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one moment, even to hint that I have any
particular benefit, or that I should have
any undue interest in passing a measure
of this sort, is, I think, going much too
far. I do not know the tramway earn-

pany in the matter; I do not know any
individual property-owner in the matter;
I know the petitioners whomn I have had
to consider, and I know the public author-
ities whio have had to put the matter be-
fore me, including the hon. members re-
presenting the district, and at their re-
quest I have been out and seen and trav-
ersed the different routes and examined
the question, and I have come to the con-
elusion that this is the proper attitude
to take up, the attitude which I have taken
up, to introduce this measure and to ask
the House to pass it, not in the interests
of any company or individual, but in the
interests of the great majority of the resi'-
dents anti ratepayers of the neighbour-
hood.

Question pitl and passed.
Bill read a second time.

ffouse adjourned at 11.9.? p.m.

legislative Resembip,
Thursday, 18th A'ovember, 1909.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES SELECT
COMMITTEE.

Extension of time.
M1r.'BOLTON moved-
That the time for bringing up the re-
port of the Friendly Societies Seelect
Committee be extended for one fort-
night.

The chlairmian of the select commnittee had
been desirous of making an interim re-
port that day, but in his absence he (Air.
Bolton) desired to move for the extension
of time for a fortnight. The chatirman
of the commrittee desired to say that cer-
tain friendly societies on the goldields
hadl requested to have their officials
called to give evidence. The select
comnmittee had met during the last fort-
night onl several occasions, but they
would be unable to submit their final re-
port before at fortnighlt's time.

Question put and passed.

BILL-LAND ACT AMNENDMENT.
Introduced byv I le Preminer and read a

flrgt time.

BILL-AGRICULTURAL LANDS
PURCHASE.

Leave-First Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J1. Mo'ie)
moved-

For leave to introduce a Bill for
"An Act to make better provision for
the purchase of lands suitable for im-
,nediate settlement and for facilitating
settlement on the land.

Hr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
There did not appear to be any necessity
for this Bill at the present time, or at all
events it couldl not be described as being
urgent. At the close of the session w%!it
so much work in fronit of uts this measure
need not be brought down. We had been
led to believe from the land agents in the
various districts, and at the land -agencies
in the Eastern States and elsewhere, that
there was plenty of Crown land in 'West-
ern Australia available for settlement.
It was not a wise proposition for the
Government to repurchase lands when
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this state of affairs existed. The Gov'-
ernimeut should not spend money in buy-
ing private lands while the fin-ances ware
in their present position. So long as
there was a stilliien't quantity of Crown
land available for settlement within a
fair distance of railway commuication
mnenibers shonid not be asked -to give the
Government aut-iority to buy back other
areas. There had bee n numerous speeches
of condemnation in this House and in the
eaumtry made by people who stated that
the Government were prtactieally mislead-
ing the public as to the land availaible
for settlement, It had been said that the
Crown lands were not what they were
represented to be by the Government.
He did nat desire to oppose, witb any
greait force, the mneasure at this stage,
but he intended to have the measure
thoroughly debated in all its stages after
the second reading had been moved.

The PREMIER (in reply) : The mea-
sure was introduced with the object of
icreasing the amount of money avail-

able for repurchasing estates from
£200,000 to £400,000. The authority for
the former amount had been avbsorbed,
and it was anticipated that the additional
sumi would be needed.

Mr. Underwood: Let the Government
sell somne of the millions of acres of Gov-
ernient land painted green on the map.

The PREMIER: Anyone would think
that thiis money was being expended by
the Government. and thbat there was no
return for it. The sumn of £200,000 had
bean spenit, buit it wras always coming6
back lo thle Government, who did not
lose by the transaotion. With thle mone11y
the Government repurehased estates and
sold them again after adding 10 per
cent. to the cost, and allowing for sur-
veys and other improvements. Ttie pea-
pie purchased the estates and thus en-
ableil a certain am-ount of traffic to go to
the Railway Departmnent. It was wise
that that shotild be done. There was not
the least doubt thatt argiuents would be
advanced on the second reading whieb
would convince members, such as 'the
member for Mount Margrert, that it was
advisable in the best interests of the
Siate that the Bill should be passed.

Question put and passed.
Bill introduced aiid read a first timu,

BiLL- ABATTOIR S.
Comicil/s Amendamentis.

Schedule of three amendments made hy
the Legislative Council, now considered.

III Committee.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair; the M1in-

ister for Lands in charge of the Bill.
'No. 1, Clause 6, Subetause 1, Para-

graph (rn)-Strike out the word "thie"
in line 2.

The MINISTER FOR LANDSv
moved-

That the ('ouncil's aniendment be
agreed to.

It was obvious, that tile wc'rd shunld be-
inserted.

Question passed; the Council's amend-
muent agreed to.

No. 2, Clause 9, paragraph (d..)-Be-
fore thle word "order" insert "wvritten."

The MINISTER FORi LANDS4
moved -

That the ('ouncii*s amnendmniet lit

agreed to.

There was no objection Io the word
49written"~ being inserted before "order",-
it wvuid not interfere with the efficiency
of tthe Bill.

Mr. BATH: A number of instances
could be conceived in which it might be
veiy inconvenient for the officer to have
to suplply a written order to earn' out
somne instructions which he mnight give to

anyvperson There were ci reumsta nes

ever for an officer to supply a written
order, hut this would mnean that in hit.
rotiids in visiting abatlois. nr carryinir
out his. duties, i e had to go back to,
h1i-s office to write out an order, while lie
was away another breach mnight be coin-
maitted. 'flp amendment was not neces-
sary. and -we should rely upon the di-
cretion of thle officer that he would not
eve an oirder which would he unreason-

able.
The Premier: It would do away with

the likelihood of any dispute afterwards.
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Mr. BATH: The trouble that was fore-
seen wvas not because of the zeal of those
who would carry out the duties under the
Bill, but the difficulty was generally the
u-lher way, the lack of zeal and neglect
in administration. Under these cirumn-
stances one dlid not like to see an obstacle
put in the way of a zealous officer earry-
ing out his duties.

