regarded as an insuranes. The
owners are asked to contribute rather too
much, namely three-fifths of the total amount
of compensation to be paid. There ought
to be some provision whereby the Minister
is nble to pay compensation out of some
fund established for the purpose, this to be
repaid over a few years. Obviously,
sinee no compensation has been paid up to
now, the greatest erop of claims will come
in the first year. The Bill will be confined
to districts declared by the Minister. He
should tell us what he means by that. The
Bill ovzht to be apylied to districts that ask
for it, and to the people that ask for pro-
tection.  Every cow in the deelared distriets
mu-t be registered, That wounld be a nuis-
anee to the owners. Tf a man is not selling
milk, why shonld he do this? Suppose Nor-
tham were a declared distriet, and the sur-
ronnding farms were taken in¥ Then every
man with a eow there would have to go to
the trouble of registering, and would have
to pay a fee. The bother of making out re-
imrns and sending them is in itself more
than people would care to undertake, par-
ticularly as they will not be so keen on com-
penzafion if they are not milk sellers. The
member for Leederville (Mr. Millington)
savs that the Bill has been asked for by the
people of the metropolitan area, and is in-
tended to apply to them. Wo one has said
to me that he or she wants or does not want
the Bill. However, the Minister would not
hring down a measure of this sort, requiring
the owners to contribute three-fifths of the
rompensation hy way of a speeial tax onm
their cows, nnless those nwners had asked
for it. Still, the measure covers the whole
of the State if the Minister by proclamation
so determines. This is not in any sense a
Government Bill: the Minister would not
bring it down unless requested to do so. The
amount of contribution is large, and to make
n compulsory levy of that nature by Aect
of Parliament would hardly be justified. No
one would nrge it for a moment. Then the
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question eomes, are we to have distriet funds
or are we to have a State fund? Suppose
the Minister applied the measure to Leeder-
ville. Wounld the fund collected there be
reserved for the cattle owners of that dis-
triet?

Mr. Millington: The measure will extend
to every district proclaimed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
there be one fund, then?

Mr, Miilingion: Yes.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The hon.
member was not too sure of that a little
while ago. Suppose Osborne Park contri-
butes for a couple of years and then other
districts come in. The people of Osborne
Park will have been contributing so much
longer than the people of those other dis-
triets,

Mr. Millington: And they will have had
the benefit of the fund.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
money in the fund will not be sufficient dur-
ing the early stages. An advance will have
to be made, and the fund recouped over a
number of years. That is qgnite obvious.
Otherwise there are not the number of dis-
eased cows estimated by the advocates of
the Bill. Two-fifths compensation will he
the rcal compensation to the cattle owners,
sinee they are to contribute the rest them-
selves. Under the measure there will be in-
spections and all soits of proceedings
against which the cattle owners will before
long protest. We want to have the dairying
industry, and we want to have the cows
sound. It is hardly pessible to find in the
whole world a herd altogether free from
tuberculosis. With all due respect to those
best able to speak—the professional men—
I doubt if any of us would be alive fo-day
if bovine tuberculosis could be so easily
transmitted to the human being as is sug-
gested. Most of us, before the disease was
thought to be so deadly, must have had milk
from affected cows. Years ago there was no
ingpection of cows anywhere in Australia.
Take the case of Seotsmen, who live on milk
to a large extent, and are some of the finest
men in the world. The same may be said
about Irishmen, who lived on milk before
this disease was thought of, and who must
have had infected milk. However, we ought
to exercise the utmost care. If tbe catile
owners want the Bill, I am perfectly ready
to support it; but it should be applied only
to distriets which have asked for if. The
cattle now are subjeet to inspeetion by the

wilt
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Stock Braneh, and are destroyed without
eompensation,

Mr. DMillington: Other districts have
thought it good enough to ask to be included.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Which
districts have asked to be included?

Mr. Millington: Districts outside the me-
tropelitan area.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
easy to speak generally and say, “They all
want it

Mr. Millington: I ean tell you the exact
districts in two minutes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do
not think the Speaker will give the hon,
member two minutes. He had betier think
the matter out.

Mr. Miilington: The cattle owners from
Perth to Bunbury want to be included.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No.

Mr. Millington: They say they du.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
like the “They Say” column in the Press,
which does not mean anything. I want the
Minister to bring in only those eattle owners
who have expressed their willingness to con-
tribute the two-fifths to the fund and whe
want this work done. To-day, as I have said,
cattle are inspeected, and somefimes de-
stroyed without compensation. Many people
in the eountry will much prefer that system
to the proposals of the Bill. We are asking
a great deal in requiring the cattle owner to
contribute three-fifths of the amount of com.
pensation.

The Minister for -Agriculture: They econ-
tribute all of it now.
Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but

ounly on the cows they lose. Probally they
will eontribute quite as much by way of the
three-fifths, when administration and other
expenses have been taken cut of the fund
The yoint is that the Bill represents an in-
surance against loss of several cows at the
same time. We might, however, do hetter for
the owners than ask them to pay three-fifths,
Jerhaps the Minister will agree to two-
fifths contribution by the dairymen and
three-filths eontribution by the Government,
thus reversing the proportions. Perth is get-
ting a wonderfulty good supply of milk. One
hears nothing but praise for the qnality of
milk sold in the metropolitan area during
the last few years. Certainly it is good milk,
and I believe it is obtained from most whole-
some cows. When I was interrupted T was
about to say something regarding eompensa-
tion. The elaim under the Bill wonld be, 1
fake it, the value of the ecow if she were nof
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diseased, not the value of a diseased cow. [
hope that is guite clear. At all events, that
ought to be the basis of compensation. We
shall develop the dairying industry pretty
vapidly in this country, Just as Victoria
milks one-half of the total number of her
eattle, so 1 hope Western Australia will be-
fore long have many more cows yielding pro-
fit and vevenue, Some features of the meas-
ure can be further discussed in Committee.
We shall certainly want to know whether the
Bill is to apply to all cattle within distriets
proclaimed, irrespective of whether hey are
used for the supply of milk te the publie or
whether they are merely cattle running on
farms. There is less risk of trouble on farms,
1 should say, than anywhere. All the re-
turns required will be a souree of irouble,
and in some ¢ases of expense. I repeat that
the cattle owners in contributing three-
fifths, will be contributing pretty neerly as
mueh as they lose to-duy. However, they
want the Bill, and so far as I am cuneerned
it will be passed into law. The Minister told
us he would not Lave brought the measure
down but for the reguest of the peopie most
interested. We do not grudge the Govern-
ment contribution of two-fifths; indced, we
think it might be made a little more liberal.
The State contribution would be in the
nature of a guarantee of the supply of even
better milk than we are now getting. I hope
the House recognises that in the Aairying
industry we have one of the greatest induns-
tries available to us. There are 2,300,000
cows in Australia. New Zealand, the last
time I looked up the figures, was exporting
dairy produce and so on to an annual value of
37y millions sterling, as against Anstralia’s
figure of 7% millions. The industry ean he
made as valuable to us as it has proved to
New Zealand, and therefore it behoves us to
see that such of our iands as are suitable for
dairying shall be turned to that account.
When on the group seftlements the other
day in eompany with some of the British
delegates, I met an enthusiastic Irishman.
He vwas in a elover field of six aeres ou which
there had been 27 cows for nine weeks, and
the only mark to be seen was where the cows
had been turned in at the gate—they had
worn a bare patch there. The Irishrman said,
“Tf T had clover like this in Ireland in No-
vember, I would be doing something in the
Christmas beef market, They would not be-
lieve me if 1 told them at Home about the
clover there is here.” The thing is to get to
work on the development of the daivying in-
dustry here very soon. Dairying is a calling
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which represents a tie, and therefore de-
serves to be rewarded. It is one of the great-
est of industries, and so far as we ean we
should protect and ensourage it,

MR, BROWN (Pingelly) [8.14]: I re-
gard this as & most desirable measure in the:
interests of the community, The health of
the community, generally speaking, depends
in great measure on the guality of milk con-
sumed in large towns. Years ago, when an
infant had to be put on cow’s milk, the
nurse liked to have the milk of one cow for
the child. She preferred to keep the child
on absolutely the same milk all the time.
Now, however, nurses are beginning to re-
alise that there is danger in one-cow milk,
and that it is muoch better to feed an infant
trom a mixture of milk of a number of cows.
There is the danger that a single cow might
be affected. Under the Bill, T am afraid,
there will be a little friction in respect of
compensation. At first glance £15, less 10
per cent., seems reasonable, but of course
there are cows for which the owners would
not take £25 or even £30. When a cow has
to be destroyed, who is to determine its
value? Is the inspector to be the sole ar-
bitrator? The owner would put & certain
value on the cow, but the inspector may say,
“It is not worth so much.” Is the inspector’s
word to he final?

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No, they will
call in an arbitrator.

Mr. BROWN: He will have to bhe a
good judge of a cow, and even then there
will be possibility of friction. Again, is this
to be confined to tuberenlosis? I do not
think tubereulosis is contagious; rather do
T think it is hereditary. If a rigid inspection
were made, it might be possible to stamp
out the disease altogether, The Bill pro-
vides that no eompensation shall be paid if
the animal destroyed is visibly affected with
tuberenlosis and if the owner has failed to
give notice thereof. How is the owner to
know the beast 15 affected? Only an ex-
pert inspeetion, with perhaps a test, will de-
termine that, The owner might notice that
the cow is falling away, hut might put it
down to indifferent feeding. Then the in-
gpector comes along and declares the cow
is suffering from tuberculosis and must be
destroyed. In such a ease the owner would
not get compensation. It will require a large
number of inspectors to carry out the Ach
which T am afraid will be more costly than
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the Government expect, Again, is the Bill
to apply to the wetrvopalitan area alone?
We have in our agrieultural districts large
towns, with herds of 20 and 30 eows each.
It will not be tair iv the Bill is restricted to
the metropolitan area; it should be wade to
apply te the agricultural districts also.

The Minister for Agriculinre: You see n
danger in the Bill, yet you want it to be
applied to country districts!