Mr. BOLTON: There had been occas-
ions when it had been necessary to protect
officers who had saidl that they had given
verbal orders, and whose statement had
been denied by the people in high posi-
tions before whom the officer had to ap-
pear. It would not be difficult for an
officer to tear a leaf from his pocket book
and write anr order on that. The pro-
cedure would certainly Ile a saifeguard.
and the amendment shonld be agreed to.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
would be no difficulty whatever about giv-
ing a written order: in fact, it would be
just as ens-v to give a written order as at
verbal order. The member wvho had just
slat down had occasion to accompany him
(the Minister) onl an inspection, where
it was found that two officers had given
contrary orders. If these orders had
been wvritten there wvould have beeni no
trouble whatever. If the amendment
were lrassed it would assist in the control
of the work.

Mr. TAYLOR: From what the Minis-
-ter said, if we accepted the amendment
it would he absolutely ncsayto far-
nish a written order; verbal instructions
would be of no value. It was not always
necessaryv to issue written instructions.
The measure would give power to the Gov-
erment to appoint inspectors as a pro-
tection to the public, and these inspectors
were to be men who would uise their pow-
,ers with credit to themselves and for the
benefit of the public. Inspectors orccupy-
ing these positions would not consider tire
loss that might fall to the stock owner.
If a heast were not fit for human con-
sumption it would be the inspector's duty
to say so and have it destroyed: but if
the amendment were carried it might
hamper him if he had to go away and
secure a written order. While on this
subject attention oughut to be drawn to a
report which appeared some four or five

weeks ago in the Miirror about the coll-
dition of the slaughter yards in Kalgoor-
lie. There were also some photographs
in that journal showing, a number of ear-
cases with flies onl themn.

The Minister for, Lands; All that will
be altered.

Mr. TAYLOR: rf the Minister did jiot
alter that state of affairs the community
wvould soon be considerably ailtered. It
was the most shocking account, if it were
true-and there was no reason to doabt;
its accuracy- that had ever been inl print;
it was equal, in fact, to wvhat 'ne would
expect to read in Thle .1ignle. Decisive
action should be taken; every power
should be given to an inspector. and lie
should tiot be hampered.

Mrb. UNDERWOOD: The reason givent
by the Minister in favour of the adoption
of the amendment did not impress one.
If the Minister thought that the officer
would be better with a written order, it
scorned ridiculous to believe that this writ-
ten (order would make the officer more
competent. As a matter of fact it would
interfere with the carry' ing out of his
work if he had to go away and write
it out. Why did not the police give a
written notice to a burglar that they in-
tended to arrest him? It seemed that
where it was a miatter of property, the
propert -y was wvell hemmied in and well
rejpresented, too. He protested against
the amendment being passed. It was un-
necessar a- lnd w-ould act detrimentally
against the inspectors.

Mr. FOULKIES: The amtendment
afforded the best protection that the in-
spector would have. If a defendant were
taken to couart, all that it would he neces-
sary for him to do would be to come for-
ward with a couple of witnesses and riwear
that no verbal order had been given to
him; the result would be that the magis-
trate would dismiss the proceedings. He
would he obliged to dismiss the case, and
that was no reason why the Committee
should support thle amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR: The argument of the
member for Claremont was fallacious.
It was well known that when an inspec-
tor condemned a earcase he not only did
that but 'he ordered its destruction, and
then he followed it to the place where it
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was destroyed. The member for Clare-
mont must be aware that unless the in-
spector actually saw to the destruction
of the caresses. the wvritten order would
lie of no avail. The inspector had to fol-
low the earease.

Mr. Jacoby: And take possession of it.
Mr. TAYLOR: It was useless -unless lie

did take possession of it.
Mr. Jacoby: Then what is the use of an

order at all?
Mr. TAYLOR: As the result of the

amendment the inspector would be found
hanging onl to tire carease with one hand
while with the other lie felt aboilt for
pen and ink. Surely it as known that
it was not sufficient for an inspector to
order a carease to be destroyed. If the
inspector did niot himself see to the des-
truction of the carcase, no notice would
be taken of his order. Anl inspector not
only attended at the slaughter yards and
inspected the stock, but he saw to it that
the condemned stuff was destroyed. That
was his most important work. It was the
following uip of the eareases to see that
they were destroyed that took up the in-
specftor's time.

The Minister for Lands: We will eon-
fiscate at these ahattoirs.

MAr. TAYLOR: Possibly the Minister
intended to confiscnte. Some of the in-
spectors had altogether too big an area to
go over.

The CHAiRMUAN: The hion. member
was getting awa 'y from the question,
which *was as to whet her or not the order
should be written.

-Mr. TAYLOR : The order in itself
would lie alto zetlicr ineffective. Thle ur-
gency of die question did not permit of
an inspector walking away from a di-
seased carcase. for a person who would
attenipt to put a Ibad carease on the market
would miake no scruples about disregard-
ing the order of the inspector.
Mr. Cordon: What are they doing while

the inspector is away seeing- that the car-
case is destroyed?

Mr. TAYLOR: At such times they were
p)robably preparing more cronk careases
in the hopes of dodging the inspector
next thnep. It was absurd for the Mini-
ster to try and foist on the Committee
the amendment for a written instruction.

The Minister for Lands: Under thris
measuire we will confiscate all -unfit meat.

Mr. TAYLOR: And what would the
Minister do with it Would he leave it
banigiing at the abattoirs, or would hie send
it out to the civil servants wvho had goire,
onl the land? If the Government were-
going- to confiscate why ask for a written
order from. the inspector? Wouild not a
diseased carcase carry its own writtrit
order for destruction?7 The amendment
was anl insuilt to the intelligee Of I1(11..
members.