Mr. BROWNXN: I think it ought to
apply all round. Cattle are subject to dis-
eases in epidemic form, and it pinero were
le break out, what would be the result?
I'robably there would not be sufficient money
in the fund to pay all the claims made in
respect of cattle destroyed. However, 1 take
it the Bill is to apply only to dairy herds.
Ut is a serious malter, for nobody knows
when a serious epidemic wmay break out.
Recently we bhad experience of a rinderpest
epidemie, never before known in Western
Australia. I have often wondered why we
could not apply to cattle the inspection made
of stnd stallions. No man is allowed to
travel a stallion unless it hias passed a veter-
inary inspection. It might be possible fo
have onr ecattle inspected in the same way,
and so ensure clean and healthy stoek. [t
is important, becanse Western Australia is
going to rely largely on fhe dairying in-
dustry, more particularly down in the group
settlements. If none but healthy cows are
produced there, it will mean a lot, both 1o
the industry and to the group settlement
scheme, whereas if the cows are not healthy
it will result in misery and 'iardship to the
group settlers. When the clover is fairly
established on the groups, we <hall be looking
to the South-West to suppl all our butte:
for local consumption and, perhaps, to ex-
port quite a lot to the Old Countyy. Thers-
fore we require a rigid inspection of our
dairy cattle. Dairymen should not he al-
lowed to breed from unhealthy stock. Only
by preventing that can we have a healthy lot
of eattle in Western Australin. Une little
point about which I am perturbed: when the
expenses of an industry are inereased, gen-
erally they are passed on.  Probably the
dairymen will be able to pass on the expenses
arising out of the Bill, and as a result {fhe
price of milk will be inereased.  Stilt if it
means a pure milk supply, there should not
be much grumbling. I will support the
second reading.

{ASSEMBLY.]

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. A, F. Troy—Mt Magnet—in reply}
13247 1 cannot complain of the way the
Bill has been received, because apart from
sole suggestions that it may be dangerous,
and others that it is not as perfeet as it
migitt be, the Bill apparently has commended
itself to the whole of the Honse. One mem-
ber of the country pairty has suggested
there i3 a danger of the Bill being applied
te the whole State. He fears that if this
be done herds may be destroyed by diree-
tion of the Chief lnspector of Stock. But
that is the position! The Chief Inspector
amd his officers have power to enfer any
place and, if they find eattle suffering from
diseases, take whatever action Lies within
their power.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : He has had that
power for years past.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULITURL:
That is so. The Bill does not either extend
or curtail that power; it mevely provides
what has been lacking in the past, namely,
an insuranee fund from which compensation
shall be payable to the owner of stoek offi-
cially destroyed. It is entirely new legislation
in Western Australia. It may not go so
far as some members desire, but it is the
initiation of a principle and it can be ex-
tended if, as the result of experience, Par-
liament shinks it ought to be extended.
Members are nol acting wisely in suggesting
that the measure should include other stock
diseases, such as pleuro-pneumonia, for the
incluston of that disease would mean a
higher penalty to be paid by the owners of
dairy cattle in regisiration fees, and might
mean the breakdown of the fund if an epi-
demic of pleuro-pnenmonia were to oceur.
We want to see a fund established from
which compensation will be paid, so | sug-
gest there ought to be no hidding by mem-
bers, whe have no personal resvonsibiiity in
respect of the Bill, to nclude other diseases
Meinhers, in their zeal to afford greater ad-
vantages, may lose the legiclation altogether,
which would not be in the interests of those
whom thev wish to serve. It has been the
privilege of members of the Opposition to
say it might he better to give greater ad-
vantages. But it is rather late in the day
to ask for these things.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You have
brought down the Bill only &t the renuest
of the dairymen.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have brought it down with the consent of
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the Government. The Bill would never have
been introduced without the eonsent of the
Government. The request of the dairymen
could only be a request, aud need not have
been acceded to; but it was considered by
the Government, and, in consequence, the Bill
has been introduced, The Government
could have said, “Let it stand over a little
tonger." They did not do that, but on my
recommendation they decided to bring down
the Bill. 1 hojie no attempt will be made to
introduce other diseases into the measare.
Tf it be found from experience that the fund
is eapable of paying compensation for other
diseases, Parliament can extend the measure
to embrace those other diseases; but let us
not do anything that will make it impossible
to pay the compensation contemplated in the
Bill. T should be prepared to raisc the
maximum from £15 to £20 it ¥ thoughkt the
fund would be sufficient te meet the claims
made upon it. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion pointed oul that it may be necessary
to provide that a special fund shall be
created from which compensation shalt be
drawn unlil such time as the accumulated
fees are sulticient to provide a fund. Time
alone will tell whether the fund is eapable
of paying o maximum o1 £15, or of £20.
Such a fund is already in operation in Vie-
toria. There the Aet applies to the whole
State, and ineludes pleuro-pneumonia. Bat
Victoria is a very compact State and it is
quite easy there to levy on the sales of cuttle.
In Western Australia it i a very different
matter, for the State is so extensive and
sales of callle are held in so many places
that it would he difficult to keep track of
the operations.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I told the Min-
ister that only 21% per rent. of tle catfle

i

handled are dairy cattle.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is not possible in Western JAustralia he-

cause the country is too ecxlensive and we

have not lhe necessary machinery. More-
over, the expense would be eonsiderable. If
the Bill is passed T propose to extend ite
operations litile by little.  Other people
have expressed a desire tn have the benefits
of this Bill conferred upon them. A
few weeks agoe I was asked at Harvey
why I proposed to limit ifs operations to
the metropolitan area. T pointed out that
ag the department examined and cleaned up
stock, the operations of the Aet would be
extended by proclamation.
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Horn. Sir James Mitchell : Were you asked
by the people of Harvey?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
By the dairymen there. At Yarloop also 1
was asked some questions about the messare.
T was surprised to find that the people
there knew anything at all about it, because
np to that time only the second reading had
been moved and thers had been very little
publicity given to it in the Press. The de-
partmental officers are carrying cut inspec-
tions of stock and are making investigations.
T am satisfied that the measure will have
to be extended by proclamation to other
parts of the State.

Hon. Sir Jamoes Mitchell: Yon bhave the
power to destroy cows now if they are suf-
fering from tnberculosis.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, but the owner gets no compensation.
Under the Bill he will receive comzpensation.
T do not propose to take the Bill into Com-
mittee to-night. T thank members for their
vemarks and liepe the Bill will receive the
assent of Parliament.

QQuestion put and passed.

Bill read a seeond time.

BILL—SPECIAL LEASE (ESPERANCE
PINE PLANTATION).

Returned from the Counecil without amend-
ment.

BILL—PUBLIC WOREKS ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (IHon.
A MeCallom—South Fremanile) [8.347] in
moving the second reading said: The Bill
amends a very vital seetion in the Public
Works Aet and in itself it is a very im-
portant measure. At the present time our
laws provides that when any land is re-
sumed for public pnrposes, the price to be
paid is to be the value at the time the land
was taken.

My. Davy: Not quite that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tha
value at that date. The interpretation of
“value” has been given by the courts as
meaning the price a willing buyer is likely
to offer a willing seller. The Commonwealth
law provides that the price to he paid is to
he the value of the property as at the pre-
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vious January, and the objeect of the Bill is
to bring the State law into line with that of
the Commonwealth. It shonld be borne in
mind that this will operate not only in re-
spect of land sequired for State purposes
but alse to land acquired by the Government
for loeal puthorities. The Bill therefore has
a far-reaching effect. The object first of all
is to simplify the assessment of the value
and to protect the State against donbtful
transactions being entered into by property
owners if Public Works Department pro-
posals are known through leakage of infor-
mation. The Bill is long overdne; we know
that the department have been pressing for
a measure of this deseription for some years.
I understand that the reason for not sub-
mitting the Bill earlier was that there was
not much activity in the way of publia
works, principally on aecount of the war.
Now, however, the department are becoming
active again and it is most desirable that we
should have such legislation on the statnte-
book. The principal work to which this
legislation will be made to apply in the not
distant future will be the new road and
railway bridge at Fremantle. The Engin-
eer-in-Chief informs me he is afraid to put
his proposals on paper because of possible
leakages, and that all land agents have their
ears to the ground and are seeking informa-
tion.

Hon. Sir James Miteholl: That is a re-
fiection on your officers.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Nothing
of the kind. We know that when there have
been big public works proposed there have
also been leakages of information not only
to the effect that the Public Works Depart-
ment bas been dealing with a certain matter,
but even to the extent that Cabinet has heen
dealing with it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The hon. mem-
ber speaks from experience.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: I know
what I am talking about. The Bill will pro-
teet not only officers of the department buat
Ministers as well. It is most desirable that
when public desls are to be made and the
Government propose to step in to acquire n
big stretch of land involving the expendi-
ture of a considerable sum of money, the
freest and most open discussion possible
should take place. The proposal contained
in the Bill will make for sounder judgment
and will allow the public to express them-
selves and those who have to exercise the
functions of government to come fo a de-
cision. In that way they will be better ad-

[ASSEMBLY.]

vised as to the requirements of a locality,
and the position will bhe better all round.
Under the existing law the price to be paid
is the valne at the time of the aequisition,
One dare not go ont and diseuss a proposal,
or any public scheme, Everything must be
kept strietly confidential, otherwise all sorks
of dodges may be put up that will mean the
fleecing of the public, and the Government
are called upon fo pay an exorbitant price.
We know that in the past there have been
gquite a number of bogus sales, that seeret
deals have been made, and we know also that
all kinds of options have been obtained, and
all sorts of conditions have prevailed in re-
gard to land the (fovernment desired to
acquire. Proposals to ereet big buildings
have not been diselosed until the State has
stepped in to acquire a property, and then
suddenly these things are produced, and the
State is expected to pay compensation for
sach supposed obligations. The Bill is de-
signed to overcome that kind of thing, and
it will declare that the price fo be paid shall
be the value that existed at the previous
January, and only the improvements effected
on the land since that time will be paid for.
This will safeguard the interests of property
owners who in good faith have carried out
improvements. In connection with railway
resumptions, there is no provision for a pro-
perty owner to he compensated for any im-
provements he may effect after an Act an-
thorising the construction of s railway has
been passed. Under the Bill any improve-
ments made after the previous January are
to be paid for at the eost price, and it can
be taken for granted that when an owner
does submit the value of the improvements
that value will be gennine. The Bill will pre-
vent speculation and payment will be made
for genuine improvemcnts. In view of the
comprehensive public works policy that will
be carried out within the next few years, it
is most desirable that a Bill of this deserip-
tion shonld be passed. In the city the meas-
ure will operate in respeet of the aequisition
of land for local anthorities, land that may
be required for the widening of streets. I
understand that the City Council are contem-
plating resumptions in this respect.