Mr. SCADIJAN: While agreeing thiat
the Committee ought to he careful to pro'-
tect the public lie thougtt tile Committee
would be going the right way about meet.
irg that obligation -by accepting thle-
amendment. We had many different
classes of inspectors in the State, and
iii some instances wheim prosecutions
had been comamenced byv different de-
pairtmenlts onl the strength of verbal
instructions, by inspectors the de-
fendants hiad sworn that they had
received no such verbal instructions,
whereupon the cases had been thrown oit.
Certainly the inspector should issue a
written order. There would be no need
for him to carry about pen and ink, rori
an indelible pencil would serve the pmrim
pose. The inspector could keep his order
in duplicate us a safeguard against tie
plea that no such order had been issued.
All the orders issued in the ahattoirs
wvould not necessarily lie iii connection
with the destruction or confiscation of a
beast. There were nuimbers of parts of
beats which might be condemined and
ordered to he destroyed, but whiceh woulld
not affect the remainder of the beast.
Mforeover, there was not merely the duty
of inspecting the beasts themselves, kit
also of inspecting t'he surroundings arid
thme general management of the abattoirs.
The Committee would be tile rmore effect-
ively protectirg the puiblic by providing
for a writteni order titan b)'y being content
wihr verbal instructions to be issued hr
the inspector.

MrIt. BUTCHER: Thre amendment did
not apply to enirase meat, but onty h,'
stock taken into abattoirs for slaughter-
ing purposes. The carcase was dealt with
-under the Health Act. It was necessary
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to have some means to prevent diseased
stock being taken into ahattoirs for the
purpose of slaughtering, because beasts
might he suffering from a disease that
might not he detectable in the carcase. A
written notice was necessary because it
was hard to secure convictions on verbal
orders.

Mx. UNDEBWOOD: If in the court a
witness said he had not heard the inspec-
tor giving a verbal order, it would be
merely negative evidence. If a magistrate
would not take the inspector's word as
to a verbal order having been given, he
would not accept the inspector's state-
ment as to the correctness of a duplicate
of a written order.

Mr, Seaddan: The inspector could get
the person to sign the duplicate.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If we -compelled
written orders to he given, it would mean
plenty of red tape and expense, and have
little effect. In fact it would hamper
the inspector beyond all reason. These
orders would apply to everything in the
abattoirs, and not only to the cattle taken
in for slaugh1ter. Of course the member
f or North Fremantle supported the
amendment, hut the hon. member would
support almost anything in his own elec-
torate. No reasons were advanced it) sup-
port of the Council's amendment.

The MIN4ISTER FOR LANDS : No
order would be necessary once the beast
was slaughtered, because if a diseased
earcase was found it would be
confiscated, It was necessary to have the
albattoirs; in order to have perfect control
of the meat supply for the People, and it
was necessary that the intspector's order
should be obeyed in regard to many
things in connection with the abattoirs,
such as the f eeding and the care of stock,
the nature of the food and the supply of
water for the stock, and in regard to
cleanliness. The amendment decidedly
improved the Bill.

Mr. BOLTON: In answer to the
meamber for Port Hedliand and Keller-
berri- -

The CHAIRMIAN: The hon. member
must refer to the member for Pilbara by
his proper constituenc-y.

Mr. BOLTON: The member for Pit-
bara, who had a knowledge of Port

Hfedland and Keflerberrin, should also
ascertain there were no ahattoirs at
North Fremnitle. If there were he (Mr.
Bolton) had too much sense to advocate
them in the Chamber. He supported the
amendment in order to protect the inspec-
tors aIppointed to fight big combines who
claimed orders were not given because
they were not in wribing. As a matter
of fact the abattoirs were on the gold-
fields, showing that he could raise his
mind a little above his own electorate,
,which some members could not do.

Question put and passed; the Coun-
cil's amendment agreed to.

No. 3 -Olansc 7-Add the following
words :-"Exeept in the case of any
abattoir established before the passing of
Lbis Act, and certified in writing by the
Minister on the recommendation of the
controller within three months after the
passing of this Act to be en abattoir fit
to continue registered and licensed uinder
the provisions of the Health Act, 1898."

The MINISTER FOR LANDS
moved-

T'hat the Council's amendmrent be
(agreed to.
Mr. ANOWIN: Could we take an

amendIment to Clause 7 after dealing-
with an amendment to Clause 9?

The CHAIRMAN: The question wan
not the order of the clauses, but the
order of the amendments of another
place. The hon. member was quite in
order.

The MINISTER FOIR LANDS: There
were oertain abattoirs, particularly at
Uoit's jetty, it was proposed to allow
to be used. They had been erected at
considerable cost, and it was necessary
to aow them, so long as they were main-
tained and kept in a proper condition,
to remain licensed. This was explained
when the Bill was before the House.
The idea was that the area on which the
works were built should be excluded from
the abattoir area which would, he hoped,
soon he declared at Fremnantle; but the
amendment was an improvement on that
idea because it gave the Government the
power to con tinue the licenses now held
by the owners of those abattoirs and
made it necessary for the controller to
immediately visit the ebattoirs and cer-
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tify that they were up to date in every
detail and fit to be continued as licensed
places for the slaughter of beasts. It
did not follow that the Health Depart-
ment would be compelled to license them,
hut onie could take it that would be done
under the Health Act. The works at
Robb's jetty would be required for some
time probably to deal with 'the cattle
brought from the Worth. The idea was
to erect, ahattoirs for the export of meat
at North Fremantle aiid to 'have those
abiatftoirs used by the butchers in the
metropolitan area, at any rate for the
present untit the accommodation at
North Fremantle was too limited for the
purpose. His desire was to have every
ahattor used in the metropolitan area
up to date, and that any man who wished
to set about the business of butchering
should have some place for slaughtering.
That the Government would provide -at
Worth Fremantle. There seemed to be
no reason why we should not accept this
amendmient.

Mr. BATH: The proposal to accept
tile amendment might be modified by a
proviso that the exception should not
apply for longer than a stated period.
Tt was recognised that as long as ,the
absttboirs were properly conducted and(
conformed to the provisions of the Health
Act it night be necessary to allow thiem
to be continued ntil the new Act got
into proper working order. Otherwise
we would have chaos in connection with
the slaughtering of stock for consump-
tion. The efficacy of the measure would
be dependent upon the concentration of
inspection work in as few localities as
pJossible. Would the Bill, when passed,
he administered by the Stock, Depart-
ien~t or flipe Health Depatment?