Mr. Davy: To widen streets?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Mr. Davy: This will not help them to
widen streets.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Decid-
edly.

Mr. Davy: They adopi the alignment
plan; they preseribe a new building line,
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not
necessarily. They may desire to resume land.
We carry out a lot of resumptions for the
City Couneil.

Mr, Davy: Of course you do; the City
Couneil never stop resuming land.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: All the
land we resume for them will be affected by
this measure. Outside of the city there are
works such as extensions of harbours. Op-
erations in this respect are being carried out
at Fremantle and Geraldton, and we are
contemplating extensions at other centres.
There are also railway deviations, and new
railway sidings, and, as I have already stated,
a big work in respect of which operations
may be taken ir band in the near future will
be the railway and road bridge over the
Swan River at Fremantle. There are also
extensive drainage works in the South-West
as well as water conservation throughout the
wheat belt, I have already stated that the
Bill will bring our legislation into line with
that of the Commonwealth, which has been
in operation since 1906.

Hon, G. Taylor: Has it worked well?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They do
not resume very much, though they have re-
sumed a fair amount of property in eonnee-
tion with naval bases. Land was resumed in
connection with the Henderson Naval Base
and for naval works in New South Wales
and Viectoria.

Mr. Davy: You do not suggest that this
will make our laws governing resumptions
the same as those of the Commonwealth?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
except that we will pay for genuine im-
provements made as from the lst January.

Mr. Davy: They pay on a different basis
from that adoted here.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
arguable,

Mr. Davy: It is recognised that our Act,
dealing with the resumption of land, is the
hardest to operate.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
taken literally. But most of the cases dealt
with by the Arbitration Court bhave been
based on the decision of the Federal Court.

Mr. Davy: I do not know that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
know it. We know the interpretation that
has been adopted, and we know that the de-
cision is generally given on the basis of that
adopted under the Commonwealth Act.
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Mr. Davy: The Comonwealth reports are
absolutely of no value in connection with
cases under the YWestern Australian Act.

The MINISTER FOR WOQREKS: There
is no doubt about the operation of both Acts,
although they may be worded slightly dif-
ferently.

Mr. Davy: There is a considerable doubt
about that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not on
the definition laid down regarding the will-
ing buyer and the willing seller!

Mr. Davy: Wiiling, but not anxious.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
that is the basis on which the decisions have
heen fixed.

Hon. G. Taylor: Arbitration courts gener-
ally lean to the seller rather than to the
buyer, particularly when the buyer is the
Government.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
the Government are involved, the sympathy
is all on the other side. The Bill will pro-
vide for a period before the gazettal of the
resumption, during whieh the potential value
can be examined, and proved reasonable or
loo remote. The point regarding potential
values is always argued when land in the
city is being dealt with, It is eonstantly
claimed that land has a potential valwe. 1t
is arsued that if certain things happened,
there were potentialities for greatly inereased
values respecting ihe property coneerned.
Under the Bill, if the property is to be re-
sumed in November, the period from the pre-
ceding January to thai November will be
made use of to test out the claim regarding
the potential value. The value at the pre-
ceding January may he taken as so much
and the periéd to November will be taken
in order to ascertain what reliability ean
attach to the eclaim respecting the aug-
mented potential value. Thus it will be pos-
gible to determine whether the claim is ex-
cessive or too remote. The whole value will
be figured out. Under such a provision,
negotiations for a settlement will be more
simple than they are at present. If nothing
is known regarding the possibility of land
being resumed, we will be more likely to have
gennine sales of land adjacent to the hold-
ings to be resumed. Thus we will be able
to find out information regarding prices.
Under such conditions there are not likely
Lo be fictitious deals or sales or options, and
we shall get from the valnes disclosed by
the sale of land adjacent to the areas to be
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resumedl, a better idea of the value of the
land to be resumed. This will simplify the
whole process of settlement, and to a great
extent will avoid complications.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Youn should be
prepared to pay a fair priee cheerfully.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
50,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell : Very few people
want to go to eourt with these claims.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
not my experience.

Mr. Davy: Your experience is a short
one. I do not remember more than two cases
that have gone to court since you have heen
Minister for Works.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I can
remember at least twenty cases.

Mr. Davy: Not 20 cases that have gone
to the courts within two years?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Mr. Davy: I say no.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
have heen quite that number in connection
with water supply matters in the hills alone.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You refer to
gardens in the hills?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Mr. Davy: 1 do not think there have been
any sueh number of cases taken to court, but
it is no use continuing to say so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of
course not. My experience shows that when
ihe Government are involved, property
owners will not accept a settlement, but will
foree the Government to the last ditch.

Hon, Sir Jomes Mitehell : That was not my
experience.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: Theyv
will foree the position until they get the last
shilling. Of ecourse, no one would desire te
do anything that was unfair. All we want
i« to pay a reasopable figure and to secure
a jost gettlement. At the same time, we must
see that the public are not ealled npon to
accept a fietitions value, and that the publie
funds are saferuarded.

Mr. Dary: You are not prepared to trust
the conrt to decide what is fair value?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T have
not said that at all. T am merely laving
down a basis. We know what has happened.
Where land has been resumed, leases or
options have heen produeed that provided
for the erection, for instance, of an extensive
coffee palace.
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My, Davy: How oftent

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But 1t
has heen done.

Mr. Davy: Ly a rogue, occasionally.

Hon. G. Taylor: And the Minister wants
to catech the rogue.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And the
State has had to pay out unduly.

Mr. Davy: Beenuse of an occasional vogue,
vou want to penalise innocent men!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
know what is going on at Fremantle
now, and it was Dbecanse of that that

we have introduced the Rill. We know
what is bappening with regard to the
land speeulators who ave trying to find out
where the railway is likely to go across the
river. We have bad experience in this mat-
ter, and we know of all sorts of dummy sales
aud secret options tbat have heen made, and
the publie have had to pay exira because of
them. Naturally we cannot produce evi-
dence; the documents are there, but still we
know in our own minds that the business is
not genuing. Ve arve not able to secure any
proof to the countrary.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: A great deal of
land has already been secured in connection
with {he Fremanile railway bridge

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, a
good deal on the heights. The Bill will safe-
guard the intervests of the property owners,
hecanse it provides for payment for im-
provements the owner may carry out be-
tween the date of the authorisation of the
constraction of the railway and the date
fixed for the resumption of the land, and the
actual resumnption. Those improvements will
he paid for on the basis of the actusl cost,
and nothing above that fignre. No matter
how rigid a secrecy may be attempted in the
departments, it must be realised that a con-
siderable time must elapse before the busi-
ness ean be completed. Tn o proposition suel
as the Fremantle bridge, considerable time
must clapse from the time the Engineer-in-
Chief preparcs his proposal regavding the
line, his proposal reaches the Minister and
u ('alinet decision is airived at, and, finally,
until the land vesumption officer is able to
gazette the vesumption of the property. Dur-
ing all that time it is possible for informa-
tion to leak out. In that period any one of
the actions I have referred to may hic taken
50 that an advantage may he gained from
the State and people may make money ont of
the propostion althongh not entitled to do
L1
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lon. Sir James Mitchell: And then you
have to consult Parliament before yon can
construet the bridge,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, but
not before we resume the land, Naturally be-
fore we could construet the bridge, the
money would have to be voted by Parlia-
ment. I am merely talking about the re-
sumption of the land itself. While that is
going on, it is impossible for anyone to dis-
cuss the work openly. The Govermuent are
deprived of the advice of men who might
be able to assist thewn. The people cannot
discuss the proposition. Bverythiny has fo
be begun seeretly, and without the knowledge
of people who are mainly conecernerd, This
provision will not only protect the efficials
Trom any suspicion of being responsible for
information leaking out; but it will also af-
ford Ministers and Cabiuet iiself equal pro-
tection. There have been deals carried out
in this eountry without officials kuowing
anything about it. In practieally every State
of Australia there have been scandals Te-
garding resumptions of land. With such a
provision as that contained in the BH, it
will be impossible to level aceusations against
either officinls or Ministers here, because no
matter what is done, the date i3 fixed re-
garding compensation for the previous Jan-
nary or, it may be, 11 months before the
deal.

Mr. Davy. You take a man’s land in De-
cember and pay what it is worth in Janu-
ary, although the value may be quite dif-
ferent in December.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: There is
that point of potential value that will he
considered when the priee is fixed! A man
will have 11 monfhs in which to test that
point out. Thus it cannot be said that 2
man will be robbed of increased value that
may acerue during the interim. -

Mr., Davy: But he will be,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, he
will not.

Mr. Davy: I say he must be.

The MINISTER I"OR WORKS: The hon.
member knows full well what the position
will be. He knows that the question of po-
tential value will be taken into consideration
when the price is being fixed,

Mr, Davy: Only insofar as it is veflected
in the present valune,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, the
potential value will be folly tested. From
six to eieht months after the date when the
price is fizxed, the potential value will be
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argued, aud the period that will bave elapsed
will enable those testing it to determine
what reliability eam be attached lo the
owner's elaim respecting the potential value
of the resumed property.

The Minister tor Lands: You need not
he frightened ; the owners will get full value!

Hon. Siv James Mitehell: Of eourse, it
may cut both ways,

The MINISTER FOii WORKS: No one
would confend that the State should take
over land without paying a reasonable or
even a liberal price for it. No one would
desire to deprive the owner of the fair value
of the land.

A, Davy: Under existing conditicns the
Ciovernment can take a block of land and
ruin a man’s business, although the wan may
not get a penny for it by way of cownpensa-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What
Government would do that without giving
the vwner a fair return?

Mr. Davy: It has been done.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know of any instance where a man’s busi-
ness has heen ruined.

Mr. Davy: 1 ean give you somc parti-
culars.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We have
had to take over some orchards in water
catchment areas, but I do not know of any
instanee where a man’s hunsiness has been
ruined. On the other hand, we do know
many instances of men baving made a lot of
money because they happened to own land
that the State required to resume.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell : T have not heard
of any such case.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: Well, I
have.

The Minister for Railways:
heard of such’ instanees, too.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The Bill
is an important and urgent one. We have
big proposals on foot, and we want to get on
with the work. This will enable steps to be
taken with much more seeurity. The Bill will
provide for a fair deal for the owners of
property, and at the same time provide for
the security of the Stnte. At the same time
the Bill will permit a more free and open
discussion of the proposals of the Govern-
ment. That is not possible under the exist-
ing Act. We want to make sure that when
Iand is resumed the State will get fuir value
for its expenditure, at the same time making
sure that no individnal will be deprived of a
fair return for his property. It merely en-

And T have
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acts in the State what has already operated
in the Commonwealth since 1906. I do not
know of any complaint that has been lodged
against the Commonwealth law, which has
worked smoothly, and our officers are anxz-
ious that similar legislation shall be opera-
tive here. There are works which it was im-
possible to carry out during the period of
the war and with which we must push on
now, and if is essential that this measure be
placed on the statute-book. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,
On motion by Mr. Davy, debate adjourned.

BILL—LAKE BROWN-BULLIINCH
RATLWAY.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A, McCallam—South Fremantle} [9.2] in
moving the second reading said: This is a
Bill to authorise the construction of a rail-
way from the Benecubbin extension at Lake
Brown to Bullfineh. It will be remembered
that the first proposal was that this railway
should run into Merredin, What prompted
the Advisory Board to make that sneggestion
in the first instance was that the value of the
land out as far as Bullfinch had not then
been properly tested. They had no records
of the actual rainfall, and were not too sure
of the snitability of the area for wheat grow-

. ing. Since then the Lands Department have

thrown the area open for selection, and there
is- considerable settlement out to Bullfinch.
Wheat is being grown sucecessfully right
through the area, and the Advisory Board
recommended that the route be altered so
that the line may run into Bullfinch. The
board state that they were grently impressed
with the quality of the soil in the area to be
served by the railway. The classification
shows that about half of the land consists of
first-class forest country, and approximately
two-thirds is eultivable land, the remaininz
one-third being grazing country. The board
point out that there has been considerable
development, especially in the Goomarin and
Campion districts, and on the newer area at
Geelakin. The settlers in those distriets are
a very fine type, and have eleared and fal-
lowed large areas for cropping. Arveas east
of the rabbit-proof fence have also heen
taken up. In the early stages the rainfall
was considered to be inadequate, but crops
are now being grown successfully, even as
far east as Southern Cross, and the results
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at the Merredin experimenial farm have
shown beyond doubt the quality of the land
and its suitability for wheat growing. While
it may be held that the suitability of the
area for wheat growing has not been defin-
itely proved, the proof is sufficient to satisfy
the board that it is advisable to carry the
projected line to Bullfineh. The length of
the line will be about 48 miles, and the esti-
mated cost is £3,000 per mile. The railway
will serve an area of ahont 417,000 acres,
of which approximately two-thirds is cultiv-
able land. With the exception of about 9,000
acres, the Goomarin and Campion distriets
will be brought within a 12V miles radius.
The small area of 9,000 acres is held by nine
seftlers, and they will be within a li-miles
radius of railway facilities. The only way
to bring them within closer reach of rail-
way facilities would be by taking the rail-
way into Merredin. If the railway were
carried to Merredin, it would be only about
eight miles shorter than the one proposed,
and it would serve only about 106,200 aecres
as against 417,000 acres to be served by the
extension to Bullfineh. That is the big dif-
ference between the two routes, After tha
Advisory Board submitted their first report
recommending that the line should be ex-
tended to Bullfineh, a deputation waited on
the Premier and urged that the original route
be adhered to. The Premier promised tn
refer the matter back to the Advisory Board
for further report. That was done, and it
may be well to read the report that the Pre-
mier has received from the Advisory Board
in order that there may be no doubt as to
their attitude. The report bears the date
27th Oectober, 1926, and reads—

The board have again considered the pro-
posal in view of the representations put for-
ward by the deputation on the 13th Aungust
lagt. Tt does not appear to the board that the
deputation advanced any grounds for the alter-
ation of the route. The statement that some
Gaomarin settlera would be 19 miles from the
railway by the nearest practicable route is not
borne out by the cofficial plans, which show
that the centre of the 9,000 acres outside the
12% mile radiug is only 15 miles from Burra-
coppin by a surveyed road and about the same
distance from the proposed line.

Mr. Griffiths: They do not have to grow
the wheat.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The re-
port eontinnes—

To deviate the line as suggested would mean
that a large area of cultivable land would be
left unserved for rome considerable time., The
hoard consider that their recommendation should
be earried into effect.
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Mr. Griffiths: That report was mwade after
the deputation waited on the Premier,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
One of the reasons why the Railway Advis-
ory Board was inaugurated was to remove
these propositions from political inflnence.
The idea was to refer the question of rail-
way routes to a board of experts so that
the whole of the facts would be examined
dispassionately and the Government wounld
be fortified by having the best advice,

Mr. Lindsay: It is agreed that the Ad-
visory Board have made some mistakes.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The only
people who have not made mistakes are the
people who have done nothing. To do noth-
ing is the only way to avoid making mis-
takes. )

Mr. Lindsay: The fact of their having
made mistakes shows that we need not always
agree with them.

The MINISTER I'OR WORKS : The mat-
ter was referred back to them after the
deputation had waited upon the Premier.
The board gave the matter further consid-
eration and were confirmed in their previous
view that the line should be carried into
Bullfinch. It must not be forgotten that
their first proposal was to earry the line into
Merradin, .

Mr, Lindsay: Which was wrong.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Conse-
quently the board really made three inquiries,
In view of the new settlement and the ex-
tensive areas towards Bullfineh that have
been taken up, the board have recommended
the Bullfinch route. After the hoard have
made three different investigations, the Par-
liament that would take upon its shoulders
the responsibility of ignoring the board's
recommendation would be assuming a very
serious responsibility.

Hon. G. Taylor: Has the personnmel of
the board been the same throughout?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No; Mr.
Anketell is not now a member of the board
and a railway econstruction engineer has
taken his place. I think it will be agreed
that the board have given the matter close
attention. The figures show that if the line
were taken into Merredin it would save
eight miles of track, but would serve only
106,000 acres as against 417,000 acres by
adopting the Bullfinch route.

Mr. Griffiths: Bat the board never eom-
sidered the proposition to zo into Merredin.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
did; the files are full of all the suggestions.
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They went up there, met the settlers and
discussed the quesiion with them. The
board stated that their examination was very
much assisted by the .information they ob-
tained from the settlers.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What about the
proposed Carrabin junetion?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They dis-
agree with that proposal. They say the pro-
per route for the line is to Bullfiuch.

Mr. Lindsay: Did not they take into con-
sideration the country north which may
be served by a line coming into Bullfinch in
future?

Mr. Corboy: Of course; the Surveyor
General has his parties out there now sur-
veyving it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In the
past, Parliament has adopted the recom-
mendations of the board; I do not think
there has been one instance where we have
departed from the board’s recommendations.
We realise that the board is composed of
independent men who are not likely to be
swayed by any influences, but who aect in
the best interests of the State. Every suit-
able surveyor we can get hold of is in the
field to-day on railway location work. We
are trying to organise another party for
railway location, but that is a particular
class of work and not every surveyor can
do it. Consequently it cannot be said that
we are going stow or that any time is being
lost.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: This is eleventh
hour activity. Why did you not keep stead-
ily at railway construction?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We have
been at it alt the time so far as staff and
plant would permit. I think the House
will agree that the recommendations of the
Advisory Board should be adopted. T meove:

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Griffiths, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—-EJANDING NORTHWARDS
RATLWAY.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 12th Oectober.
HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [9.13]: In the dying hours of this

Parliament, we are hearu:g a lot about new
railways.
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The Minister for Lands: You should ecom-
plain! You set the example vears ago.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
not going to eomplain on the same score as
the Minister cownplains, but I am going to
say that we are hearing a deucc of a lot
about railway building and railway serviee
at the eleventh hour of the session.

Mr. A, Wansbrough: De you uot think
it justified.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.
More than three years ago a railway was
authorised in the hon. member’s electorate.
That line has not yet been built.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: Tt is going on.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.

Mr. Chesson: It is a goed thing to make
a start, is it not?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
have been 214 years ago.

Mr, Chesson: Better late than never.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: So that
is the ery of the party in power—better
late than never, but always late! That
ought to be made known ta the country.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: What about the
money ¥

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Money!
The Government have bhad money to born
all the time. Let the hon. member look at
the latest pablic accounts and he will see
how much moneyv they have had. All the
time thev have had tar more than we ever
had. There is one amount of £1,500,000.
The hon. member had hetter not say any-
thing to me about the money. I know how
mueh money has been in hand, and how
many people have heen ont of work. The
elections were not so near then as they are
now. The member for Albany laughs, It
may he a langhing matter for hitm, but when
his elertors ask him why that line was not
built and the land not settled lonr ago, it
will be diflicult for him to make them be-
lieve that the Government are serious now.
Hardly a railway line has heen built by
the (tovernment in 21% vems.

JMr. A. Wansbrongh: Arve you going to
oppose the Bill?

Tlon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The joke
is on the other side. The 1ublic are used
to scrious treatment at the hands of this
side of {he House.

The Minister for Works: They know they
2ot the goods from ns.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T do not
know that mueh would be expected from a
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Government which built twe small lines and
started one at Norseman in 214 ycars. The
Kjanding Northwards line is designed to
serve country that is not now served by rail-
way. Apparently the Advisory Board re-
commended this route. It is a pity the line
did not start from Kjanding years ago in-
stead of from Wyaleatchem.

Mr. Lindsay: You are quite right there.
It was another mistake.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: It it bad
gone from Ejanding we should bave been
saved the construction of many miles of
railvay and the country would have heem
better served. Still, we have very good
value in the Wyaleatchem line. There is a
wonderful town at Wyaleatchem and very
good development at Koorda. The land it-
self ig very good. I am speaking of the
matter from the point of view of railway
construction.  The whole of the country
along the Dowerin-Merredin line is closely
settled with farms, and (here are also as
many people in Dowerin as there are upon
the land round about. That is a fact we do
not take into consideration when dealing
with these mafters. I suppose the growth
of the town fhere is greater than the in-
crease in people upon the land round about.
There must be three .or four times as many
people in the towns in those districts as
there are on farms, It is always so. The
farmers have to be served. In Northam
there must be 5,000 people serving the agri-
eultural industry. The trade ereated by
primary producers is such as to make neces-
sary these considerable lownships.  Some
people believe that land settlement means
merely the number of people placed on the
land as the result of building a Line, but they
forget those who nre employed otherwise,
The building of these agrienltural lines made
Fremantle. The members are not very grate-
ful to us for having done thi=. I remember
going 1o North-East Fremantle before we
started an active poliey of agricultural rail-
way constrvetion. The whole place was
empty, including the shops and the houses.
There was very little trade heing done there.