The Minister for Lands: The abattoir
areas will be administered through the
Stock Department.

Mr. BATH: The provisions for in-
spection were mainly for the purpose of
preventing the sipread of tuberculosis by
the consuimption of infected stock. There
could he no question that at the present
time we had made a terrible mistake, to
be fraught wvith evil consequences in the
future, such as were almost unthought of

now, by handingr over the control of
dairy stock to the Stock, Department. All
now, by handing over the control of
the Health Department, with its present
departmental methods, it would not he
mucnh better. Those recognising the lack
of administrative zeal in thie Health De-
partiulent would say we bad done worse,
judging by the report of the mieeting- the
other night, by handing over the control
to the Stock Department. Even with
the Bill without the amuendmient there.
wouild be reason to doubt whether we
would have sufficient inspection uinder it,
hut if the inspectors were to 1)8 charged
with the extra duty of also inspecting
abattoirs outside those constructed under
the Bill, they would be clothed with a
power they wouild not be able to carry
out properly. As the Minister had said.
there would, of course, 1)e a transition
stage during which matters should be al-
lowed to continue to a certain extent as%
they were, but there should be an amend-
meat to the amendment froni another place
providing that the exception should not
apply for a longer term than, say, 12 or
18 months after the Act came into force.

The Mfinister for Lands: It is an an-
nual license that can he discontinued at
any tune.

Mr. BATH: Those persons were given
the power, and we recognised their right
to registration, no limitation of time being
expressed. He dlid not wish to make the
terma unreasonably short, but the Minis-
ter should protect the public and give an
oppor'tunity for effective administration
inl connection with the inspection of meat
for consumption by limiting the proposal
to a specified period.

The Honorary Minister: How about
abattoirs which have been recently erec-
ted at at cost of £E12,000 or £15,0007

Mr, BATH : There should be time givenr
to thlem to make an adjustmeut. The
Minister must recognise that the consider-
ation of the public health was paramount-
in the past his colleagues and he had
done things which, to a certain extent.
had been injurious to those owning stock.
That was inseparable from Acts passed
for the protection of public health. It
was not to be denied that under the mess-
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ure possibly those who bad erected abat-
toirs of their own might suffer to some
extent, but this must not be allowed to
influence members in face of the para-
mount necessity for protecting the health
of the public.

Mr. OSBORN: It was to he hoped the
Minister would not entertain thesuggesfion
of the Leader of the Opposition at this
juncture. Abattoirs had been erected at
Robb's Jetty under the supervision of the
proper authorities, and most of them had
been erected at very great expense.
Surely the Leader of the Opposition
would not advocate that £12,000 or
£153,000 of property should cease to exist
in 18 months. The fact might he men-
tioned, that the ahattoirs there were prac-
tically for the sole use of stock brought
into the Sate by steamer. For that reason
thc site was the best that could possibly
be obtained and much better than the
site at North Fremantle. There was no
need to put the purchaser to the cost of
railing stock from Robb's jetty to North
Fremantle, for if that were done it would
immediately result in an increased price
of meat to the consumer. If obstacles
were put in the way of the purchascr and
the butcher meat would go up in price.
Stock from the Eastern States as well as
from the North-West were landed at
'Rohh's jetty and abattoirs would con-
tirnue to exist there for some years, even
if the Goverment might have to decide to
take them over. It was necessry that
they should he established there. There
was no gainsaying the fact that thousands
of head of stock were brought by vessel
to the abattoirs at Rohb's jetty. It would
be easy later on to obviate anry difficulty
that might exist by bringing in an amend-
ing Bilt to provide that abattoirs there
should cease to exist.

Mr. W. PRICE: There was no neces-
sity for the amendment suggested by an-
other place. He was opposed to it in
its entirety. Clause 3 of the Bill pro-
vided that the Government might declare
districts, and power was also given to
suspend the operation of the measure in
any district. If the amendment were
necessary abattoirs at present existing.
providing they complied with the Health
Act and were in accordance with present

requirements, might continue for an in-
definite period, if they were kept
in the same state of efficiency and cleanli-
ness that they were at the present time.
He had in his mind one district where
there was a tight going on against the
use of abattoirs erected by the State at a
considerable cost.

The Minister for Lands: Where is5
that?

Mr. W. PRICE: At Kalgoorlie. We
should not pass an amendment which
would practically give to the owners of
eiisting private ahattoirs near Kalgoorlie
the right to continue for an indefinite
period. If thh department were not pre-
pared to force private abattoirs to close
they could exempt a district withou-t there
being inserted in the Bill an anxendnacnt
such as that proposed.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was a desire on
the part of the Minister, in his ready ac-
ccptation of the amendment from another
place, to hamper in every" way possible
the administration of the measure. There
-were Government abattoirs at Kalgoorlie
which had never been utsed except in c-
peiitiung on bags of sand and a few
cattle. When the 'butlocks were tried
there was a holy muddle.

The Minister for Lands: That is not
SO.

Mir. TAYLOR: It was so. The Bill
appeared to have been introduced with
the object of legalising the abattoirs at
Kalgoorlie There hiad been a feeling for
years that there should be public, abat-
toirs on the goldfields and on the coast,
and the introduction of the measure was
evidently the result of a desire on the
part of the G overnment. to meet 'tll
wishes of the people in this respect. The
existing slaughter yards, or so-called
abattoirs, were so Wholly unequal to re-
quirements that it was thought necessary
to bring in the measure. When the Bill
was brought before this House previously
the Minister assured members that all was
right, and it went throught without op-
position from him, because he thboughrt
the measure 'was needed. So soon, how-
ever, as the Bill reached another Chamn-
her. whbere vested interests had a ver-v
much lsrrrer proportion nf representation.
the great cattle kings, the representatives
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of the people who had been exploiting
the public for so long--

The CHAIRMAN: The hion. member
must not refieci upon members of an-
other place.