The Minister for T.ands- The houses have
never heen empty.

The Minister for Railwavs: When the
anarries stopped work the people had to
find ather orcupations.

Hon. Rir JAMES MITCHELL: We soon
flled v the honses azain by meana of aori-
coltural development. We made weork pos-
sible at Fremantle hy building the spur
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lines, and providing the labour that resulted
in their eonstruction.

The Minister for Railways: Soap fac-
tories, flour mills and other factories were
afterwards opened.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: As a re-
sult of the building of agrieultural railways
and of back country development! When
the Government produee a plan showing an
arca to he opened they mdicate so many
thousands of first elass, second elass and
third class Jand, and show that the distriet
can produce so much wheat, and carry so
much stoek. That is only the beginning of
the tale. Last year our railways did not
pay, but the year hefore they showed a
profit of £190,000 and the year before last
£140,000. This was the result of agrieul-
tural development. Spur lines have made
possible the use of the whole railway sys-
tem, The Great Southern line earried very
tittle traffie, but with the spur lines it be-
came a husy one.

Mr. A. Wansbrongh:
spur lines,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: A great
deal of the produce grown along that line
vught to wo to Alhany. There is quite
enough grown near Albany to keep that
port busy if nll the produee went there.
At the moment the hon. member does not
hetieve in spur lines, but once he did.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: Never.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The rail-
way programme seems fairlv formidable.
This is not a long tine, but it is one of many
that we have to consider. Ministers have
become very active in the dving hours of
the sesrion. When the Premier said
no other Bills would be brouzhi down
this session, as a veason for not iniroducing
some he was asked to bring down, I was
glad to hear him say that the state-
ment did not apply to railway Bills,
Tt would he easv for this party to huild
railwavs if these railwavs were author-
ised bv myv friends, probablv more easy
than if we had to ask for the anthorisation.
There can he no opposition to the BiN be-
fore us, for the reason that it opens up won-
derfully good eountry. Tt provides for the
opening np of eonntry to the eastward of
a point on the other side of Coweowing,
and provides for the extension of a line to
the east of and parellel with the Wonegan
Hills-Mullewa line. The countrw has heen
tesfed and proved to he excellent. W ean
look forward to the prodnction of wheat

I do not bglieve in

there. A great deal of the land is lighter
than the best land. We can do a great deal
with wheat at 5s. that we could not attempt
to do with wheat at 3s. 4d. Wo can obtain
a substantial profit from second class land
with wheat at 5s. as against s possible loss
with wheat at 3s. 4d. We could not ask
people to farm land that will give a 10-
bushel average at the best with wheat at
3s. 4d., but we could recommend them to do
so il we are satisfled that wheat will remain
al 3s. and over. Propositions which once
would have been a loss become more certain
with the world’s market for wheat as it is
to-day. I hope the Bill will pass, and that
the railways alveady authorised will be
speedily built. It is not enough to anthorise
the construetion of a railway. Tt is not
vight to deceive people into believing that
a line will be built within a reasonable time,
when it may he delayed. The line fram Den-
mark to Nornalup was authorised three years
ago, a5 was the Yarramony-Yorkrakine line.

The Minister for Tands: That is net so
urgent as this one.

The Minister for Works: The Dwarda line
wag authovised 14 years ago.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: By my
friends who did not bnild it.

The Minister for Works:
office, but dirl not toneh it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELI.:
affer it was anthorised.

The Minister for Works: Tt had to wait
until we came back.

Hon. Sir JAMES ‘\[IT(‘HELL: The Yar-
ramony-Yorkrakine line was promised by
my friends before 1911, and this prohably
enabled them to win a seal. Not a tap was
done to it, however, Of counrse we could
not build railways with money at 635 per
cent., and railway material eosting over 100
pnr eent. more than it did. Things are bet-
ter to-day, but material is still dearver than
it nsed to be.

Mr. Lautey: Rnils were cheaper when the
Nowerin line was built.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. It
was impossible to baild railwavs with money
and material as dear as it was. T do not
oppose railway proposals because Ministers
have failed in their responsibility towards
lines already authorised. There is also the
line from Pemberion towards Nornalup,
which eventually will junetion with the
Albanv-Nornalup line, and make a through
line from Bunbury to Alhany. T know a

You . were in

Years
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great deal of this country. The railway will
be fully justified, and will pay. I hope
the people will not be kept waiting for years
before this line is constructed, and that not
only will it be anthorised, but that it will
be built as soon as the railways already
authorised are put in hand.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W. C. Apgwin—North-East Fremantle)
[9.27]: 1 would not have spoken but for the
remarks to the member for Albany (Mr. A,
Wansbrough). The Leader of the Opposi-
tion knows that no Government in this State
brought down more railway Bills at the cloze
of the session than did the Government of
which he was a member.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Name them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I cannot

name them all. There were 12 or 13. One
" was the Wongan Hills line, one of the longest
ever submitted to Parliament, That was not
the worst of it. Though the country decided
in favour of a change of Government, at-
tempts were made to hinder the Labour Gov-
ernment from getiing the money With which
to build the railways.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not by aayone
I was connected with.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
accuse the hon. member.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: You had better
not.

The MINITSTER FOR LANDS: I am not
doing so, bat I know that some members
connected “with his party did this.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What a scandal-
ous suggestion!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
think the hon. member was guilty of this.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You know quite
well T was not. _

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not think he was, The hon. member can
make no complaint in regard to bringing
down railway Bills at this juncture of the
session. Several railway Acts have been
passed by Parliament, and I ask hon. mem-
bers whether we are not justified in trying
to obtain money for the building of those
lines at the lowest possible rate of interest?
In January last we put up a proposition to
build railways under the migration agree-
ment. Every one of those railways had
been authorised by Parliament. The schedule
is now on the Table of the House. We have
been trying to get cheap money. The money
has not been available. Money to-day is al-

[ASSEMBLY.]

most as tight as ever it has been, and the
Leader of the Opposition is well aware of it.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, it is not.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I know
differently, and the hon, member knows dif-
ferently. We have to consider that this
State cannoi exceed between four and five
millions of loan money anomally. Further,
we have to cousider that 50 per cent. of that
expenditure has gone to agricultural devel-
opment. Last year, moreover, we had fo
find close on £700,000 to carry out {he metro-
politan water supply works authorised by
the hon. member before he left office. In
addition we spent close on £900,00 on rail-
ways,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
£600,000,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Close on
£900,000. So it goes on. The money is not
available for constructing all the works at
one time. The Leader of the Opposition is
anxious to know what the Albany electors
will tell their member if the railway is not
constructed and the land is not settled. I
will tell the Leader of the Opposition why
the land is not setfled.

Hon. Rir James Mitehell: It cannot be
settled until the railway is built.

The MINJRTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member himself started a group settlement
three miles out from Nornalup, 26 miles from
Denmark.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The railway
would have been there now if we had not
gone out of office.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
a large area of land between Nornalup Inlet
and the present Denmark groups, but the
officials say that it wants testing before
groups can be cstablished on it. That ias
the reason why the land is not yet settled.
I went there and the officisls pointed out
to me that the land must be tested hefore-
hand. It would not be right to put people
there until we have ascertained whether the
area is suitable for growing fodder. Ex-
periments bave been made, but I do not yet
know the vesults. However, that is the
reason why the land is not settled. During
the last three or four weeks I have been
trying to get land for the purpose of start-
ing further group settlements. As I have
previously told the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, T hold a permission dafed the 28th
September for the establishment of 300 new
farms. T have founded near Nornalup twa

No. About
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groups almost touching the river.
way there is under construction.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell : Jolly little of it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Ii the
railway were not actually under construe-
tion, 1 would not for one moment think of
putting people there. As regards the exten-
sion from Pemberton to Northeliffe, the
officers tell me there is splendid land out
beyond Northeliffe, much better land than
some which is already settled. Indeed, Mr.
McLarty tells me that the land outside North-
cliffe, between Northeliffe and Denmark, is
not exeelled by any land he has seen in
Australin; and he has seen a good deal.
But we cannot get to that land. 1 am now
pressing the Commission to find money for
the econstruction of railways in the interests
of future settlement. If they will not agree
to supply the necessary funds, I cannot help
it. The Government have been doing their
utmost te get money at the lowest possible
rate of interest. I am pleased the Bill has
been introduced. My only regret is that the
proposed line does not go further north,
where there is a large area of land which,
according to the Surveyor General, is highly
snitable for settlement. However, we shall
bring that area eloser to railway communica-
tion by the length of this proposed line.
We want railways going into areas which at
present have no means of communieation.
Yesterday I had no fewer than 86 applicants
for one block. For five other blocks there
were hetween 120 and 130 applicants.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You know full
well that you will never again have enough
land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: TIf
I had railways, I would have land for the
people, because as soon as the Agrieultural
Bank trustees know that the Government
have decided on a line of railway, they will
advanee money on the lands to be served.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : I am not oppos-
ing this railway; I am supporting it, I am
not nraking any excuses.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member was scarcely fair in twitting wus
with not building railways but merely intro-
ducing Bills for their construction. The
railways will be built next year if the pres-
ent Government remain in office. Those rafl-
ways will be built just the same as we built
the lines passed in the 1911 session by a
Government of which the present Opposition
Leader was a member. The last Labour Gov-
ernment built every line introdueed by the

The rail-
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Government that preceded them. The pres-
ent Government have been in office only 214
years, hardly long enough to feel their feet
in regard to the farming industry of this
country.

Hon, G. Taylor: I am afraid you never
will feel your feet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member need have no fear on that score.
Throughout the country, wherever one goes,
one hears that the Government will eome
back next year. Take the advertisement
which Mr. Lovekin gave the Government to-
day. Read in the “Daily News” how the
Government are regarded in London; what is
their repute in that eity where the financiers
are.

Mr. Teesdale: Tf he says that, it finishes
you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr. Love-
kin has just come back from London.

Mr. Teesdale: Full of information.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr. Love-
kin’s statement shows clearly what the posi-
tion is, and influences others. With such a
Government in power, supported by such a
party, there is no fear ot Western Australia
not being able to gzet ihe money required
for development. But we want to get the
money as cheaply as we van. We will not
pay 5 per cent. if we can get it for one per
cent. We have too mueh regard for the
financial welfare of the State to pursne any
other course. We are endeavouring fo ob-
tain the money vequired for the railways
introduced by the previons Government. 1f
the money had been available, most of those
railways would Bave bheen in hand now.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You wonld
never have thought of cheap money if it
had not been prepared for you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
nothing in the hon. member’s agreement
about railways.

Hon. Sir James Mitciell: Yes, there is.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I say
there is not. However, T do not want to
diseuss that aspeet now. If the Opposition
Leader twits me with it, I will diseuss it,
subjeet to the Speaker’s permission. There
is nothing in the report as to railway econ-
struction. I was surprised to hear the open-
ing remarks of the Opposition Leader on
this proposed railway.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You are always
surprised.

The MINISTER FQOE LANDS: No. I
thonght this railway econsiruction proposal
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would have been supported by the Opposi-
tion Leader if by any member of the House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T do support it.

Mr. Teesdale: As regards twitting, I have
hesrd worse than that from the Government
side of the House. :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member can tallk about his own twitting if
he likes.

. Hon. G. Taylor: Never mind! You have
Lovekin behind vou, so vou are all right.

The MINISTER ¥OR LANDS: I know
the member for Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale)
does not like to have anylhing said in fav-
our of the present Governmment.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Npnsense!
The MINISTER FOii LANDS:
hon. member would declare that a person
did not earry any weight if he said anything
that was to the credit of the present Gov-

ernment.

Mr. Teesdale: ILovekin mentioned some-
thing worse than the present Government.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If this
conntry changes its Government next year,
it will have something worse.

~Hon. G. Taylor: You want to wateh the
old rogue elephant when he praises you.

The MINISTER FOL LANDS : The
eountry will have something worse then.
However, that is not in the Bill. This rail-
way will open up many thonsands of acres
of land which we want for settlers. It will
be the means of settling a large number of
people who are now asking for land. For
that reason the Minister for Agriculture has
already arranged to star! an experimental
farm in the district.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There are farms
all over the place.

The MINSTER FOR .ANDS: No.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1 have been out
there, and you have not.

The MINISTER FOR TLANXDS: I know
the district. I have been through a good
part of it, and have been where the railway
is to go, away east of Pithara. This is one
of the lines most urzently required for
future settlement. Therc are some railways
which, I admit, will not make an additional
acre of land available for scltlement, though
they may ascist in the dwvelopment of land
already settled. However, the Pemberton
end Denmark extensions and other lines of
that deseription will oper up new country,
of which we are now in great need in order
to still the clamour for that land whiek

The -
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people from oversea are v anxigus to ob-
tain. -

ME. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [9.43]: I sup-
port the Bill, and agrce with the Minister
that this is one of the railways which are
urgently required to open up the coun-
trv. The Railway Advisory Board's re-
port, which has been Iaid on the Table,
states that the line will serve 946,000 acres.
That is not the first report we have had on
the district. The previous 1eport dealt with
the subjeet from another aspect altogether.

Hon. G. Taylor: Somefimes reports are
very conflieting.

Mr. LINDSAY: I say ihat the previous
report was wrong, and that this one is right.
I agree with the Opposition Leader that if
the Wryaleatechem railway had not been
built, the proposed line would have served
as 30 miles of railway in that eountry. 1
was rather surprised to hear the Minister
for Lands mention another proposed line as
being urgent. I am most anxious that the
line now under discussion should he built,
and part of that line is in my electorate;
but I sincerely trust that its comstruction
will not mean the repudiation of any rail-
ways previonsly authorised.

The Minister for Lends: 1 have applied
for the moneyv regnired for their construe-
tion, but I say that they arr not so urgent
as other linea are.

Mr. LINDSAY: Althovgh T want to see
this line built, T hope it will not be given
precedence over railways authorised some
years ago. The Minister reierred to the de-
velopment of the lands to be served by this
line. T happen to know the country pretty
well. The Minister also made a reference
to experimental farms. An experimental
farm has been established in this district by
the Minister for Agriculture, and rightly so;
but it is a long way from the end of the
proposed line. It is probably S0 or 90 miles
further north. T regard this line as the
most important railway included in the mile-
age of railway construetion suggested under
the migration agreement. Application has
been made for the huilding of 200 miles
of railway wunder that agreement. 1
hope that when that mileage of line has
been bunilt, some of the country already
settled in the eastern part of the distriet
will likewise reepive consideration. Probably
T would not bhave spoken on the Rill had it
not heen for the statements of the Minister
for Works, Many mistakes have beon made
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by the Railway Advisory Board. The mem-
bers of that board are only human, and all
human beings make mistakes. If that east-
ward extension of the Ejanding ratlway is
not connected on to Bullfineh, a mistake will
be made again. The whole of the land with-
in the limit of our wheat belt is fit for settle-
ment, and will be settled, in spite of our
pessimists.  So in deciding the route of a
railway we must take into guestion, not tall
trees, but the distance of one railway from
another. [ hope when such a question is to
be decided, we shall take it from that point
of view alone. T know this eonnfry very well,
A preat deal of it is light Jand, good light
land that can produce excellent crops of
wheat. It is to-day producing a better aver-
age yield than are the heavy forest lands,
taken generally. It may be that we on the
light lands farm a little better than do the
others. I have travelled through the other
States and seen their light lands, and I say
the land northward from FEjanding is good
wheat land, eapable of producing good aver-
age crops. I agree that the railway should
be built. Portion of it is in my electorate
and I hope the line will not stop at 75
miles, but that the 200 miles will be built in
the near future. At the same time, I agree
that authorised lines should be built strietly
in order of precedence. When the depart-
ment throws open lands for selection, it is
for the department to consider whether those
lands should be served by a railway. I agree
that this railway should be built, for it will
open up a huge area and will add pearly
£1,000,000 per annum to the wealth pro-
dueed in the State,

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A MeCallum—S8outh Fremantle—in reply)
[9.50]: T merely wish to allude fo the point
raised by the Leader of the Opposition. Al-
though we have had four railway Bills he-
fore Parliament, we have not yet lived up to
the achievements of our friends opposite
who, in the session of 1911, at the close of
the then Parliament, brought down 12 rail-
way Bills. Again, when last they were in
office at the close of the Parliament they
brought down five more. We have not yet
lived np to that.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What are von
complaining about?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T am
not. complaining. Tt was the hom. member

who eomplained of our activities. I find that
for vears past it has been the practice to
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bring in railway Bills during the last ses-
sion of Parliament. We have not yet lived
up to our friend’s achievements in that di-
rection.

Hon. Sir James
other direction,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Ex-
cept in the direction of doing the work in-
stead of talking about it. .

Mr. Davy: You certainly never {ail to
speak very highly of yourselves.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: We do
the work. It is not merely thaf the WBills are
passed and left; it is that the work is done;
that is the difference. If those opposite had
remained in office, the railways fur which
they secured authorisation would not have
been built for many vears. However, the
country was fortunate for, with the change
of Government we eame into power and built
the railways. If the hon. member has any
complaint to make, the complaint will be
found te be more against his own actions
than against ours.

Mitchell: Nor in any

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Eutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Works in charge of the Bill

Clauses 1 to 4—agreed to.

Clanse 5—Purchase money to be deter-
mined under the Public Works Aect of 1902:

Mr. DAVY: This comes as & surprise
in view of the Bill to amend Section 63
of the Public Works Aet, which the Min-
ister has intredunced to-night. The clause
provides that eompensation shall be deter-
mined under the Public Works Aet, on the
same prineiple as is provided in the ex-
isting Public Works Aet. That prineiple
is a very simple one, and the only com-
plaint the Minister has been able to ad-
vance against it is that he does not agrec
vith the decisions of the court on that
|orineiple. It is that the Government shall
pay to the owner of resumed land the
probable reasonable price that such land
might have been expected to fetch at the
date it was taken. In Clause 5 there is a
proviso setting forth that no regard shall
be had to any increased value oceasioned
by the railway. The Public Works Aect
says just that when it says “without regard
to any inereased value occasioned by the
proposed publiec work.” We are only com-
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plicating matters by varying that. As far
as pessible, edministrative Acts, such as the
resumption of land, should be uniformly
condueied. Jt should be sufficient if we say
that land to be taken for the purposes of
the Bill shall be taken under the Public
Works Act. I move an amendment—

That the provise be deleted.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
provise is usual in all Bills anthorising rail-
way construction. The Crown Law Depart-
ment have found it advisable to have such
a provision in the Bill.

Mr. Davy: If you once start a had thing,
it wiil go on for ever.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No one
has shown it to be bad; on the contrary, it
has proved to be a safeguard.

Mr. Davy: Is not everything you want
in the Public Works Act?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If that
had been found to be sufficient, the Crown
Law Department would not have inserted
this provision in the Bill. Unless good
reason can be shown for its exeision, the
provise should be allowed to remain,

Mr. Davy: Now you are talking like a
Tory.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not

want it to be said that this Commiitee has
agreed to sirike out a provision, and in
consequence the State may be muleted in
heavy costs.

Mr. DAVY: I do not propose to press
the amendment, because the Minister has
stated that the proviso has been incinded
in railway Bills for many years. I am
-surprised to find the Minister advancing as
an argument that what has existed for
many years must necessarily be right. I
sm inclined to agree with that proposition,
but it does not accord with arguments he
frequently puts up. He advances theories
that what is, is probably wrong. What I
suggest is thal the proviso is so much
surplusage; it means nothing and it carries
the principal Act no further. 1 suggest
that he should see whether it is necessary
to have these 12 or 15 lines in the Bill.
The shorter a Bill is and the fewer words
used, the beiter.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clauses 6 to 8, Schedule, Title—agreed
fo.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—BOYUP BROOK - CRANBROOK
RAILWAY.

Second Reading.
Debate recumed from the 12th October.