Mr. TAYLOR: The reference he had
made was not to the members of another
place lbut to those whomi they repre-
sented. They were the people who were
the cause of this Bill. The 'Minister was
ready and willing to accept suggestions,
amenldments and rebuffs from another
piace. The Bill as brought down origin-
ally had quite a different object. There
were abattoirs here recently eonstnicted
costing £10,000 or £12,000, and they
should be tip to date. Why should there
be any subterfuges and not declare them
abattoirs under the Bill. There should
not be any dual control. The amendment
gave control under the Pulblic Health Act;
why should the control not be under the
Bill? Why did we require dual control
for the slaughtering of stock for the
markets? If the Minister was willing to
agree to the amendment why did be not
bring a similar proposal down when the
Bill was originally before the House.
The Minister should stick to this Bill.
He must have been satisfied originally
that it would meet all requirements; what
had made him alter his opinion? The
Committee should not give dual control,
and the whole of the slaughitering in the
State should coins under the measture be-
fore the Conimittee. Probably the pres-
sure of property had altered the Minis-
ter's opinion. It was impossible for the
Minister to wholly remove the bad im-
pression which had been given by the de-
scription of the condition of those
slaughter houses referred to in the news-
paper article. The abattoirs in Kal-
goorlie were not abattoirs at all; they
were only a model and were only fit for
one person to slaughter a few stock in,
and bad been absolutely condemned by
everyone who had seen them.

The CHAIRMAN: That question did
not touch the amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR: We were dealing with
ahattoirs.

The CHAIRMAN: The bon. member
could not discuss that phase of the ques-
tion. The subject to be discussed was the

*question raised in the amendment, and the
bon. member should confine his remarks
to that.

Mr. TAYLOR: It was his desire to do
so. These abattoirs were the very ones
that were established before the passing
of the Bill. If members could not dis-
cuss these abattoirs how were they going
to put their views before the Committee?
They could not discuss dairies, factories.
or piggeries. Members wanted to dis-
cuss abattoirs, and as far as he was coni-
cerned he would discuss them.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
could not go into the general question.

Mr. TAYLOR: It was his intention to
go into the question of abattoirs estab-
lished "before the passing of this Act,"
as stated in the amendment of another
place; and the liberty of speech should
not be curtailed if a man happened to,
be opposing the Government or if he was
opposing something from another place.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
must not reflect on the Chair.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was no intention
on his part of reflecting on the Chair.
He was trying to force the position that
he was entitled to discuss abattoirs erec-
led "before the passing of this Act."

The CHAIRMAN: The question before
the Committee was the amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR: The amendment excep-
ted "abattoirs established before the pas9-
sing of this Act." Those were the words
and they conveyed, to his mind, exactly
what he had been discussing and nothing
else. The Minister desired those abattoirs
to remain as abattoirs if they were lic-
ensed under the Health Act. If he (Mr.
Taylor) were not allowed to discuss the
abattoirs. the best thing to do would be
to give the Government their own way,
shut up Parliament, and gag- the people.
He was absolutely on sound ground under
all the Standing Orders and all the rules
of debate that he had ever read or bad
anything to do with. The amendment
was absolutely unnecessary. The cause of
the Bill was the dilapidated and degraded
condition of some of the slaughter houses
of the State.

Mr. Gordon: Nothing of the sort.
M r. TAYLOR: We were now trying

to rectify that condition of affairs. A.
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Meat Commission had been appointed at
a big expense, and a select committee sat
six years ago and recommended public
abattoirs, and the Bill submitted to the
House was for that purpose. Surely the
M.Ninister ought to endeavour, therefore,
to stick to his Bill and impress upon the
minds of the lpnblic that the abattoirs,
whether they wverb built "after the pas-
sage of this Act" or before, would be
up-to-date, and that every facility would
be given for the despatcb of carcases to
our markets; in a clean and wholesome
condition. There should be no desire to
allow these rookeries, which were in ex-
istence over three mouths before the pas-
sinmr of this measure, to be legalised as
slaughtering places under the Public
Health Act even if they had previously
held a license under that Act. Did the
Minister think that members were asleep
because the Opposition had assisted the
Government in many respects, and were
going to be ridden over rough shod 9
Certainly not. Members should reject the
amnicdmen t.

Mr. GORDON: No one could agree
with the hon. member when he said that
the cause of this Bill being brought down
be p)ointed out that a slaughter hou~se
already existing in the State. It might
ne pointed out that a slaughter house
had been built at Fremautle at a cost of
£40,000. Surely that could not be re-
garded ais disreputable, especially when
it had been admitted to be one of the
monst up-to-date in Australia. The hon.
memnher had not been to Fremantle or he
would not have criticised the slaughter
houses in Western Australia in the man-
nier that hie had done. There were three
at Fremiantle, and not one had cost less
than £20,000. The object of the abat-
toirs being built was to convanience all
the smaller butchers who would be able
to get their stock killed at the Govern-
ment abattoirs. The inspection of abat-
toirs in Western Australia was well-nigh
iierfect, and was more up-to-date than
any other in Australia. That had been
proved beyond all doubt. The existing
abattoirs should be protected. Nine years
ago a resolution had been passed in Par-
liament affirming the desirability of erect-

tiug public abattuirs. Subsequently he
hod moved that the resolution should he
given effect to. This had been long be-
fore Mlessrs. Copley & Company had
spent a shilling on abattoirs. That firm
bad written to the Government asking if
it were intended to build public abattoirs
because, if so, the firmt had no desire to
build for itself. So too with the other
big meat firms. It was only because the
Government had refused to erect abat-
toirs that Messrs. Copley & Company
had been forced to spend £40,000 on a
private establishment, For the same rea-
son Messrs. Forrest, Emanuel had spent
some £15,000 on improvements, and
Mfessrs. Connor, Doherty & liurack also
bad spent a large amount on abattoirs.
It would be most unfair if these ahat-
toirs were now to be closed lip.