HON, SIR JAMES MITCHELL (XNor-
tham) [10.5]: This railway opens up
another class of country in the South-West,
country that carries a considerable amount
of timber. The Boyup Brook land is
amongst the best in the State. By some
strange chanee it is land which does every-
thing that all the land in this country is
rapable of doing. There we find the best
wheat crops, the best apples, the best root
crops and the best sheep-carrying country.
Just at this spot we find land capable of
doing all these things. It is eomparatively
light clearing, lighter than it is further
west. I do not say this holds good for the
whole 100 miles of the proposed line, but
lhere is a considerable amount of wonder-
ful sheep country along the line, and coun-
try that is good for many agricultural pur-
poses. The land will gradually become more
and more useful. One would imagine from
the disenssion to-night that the dairying
industry is not as valnable to Australia as
in reality it is. We do not understand
what the carrying of cattle means to any
pountry. This will be great stock country.
For some time to come the timber will pro-
duce traffic that will make the line profit-
able. When the line out from Busselton
to Margaret River, joining up with
Aungusta, was boilt, it was not expected
tihat it would open up a vast amount of
timber land, but as a fact it has earried
timber from the day when it was opened,
and will be earrying it for years. It will
be mueh the same with this particular line.
Not only shall we have the timber to carry,
hut it will be possible to settle a great
many people upon the land there. It is
not all wheat land, such as we find in the
wheat belt.

The Minister for Works :
eplendid wheat erops there.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At Boyup
Brook that iz so, but not over the whole
length of the proposed line. I do not know
of any better land than that at Boyup Brook.
The rainfall is not as heavy as it is near the
coast, or at Pemberton, but it is such as to
justify the construction of a railway, 7
hope the Minister will kcep in mind that
these lines through this country ought not

There are
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to be 30 miles aparf. The wheat belt coun-
try is ecomparatively level, and people can
get from point to point with considerable
ease. In the South-West the country is hilly
and undulating, and is difficult to cart over.
We have to sce to it that the lines are not
too far apart. A Royal Commission set down
the minimum at 30 miles apart; that was
an unforfunate thing, The praetice was to
determine that the lines should not be more
than a given distance apart. The nature of
the country makes a deviation imperutive.
The Dowerin-Merredin deviation was made
away from the goldfields line, with the re-
sult tliat we had a deviation of wore than
30 roiles. A line cannot be made dead
straight owing to the difference in the
grades, and it was necessary to have a de-
viation.

The Minister for Works: There will not
be the heavy carting to this line ihat there
would be on the wheat bel.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We shall
have a considerable amount of timber to
carry, and that is heavy carting. The differ-
ence between carting in the Souih-West and
the wheat belt is that for the most part
wheat ecarting is done in the summer, where-
as i the dairying industry in the South-
West the carting goes on all the year round.
Tn our country we can get about practic-
ally everywhere in the summer. If we had
only summer roads to provide, the eost would
be very little. The winter traffic not only
euts up the roads but makes it imperative
to lay down o heavier track than wouid
otherwise be necessary. Of conrse it is real-
ised when one goes into the South-West and
sees people stroggling with their produce
over winter roads, that it is an all-the-year-
round traffic there. When the sleepers cut
out, no doubt the roads will be maintained
much more easily. The winter traffic has
destroyed some of the best roads put down
in the South-West.

The Minister for Works: The new system
of carting sleepers by motor truck has
played havoe with the roads.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Suen
tralfic must kuock the roads about. Tt is
cheaper and better to have the lines nearer
to each other than to have them far apari.
The land is not level, and one cannot gel
by a direct route to a railway station. The
distance of this line is a little more than
30 miles as marked on the map. However,
there is the right to deviate fo an extent
of five miles. Members opposite resisted
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that degree of deviation when they were
sitting on these benches. The engineers cught
to be permitted to get the best grades pos-
gible. I hope that when the route is being
permanently fixed, regard will be had to
the circumstance that the distance should
not be more than 23 miles if it can possi-
bly be avoided. Of course we are guided fo
some extent by the Advisory Board’s report
in the matter of terminal points and route.
In this country, however, we must not ex-
pect to get railway surveys made at a low
eost. It is much better to spend money on
surveys thaa on regrading. Nothing is so
disappointing as to have to shift a railway
line once it is down. After the land has
been settled, it is impossible to shiff the line,
particularly if townships spring up as they
frequently do. Therefore the House should
nof object to a reasonable vote for railway
surveys. Hon, members know that even an
engineer must have diffienlty in ronstrueting
the best track between two points 100 miles
apart without giving the matter a good deal
of time, which means expense. However, the
Minister knows that in the experience of his
officers it has not been found possible to
locate railways in the South-West as easily
as those in the wheat belt. As the member
for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay) has reminded
us, in the wheat belt one ean almost go direct
from point to poeint, very little deviation in-
deed being required. I have much pleasure
in supyporting the Bill. There will be traffic
from tlie time the line is built. Albany ought
to he an extremely active and husy place
with the lines that already exist there, if it
were getting all the traffie it is entitled to;
but somehow wheat has not been stored at
Albany since the establishment of the wheat
pool. Experts declared Albany to be the
best place in Western Australia for the
storage of wheat, and said that it was most
likely to be free from such trovlles as
weevil.

Mr. A. Whansbrough: The weevils were
not too bad there.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Albany
was supposed to be free from weevils be-
cause of the climate. I bope this line will
not only be authorised but laid down with-
out delay after other lines already author-
ised have been constructed. When it is
possible to get cheap money for the scttle-
ment of our country, and when our own
flesh angd blood in the Old Land are looking
for opportunity and work which, I am
afraid, they are not likely to find there,
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we should push abead with development
Lere; and therefore I support the second
reading of this Bili with a great deal of
pieasure.

MR.A. WANSBROUGH (Albany) [10.17]):
I congratulate the Government en the bring-
ing down of this Bill for the construction of
a railway from Cranbrook to Boyup Brook.
The line has been promised to the settlers
in that area for the past 20 years, L0 my
knowledge; and assuredly the settlers in
question appreciae the Government’s action.
A reference to the map hanging on the wall
of this Chamber shows that for a distance of
40 miles ai each end of the proposel line the
whole of the country to be served hy the
railway is alienated. True, for a distance
of 20 miles in the middle the land is but
sparsely alienated. However, I venture to
say that within one monih of the passage of
this Bill every aere of thuse nnalienated
areas will have been applied for. Lpon re-
ference to statisties I learn that within an
area ot 15 miles of the proposed line the
settlers have 2,198 horses, 3,009 caitle, 147,
377 sheep, and about 300 pigs. Allowing a
wild valuation of £8 per head for horses and
cattle aml £1 per head for sheep and pigs, I
find that the value of stock now held in that
country amounts to £18%,933. Further, in the
Tenterden area, which is outside a 15-mile
radius of the proposed line, there are 50,000
sheep, the produce from which will ulso be
carried over the proposed railway. The re-
cords ot the Forests Department show that
there are 250,000 acres of mood marketable
Jarrah within the area to be serveld by this
line, jarrah estimated to go from six to 12
loads per aere. Taking an avernge of eight
loads per acre, the quantity available, at 7s.
6d. per load royalty, will give a revenue of
£750,000, being £430,000 more than the esti-
mafed eo<t of construction from timber
alone. It is also recorded that in the area
in question there are 500 acres of orchaid in
full bearing. The Bill provides for a de-
viation of five miles on either side. That is a
good proviso, but T do not altogethe: agree
with the Leader of the Opposition 1hat our
railwayvs onght to he huilt nearer lo each
other than is the practice to-day. We ean-
nat afford to huild railways at every 20
miles. The State is tos large, and the popu-
Iation is loo small. The present pruposal
seems fo me a theoronghly wise one, and I
give it my whole-hearted snpport.

(ASSEMBLY.]

MR. BROWN (Pingelly) [10.19]: I sup-
port the Bill, and rejoice to learn that we
have so large & tract of country yet awaiting
development. The proposed line, being 100
miles in lengtlh, must open up & cons:derable
territory. This is, however, a differcni class
of country from that which is known as the
wheat belt. Two or three other railways
which bave heen mentioned this <vening
serve a different elass of ecountry aliogether.
No doubt the country eomprises good sheep
land; theve is a lot of timber available, and
the land will probably be good for fruit
amil dairying. There is one other point 1
would like tn bring under noiice. In agree-
ing to the eonstruction of the line proposed,
which will eost a considerable sum of money,
the Government should not forget at
least one line that was sanctioned some time
ago. [ refer to the Brookton-Dale River line.
That railway will pass through similar conn-
try that is equally good. We have been
fizhting for that line for over 20 years, hut
we have not got if yet. I hope th: Govern-
ment will take into consideration i{he ques-
tion of constructing it. If an ingpection were
nmade, it would be found that the area fo be
traversed is typieal of the land along the
Bovup Brook line. I venture to prediet that
the construction of the Dale River line will
bring into eultivation land adjacent tn Perth.
However, I hope the Government will give
consideration to the project and huild the
line a= soon as possible,

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [10.22]: I have
cften nuestioned whether the building of
additional railway lines can be justified be-
rause of the prevailing tendency to-day in
the direction of motor transport. I regard
the Boyup Brook-Cranhrook railway pro-
ject as a distinet exeeption from that sng-
gestion. Recently T aecompanied the mem-
ber for Nelson {Mr. J. H. Smith} through
the area to be served by the line. I must
acknowledge that a wonderfully good area
will be served by the line when it is eon-
structed. 1In fact, I believe it eould be
deseribed as a paradise for stoek., The
aquality of the land I saw was suggestive of
the best areas in Victoria, differing, of
rourse, regarding the elass of timber to be
found there. The pasinres were prolific,
and, so far as 1 could see. the land was re-
markably good. Beyup is already renvwned
as a ecentre for high-cliss and well-
conditioned stock, while from an agrieul-
toral standpoint [ do not know that there
is Jand mueh sujerior in any other part of
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ihe State. 1 hope the House will agree fo
the Bill and that the line will be con-
sfructed at the earliest possible moment.
Tt will open up a econsiderable area of land
saitable for potate and frvit prodnetion.
dpart from the group areas, I believe that
more schools have been established during
the past vear or two in the districts to be
served by the line {han in any other part of
Western Aunsiralia. Tt has been stuted that
the quality of land is reflected in the char-
acter of the people. If that be :o0, then
the quality of the land between Boyup
Brook and Cranbrook is undoubtedly good.
We found the settlers theré remarkably
hospitable, There is every justification for
the constraetion of the line. Tt has been
promised for a loug time, and the peapls
are anxious to see it eonstrueted.