Mr. Taylor: The Minister thought they
would he when he brought his Bill down.

Mr. GORDON: To close them would
he to inflict a manifest injustice. He
would not hear the abattoirs of the State
condemned as they had been by the mem-
ber for Mount Margaret.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: On
first bringing down the Bill he had told
the House that the abattoirs at Robb's
jetty would be exempt from the opera-
tion of the measure. He resented the im-
putation made by the hon. member who had
stiggested that he (the Minister) had been
approached by the cattle kings. For his
part be was glad to know that those so-
called cattle kings hiad been enterprising
enough to put up thoroughly good works,
and lie hoped that they would be protec-
ted.

Mr. Hudson: What control will be ex-
ercised over them?

The MITNISTER FOR LANDS: The
same control as would be exercised over
the Government abattoirs. The only ab-
attoirs he had in his mind were those at
Robb's jetty. From his experience of
the Kalgoorlie private abattoirs he could
say there was not one which would have
a chanrce of being- licensed.

Mr. Taylor: I was only discussing
those at Kalgoorlie.

The MTNXISTER FOR LANDS: The
Kalgoorie abattoirs to which hie was re-
frring wore those privately owned.
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Mr. Brown: But you cannot use the
public abattoirs at Kalgoorlie. You will
have to license the private ones.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
bion. member knew nothing about it.
That canard had been set going by the
butchers up there who did not wish to
use the public abattoirs. The Committee
would not wish that licenses should be re-
fused to the more reputable of the pri-
vate abattoirs-abattoirs which had been
properly built, and that, too, at a time
when the Government were not prepared
to face the expense. These abattoirs
were uip-to-date, and so long as they were
maintained in this condition, they should
be licensed. However, the license would
oniy be an animal one, and it could he re-
fused if there were any good ground for
such refusal. After the Bill had passed
the House it had been found that those
private abattoirs at Robb's jetty would be
better protected in the manner now sug-
gested. Under the amendment the whole
of the works would be included in the ab-
attoir area. The control would be just
the same as in the public abattoirs, and
would he exerted not only over the meat
slaughtered, but over the men engaged
in the operations and the plant used in
connection therewith. He hoped the
Committee would agree to the amendment
because it would appreciably improve the
Bill.

Mr. BROWN: Probably nobody re-
gretted more than did the Minister for
Lands himself the fact that the Minister
had to accept the position in which he
found himself. If a select committee
were to be appointed, they would find
that the abattoirs in Kalgoorlie were the
greatest monument of inexperience ever
perpetrated in the State. Having regard
to the present condition of the Govern-
ment abattoirs at Kalgoorlie it was abso-
luttely impossible to do away with the
private slaughter houses, and use the
pulic establishiment. All who had any
experience in these matters were agreed
that the public abattoirs at Kalgoorlie
were splendidly built, but that for accom-
modation and for practical purposes they
were absolutely impossible.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was getting wide of the amendment.

Mr. BROWN: Nobody regretted more
thain the iMinister himself that he had to
accept this amendment which had been
devised to help him out of the terrible
condition of affairs he had got into owinlg

to his inexperience of pulic abattoirs.
The Mfinister for Lands: Is the hion.

member justified in saying thatt
Mr. BROWN: if the Minister would

appoint a select committee he would see
the justification for it.

The CHAIRMAN: The lion. member
was not out of order.

Mr. WARE: The amendment should
-be supported if only for the reason tbat
it would render the Bill abortive. He
agreed with Mr. Brown that the public
abuttoirs at Kalgoorlie were far from
answering the requirements of the dis-
trict. The Minister had expended a con-
siderable suim of money in connection
with these abattoirs, and if the amend-
menrt were accepted and included in the
Hill it would mean that any firmi would
have three months in which to build suit-
able abattoirs.

Hon. Membders: You Die wrong.
Mr. WARE: The owner of a privne

nahattoir at the present time could make
such alterations and additions to his es-
tablishment within three miinths that the
health officer would have to recoimnend
to the Minister, and the Minister would
have to allow, such abattoirs to remain
in existence. That was the wvay in which
he read the amendment.

Bon. Members: You are wrong.
Mr. WARE: It was a cunningly de-

vised plan from another place. When
the abattoirs at Kalgoorlie were brought
into operation it would be found that the
conveniences there provided were alto-
gether inadequate. He would support1
the amendment.

(Sitting s.uspended from 6.15 to 7.30
P.M.)

Mr, TAYLOR: An 'y remarks maide hrv
thim in connection with abattoirs or
slaughter houses had no reference to the
ahattoirs at Fremantle. His remarks
were based on the condition of rho
slauzhter yards at Kalgoorlie. and on the
construction of the public abattoirs there.
It was not fair on the pairt of the mem-
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her for Cainaing, whether the bon. mem-
ber did it wilfully or not, to put words
into his mouth he did not use. The Mini-
ister admitted the abattoirs at Kalgoorlie
'were not up to the standard, and that he
badl removed the trouble. There was not
sufficient argument put before members to
induce themn to accept the amendment
made by another place.

Mr. DAVIES: The amendment made
by the Council should be agreed to. He
had repeatedly asked the Minister to put
this amendment in the Bill. There were
seven or eight abaftoirs at South Fre-
mantle toll within a radius of half a mile.
They were all tinder regular and thorougha
inspection by the local authorities and
the Central Board of Health, and there
would be no harm done to the public by
allowing them to exist. They bad cost
abouit £60,000 or £C70,000, and considera-
tion should be given to the people owning
them, If consideration was not given
to them in the Bill we would have to give
comipensation later on, and that would be
a hardship for the State. In addition
those people were. paying £100 per acre
per anuum as rent for their places.

Mr. COLLIER dissented from the
views expressed hy the metier forl Mount
Mfarg-aret and other members in regard
to the public aibattoirs at Kalgoorlie. It
-.%s distinctly unfair for the member for
Perth to make a bald unsupported state-
mient that the abattoirs were a waste of
money and had proved of no use.

The CEAIMAN: The boin. member
for Perth was ruled out of order.

11r. COLLIER realised that, but seeing
that several members were permitted to
say the money hod been wasted, he ought
to be allowed to briefly contradict the
statement. As a member representing
that part of the State, lie had never heard
fioni any person qualified, or whose
authority was weighty, anly such statement
as those made by the members who con-
desined the abattoirs. The local govern-
ing bodies had not objuted.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
miust not pursue that subject.

Mr. COLLIER: Statementq were made
condemnatory of the abattoirs, and it was
not fair for ton. members to make these
statements without produing sonefct:

or evidence other than mucre newspaper
reports. The abattoirs were-

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
mIust not Pursue this.

Mfr. COLLIER would not pursue it
further, bitt desired to say that the mem-
ber for Perth and several other members
were allowed to make statements.

The CHAIRMAN: Those lion, mem-
bers were ruled out of order.

Mr. COLLIER: The member for Han-
nans was not ruled out of order.

The CHAIRMAN: The memiber for
Hlaunans was quite in order.

Mr. COLLIER: The hon. member
clearly iuade the same statements as the
member for M11ount Margaret.

The CHAIRMAN: That is not so.
Mrx. COLLIER: Very well. Another

opportunity would be found on the Esti-
mates. There was no reason why the
amendment should ndt be agreed to. it
gave no additional power to what was in
Clause 3, and if by agreeing to the amuend-
ment it would facilitate the passage of
the Bill there was no reason why it should
not he agreed to.

Mr. HUDSON: One gathered from the
discussion that this,, was another illustra-
tion of the crudeness of draftsmanship in
regard to these Bills. The Government
had a tendency to bring down measures
and allow amendments to be made and
draqfted without having knowledge of their
eff eel. This was not the proper course
to pursue, and caused a waste of time.

MNr. UNDERWOOD: It seemed that
the amendment was muerely put in for the
sake of making an amendment. The Mini-
ster would have just as much power with-
out the amnendmenit as with it.

Question p~assed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolutions reported. the report
adopted, and a MNessage accordingly re-
turned to the Leislative Council.

BJLLrPtBIC EDUCATION EN-
DOWMENT.

Council's Amendtment.
Amendment made by the Legislative

Concil now considered.
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In Committee.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair, the Attorney

General in charge of the Bill.
Clause 2.-Add the following sub-

clause :-"Tbe Trustees, other than the
Minister of Education and the Inspector
General of Schools, shall be appointed
from time to time for not exceeding three
years, and shall be eligible for re-appoint-
ment."1

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved-
That the Council's amendment be

agreed to.
At present there wvas no limit to the time
for which the trustees were appointed.
No exception could be taken to limiting
the term to three years. It would enable
the Government to re-appoint any trustee
who had acted satisfactorily and who de-
sired to be re-appointed.

Question passed, the Council's amend-
mnent agreed to.

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a Message accordingly returned to the
Legislative Council.

BILL-NORTH PERTH TRAMWAYS
ACT AMENDMENT.

In Committee.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair; the Mini-

ster for Works in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1--agreed to.
Clause 2-Confirmuation of provisional

order:
Mr. SOADDA!N: If this clampe were

passed could the Committee subsequentl y
make an amendment to the provisional
order I

The CHAIRMAN: When the e~iuse rlis
passed it really ratified the agreement to
p~ass the provisional order; therefore, the
clause, when adopted, confirmeli the pro-
visional order as it stood.

Mr. SCAflDAN: In connection with
the deposit which was to be held, ic Go-
vernment should see that the company
carried out their part of the c,)utrac. by
completing the work in the time specified.
Would the Mfinister provide a clause in the
Bill that if the company did not comply
with the provisional order the deposit
would be forfeited. The company had al-
ready received some consideration, for
they had not complied with the prov isional

order, yet the deposit, which was a guar-
antee that they would carry out the pro-
visions of that order, bad not been for-
feited, but had been used as a depositI for
the provisional order set out in this Bill.
No further extension of time should lie
allowed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
company had been granted eytension of
time on two occasions, from December.
1908, to the 24th December of the lre~ent
year. This extension had bec-i !rantcd
at the request of the muin;kipal coaincil,
and it was not fair to lay the blame for
that on the tramway company who, he
understood, were always prepared to
carry out their original agreement to build
the line along Porrest-street. The coun-
cil, however, asked to have the time ex-
tended so that they might carry out their
negotiations and have the desired altera-
tion made. Unless for some very vital
circumstance there would be no extension
so far as he was concerned. Once the
Bill was passed the company would have
to carry out their contract tip to d-ate. He
understood the line would be completed
by Christmas, although the company were
allowed three months in which to do the
work. It would be hardly fair to ask
that a clause be inserted in the Bill to
the effect desired by the hon. member, for
there might be something unforeseen hap-
pen which would warrant an extension of
time. Supposing, for instance, there was
a big flood, that would be a good excuse
for on extension. The hon. member
could have his assurance that it would he
seen that the company would carry out
their contract. and that no undue exten-
sion wvould be granted.

Mr. SCADDAX: Was it to be under-
stood that in the event of the tramway
being constructed the deposit would be re-
turned inmnediatel. What guarantee
wvould there then be that they' would run
the service provided for in the original
order.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORRS: If
the company did not varry out their agree-
ment with the council, the latter would
have recourse against them at law, and
the company certainly had ample assets
for the recovery of damnges. The sunm of
£C270 was put atp as0 aiiariAmtee that the
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company -would construct the line accord-
ing to the agreement. When they had ful-
filled that portion of the bargain the guar-
antee would no longer he required and
the money would be returned. The North
Perth council would see that the agree-
ment was kept.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3 to 6--agreed to,
Bill reported without amendment; the

report adopted.

BILL-LA NT ACT SPECTAL LEASE.
Council's Amendment.

Amendmnent made by the Legislative
Council now considered.

In Committee.
Mrt. Daglish in the Chair; the Mdinis-

ter for Works in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-Add the following proviso:

"Provided, also, that nothing in this Act
or in the said special lease contained,
shall exempt the lessees or their assigns
from the operation of any law, statute or
common, relating to public health."