MR. J, H. SMITH (Nelson) [10.27]: It
seems hardly necessary for me to speak in
support of the construction of the line be-
cause the proposal stands on its merits,
snd there has been no opposition to it. In
these cireumstances we can expect the early
construction of the line. I hope the Min-
ister will not be too precipitate, and rush
a erowd of men down to the distriet in the
early part of January! I compliment the
Minister for Works upon his desire to con-
struet the railway. He has seen for him-
self what the country is capable of pro-
dueing, After battling for six years in this
tTouse, at least one of my ideals is on the
eve of fulfiiment. I refer to the construe-
tion of this railway. I have advocated the
line for over 20 years, ever since Lord
Torrest supported it. I was chairman of
1the Railway Leagne, and I regret that not
much notice seemed to be taken of my
eiforts. The advisory board appointed by
the previous Government reported favour.
ubly, and the present Government bhave
agreed that the line should be constructed,
in the interests of Western Australia,

The Premier: On national grounds.

Mr, J. H. SMITH : Yes, and for the
development of the country. I listened
with a great deal of interest the other day
at a public function, to one of our great
big men. He is one of the greatest Aus-
tralians we have amongst us, and his utter-
ance lifted vs out of ourselves. We appre-
ciated that we had a man amongst us. He
was our own Premier who told us, in termns
we will never forget, what was necessary
for the welfare of the State, of Australia
and of the Empire. Tt was a great speech.
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Hou. Sir James Mitehell : Don’t boom
theny. They boomn themselves sufficiently.

Mr, J. H. SMITH: T appreciated that
speech.

Mr. Teesdale: There is nothing in the
Bill about it.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: If the hon. member
iz not big enough to appreciate the Pre-
mier’s utterince, at least T do. The railway
will serve to develop the whole of the
South-\West. When six years ago I put up
a case for {he same railway, the member
for Guildford asked, “Who is going to say
this country is worth developing?’ I said
“‘'The settlers already established.'’ The
hon. member then said, “They are no
judues, and in any case they will exaggerate
srab -av gomething that is not true.’’ Se,
1 enabie the Minister for Works to put up
a case I have got the statistician to compile
the fizures proving that the railway should
tave been built 20 years ago. Respedling
the Boyup Brook-Cranbrook railway, h=2
says there are in the distriet 2,198 horses.
Thev are principally draught horses.

Mur. Teesdale: Brumbies.

Mr. J. H. SMITH : No, not brumbies.
They are all draught horses or utility
horses.. Then there are 3,659 cattle, 90 per
cent. of them being dairy ecattle; 147,377
sheep, nearly 1,000 pigs and 250,000 acres
of the best jarrah forest, estimaied to cut
between six and 12 loads per acre with «
general average of eight loads estimated to
teturn 7s. 6d. per load in royalty. Theve
the statistician is altogether wrong, for the
Government will get from, 30s. to £2 per
load royalty.

Mr. Teesdale: More cheap money!

Mr. J. H. SMITH: What does the hon,
yuember mean? Millars’ combine and othere
have heen robbing the State in the past.
But this iz all Crown land, where the Min-
ister for Forests can pnt up areas for
public auction. I guarantee the timber will
carry the railway over for 10 or 20 years.
More cheap money! 1 do resent that
sneer. TNoes my friend ranlise the value nf
the timber, that it has brought 45s. per load
royalty at Bussclton. “Why should we not
be entitled to the maximum amount we can
claim for royalty? Members do not seem to
realise that our timber freights exceed our
wonderful wheat freights by over £100,000
per annum, or that we pay ls. 6d. per lnad
wharfage on every load we send away,
whereag wheat freights are sent away free.
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Yet 1 get a cheap sneer from one on my
own side about more cheup money.
The Minister for Works: Come over here.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: No, the Premier has
given me rebuff after rebufl.

Mr. Teesdale: And yen extend the other
check.

Hon. J. H. SMITH: Yes, and get
smacked on both sides. However, it is
essential that this railway should be built.
Then along the route of the railway there
are 500 acres in orchard, where people have
been endeavouring to grow fruit on a com-
mercial basis 45 and 50 miles away from the
nearest railway. The land to be served by
this railway is going to produce some of the
finest orehards in the world. Consider what
it has been for those people growing fruit
40 and 50 miles from a railway and ecarting
it in on a spring cart or a buggy, receiving
perbaps 3s., 4s. or even less per case, un-
fortunately not being able to make a bar-
gain on rails at Bridgetown or at some other
station. I guarantee that once this railway
is built there will be under orchard not 500
aerey, but thousands of aeres, Within 12
months of the Government starting the con-
struction of the line, I am sure there will be
5,000 acres under orchard. I could go on
all night talking of that country.

Mr, Teesdale: Don't!

Mr.J.H. SMITH: I am speaking of the
South-West, not the North-West. 1 rould
tell members of the wonderful amounts of
money that has been made by men on smali
holdings. In the year before last a man
took from five acres of orchard 1,750 cases
of fruit, which returned kim a clear profit
of £750. From the same area last year,
whieh was a had season, he cleared £500.
Where, in any other part of Aunstralia,
wonld it be possible to wat five aeres of and
that would give the same magnificent re-
turns? Take land nnder urigation for in-
tense culture, or land wsed fcr dairying, and
such returns will never be obtained. That
is not an isolated case, and I would mention
many more but that members seem quite
convineed of the need for passing the Bill.

The Minister for Lands: And are anxious
to pass it.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Yes, but the Minister
for Lands shou!d not Eorset that if I had
not been advoeating the construction of this
railway for years. the Gevernment probably
would noi have been asking us to anthorize
it. The Minister is anxions to ret it passed.

[AS$EMBLY.]

Why? Simply because wm:y arguments for
years past have been so convineing,

Mr. A, Wansbrough: 'Then why delay it%

Mz, J. H. SMITH: I the member for
Albany has not seen fit to put nup a ease for
kis own distriet——

Hon. G. Taylor: No cass is needed in sup-
port of this railway.

Mr. J. H, SMITH: if the member for
Albany did pot deem it necessary last year
or the year before to put wp a case for his
own disfriet;

Myr. Teesdale: You will have the Govern-
ment changing their minds presently.

Mr. J. H. SMITH : There is a large area
of land to be served that has not been alien-
ated from the Crown. [ object to the action
of the Mitchell Govermnnent in having
directed that the area between Boyup Brook
and Cranbrook could be selected only under
group settlement conditions. That policy has
heen continued by the present Government,
and it is a crying shame. The old settlers
in that distriet did not have too much land.

The Minister for Lands: There are no
group settlements in that ares.

My, J. H. SMITH : That is just the inter-
Jjection T wanted, The Minister cannot deny
that applications have been made for land
and the invariable reply has been that the
land is held for group setrlement purposes.

The Minister for Lands: Not to my know-
ledge.

Mr. J. H, SMITH: Then the Minister
ought to ascertain the facts without delay.

The Minister for Lands: Is there land in
the district suitable for group settlement?
T want land for that purpose.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Minister i
merelv attempting to hait me. He knows
the views of his advisers nnd of Mr. Amery.
T understand that a parly will be leaving
Perth on the 29th of this month to inspect
the area and that in the partv will be the
Surveyor General and the Distriet Surveyor

The Minister for Lanrls: That is with re-
gard to the railway, not to the land.

Mr. J. H. SMTTH: They are going to in-
spect the land also. The Minister is not
taking the Survevor General and the Dis-
triet Surveyor down there for nothing. I
am not blaming the prrsent Minister for
Lands. - Refore he took offies this land was
held up for egroup scttlement, so that sons
of old settlers have not Leen allowed to
select a sinele acre. Yet nothing has bheen
done towards bmilding the railway. Al
that was done was to send down the Ad-
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visory Board to report. 1 am pleased tu
know that when the Munster for Works
visited the district he was greatiy impressed.
Speaking at Bovup Brook he said he was
astonished to find sueh fertile country. He
told the people thai it was the poliey of
the Government not to make half-promises,
but that when they put a railway on their
programnme, they intended to build it ae-
cording to the Advisory Beard’s report. 1
know I am boosting the district somewhat,
but 1 could not miss the opportunity to
say a few words in favour of an under-
taking that will make for the welfare of this
State and of Aunstralia g-nerally.

MB. E. B. JOENSTON (Williams-Narro-
gin} [1049]}: I desire o say a few
words in support of the construction of a
railway from Boyup Brook to Cranbrook,
& proposal that has already received ap-
proval from all sides of the House. I hope
that the Government’s action in introducing
this Bill, with which we all agree, indicates
that they intend to begin an era of uctive
railway construction thronghout the State.
The Government have aeted wisely in intro-
ducing this measure as recommended by the
Railway Advisory Board some months age.
So long as the Government adhere. as this
(overnment always have, to the routes which
that independent tribunal recogmised as the
best routes, they will be on safc and wise
ground. Tt is pleasing for the member for
Nelson (Mr. J. H. Smith) and others, who
have advocated this line for so many years,
to see the consummation of their hopes.
Quite 20 years ago a railway in this direction
was forecasted. Before that, it was desired
by the late Lord Forrest when Premier, but
nothing has been done in a practical way to
bring to fruition the wishes of the settlers
there, until the Government brought down
this measure.

Mr. A, Wanshrough:
promised.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON': Yes. This line
will serve a number of old settlers in the
district. It is pleasing fo know that at last
the iron horse is coming along. This railway
will form another connecting link between
the Great Southern and the Great Western
districts. The land along the Great Soutb-
ern may be said to coraprise the best part
of the State, and the more the Government
ean open up these lands east and west, the
better it will be for the State. The member
for Nelson has referred to the large amount

It was defiritely
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of timber in the distriet, as well as to the old
settlers there. TUndoubiadly there is room
also for many thousands of other people fo
be settled along the route of the line, and
in the district to be served by it. The land
is exceedingly fertile and well watered. I
know it well. It is eminently suited for
¢lose settlement. I believe there will be
room there for homes for thcusands of
people. In giving my approval to this rail-
way, I hope the Government will not be
satisfied merely with the authorization fo
construet it, but will build it as quickly as
possible.

The Minister for Lands: We do build the
railways we get authorised.

Mr. E. B. JOEHNSTON: I know that.
I am net finding any fault. 1 am approving
the action of the CGovernment in bringing
down this Bill, and expressing the hope that
the line will be built guickly.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second Hme,

In Committee.

Bill passed through Committer without
debate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

House adjourned at 10.55 p.m.

Negislative Councfl,
Wednesday, 24th November, 1926,
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