The MINISTER FOR WORKS moved
That the Council's amendment be

agreed to.
'The amendmient had been inserted to ob-
viate any fear of the lessees, through the
special Act, getting behind the Health
Act, That was that if the work created
a nuisance there should be no power to
the lessees under their special Act to over-
-ride the Health Act, and that there would
be no protection against a charge for
breaches of the Hfealth Act. It was doubt-
ful whether the clause was absolutely
.necessary, but it seemed to be a wise pro-
vision.

Question passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolution reported, the report adopt-
ed, and a Message accordingly returned
to the Council.

BILL- AGRICULTURAL BANE ACT
AMENDIKtENT,
In Committee.

Resumed from the 9th November; Mr.
Dag-lish .in the Chair; the Minister for
Lands in charge of the Bill.

(55)

Clause 4-Amendment of Section 28 ;
bank may make advances to farmers and
cultivators:

Mr. EITMIANN moved an amend-
ment-

That in line 12 of paragraph (d.) of
Subsection 1 of the proposed newv sec-
tion the words "in 'Western Australia"
be struck out and "byj Ike State" in-
serted in lieu.

The object of the amendment was to pro-
vide that the bank might, if the trustees
thought fit, make advances for the pur-
chase of agricultural machinery manu '-
factured by the State of Western Aus-
tralia. There was no doubt that the State
could manufacture agricultural imple-
ments just as well as any private com-
pany, perhaps better. They could supply
it to agriculturists far below the sumn
charged by private manufacturers. This
had been found to be the case in the
-manufacture of many articles. in the State
such as, for instance, pipes. It had also
been found that various State departments
could more than hold their own with pri-
vate euterprise, It haic been proved by
the Federal Royal Commission that the
prices charged for the agrivultural
machinery were very high in comn-
parison with the cost of production.
If it were possible for the scheme of the
Minister for Lands to be carried out, that
was the manufacture of implements in
the towns of the State, he (Mrfa. Heit-
mann) would not so much object to it,
but he felt sure that the idea of the Minis-
ter was not practicable. It would be im-
possible for sniall. shops to be built in
Western Australia to compete with the
manufacturers in other parts of the world,
on account of the fact that the latter
turned out such large nmnbers of these
machines, and also on account of the un-
derstanding between them. It would he
impossible for the smal man to start, say,
at Northam and 'in a small way supply
the wants of the farmers, particularly in
eon nection wvith the larger machinery such
-as harvesters- It was not known whether
it was the intention that these should he
made here or whether it was proposed
that only the smaller machines required
should be mnanufactured locally. 'But
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whatever encouragement the Hill would
give to the manufacturers, he was certain
it would not be the means of bringing
abut the manufacture of harvesters. On
the other hand, if the State were to un-
der-take the manufacture of this machin-
ery, although there would not be the
small shops throughout the State. there
would be a large number of men em-
ployed, where, at the present time, we
had lpracticaly no men engaged. Fur-
ther, we would be able to give the farmers
the benefit of cheaper manufacture. He
had listened to the objection of the mem-
ber for Swan to State manufacture, and
it seemed that the member's outl"y objec-
tion was that too many civil servants were
bad for the State. If the hon. member
considered the matter he would find that
the employees, at all events at the work-
shops at Midland Junction had proved
that they' could turn out work equal, if
not superior to that of the private manu-
facturer, and at the same time they
claimed no more consideration fromt the
Government than they would from a pri-
vate employer. Tlie-vhole question was
whether members were prepared to adopt
the system of State manufacture or not.
The sum of £100 provided in the Bill
in connection with the purchase of locally
made machinecry was not sufficient, and
even if it were £500 it would not be the
means of breaking uip the trust that ex-
isted in Australia at the present time.

'Mr. GORDON: The amendment would
receive his opposition for various reasons.
The member for Cue had stated that no
private firms would start a manufactory,
but the hon. member's mind should be dis-
abuised of that idea. As a matter of fact,
one factory h ad recently been started in
anticipation of the Bill passing with this
provision to give some assistance to farm-
ers who ipurchased from the local manu-
facturer.

Mr. Jlacoby: What kind of machinery;
harvesters?

Mr. GORDON; It was intended to
manufacture harvesters as well. The
member forigSwan could shake his head,
hut if harvesters could he manufactured
in Victoria why' could they not be made
here. The gentleman who was starting

these works in the Canning electorate
had already expended the sumo of £800
in erecting buildings and putting in a
siding, and it was his intention to munui-
facture every class of machinery farmers
in Western Australia used. He had al-
ready secured the patent tights for dif-
ferent ploughs and also for harvesters.

Mr. Seaddan : What is his name?

Mr. GORDON: Mr. Haydon, and hes
had already manufactured a number of
ploughs. it was not likely that private
lpeople would compete against the Gov-
eminent if the amendment was carried.
It would have the effect of crushing many
of those who had already started or who
anticipated starting. There were others
who had factories already established,
and they were waiting for the Bill to go
through.- It would be a fatal move to
establish State works in 'the face of pri-
rate enterprise being willing to undertake
this work.

Mr. BATH: On an amendment of this
kind it was due to the members of the
Committee that they should have the views%
of the Minister in charge of the Bill.
Was he going to allow such an amend-
ment to he put without giving his views?

The Attorney General: It has already
been debated.

Mlr..BATH: Members had not heaird
the views of the Minister for Lands.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
were many reasons why the State should
not undertake the manufacture of agri-
cultural machinery. Speaking person-
ally, he was entirely in favour of private
enterprise doing this work. There were
several questions which we should ask
ourselves in connection with this matter.
The first was whether we should centralise
it; the second whether we should kill en-
terpr-ise: and the third, should the State
become the only* employees of labour,
These were very important questions.
Centralisation would mean closing nli
many factories established throughout
Western Australia. Nothwitbistandin-
that the member for Cue said otherwise.
there wvere small factories existing in
country towns at the present time. At
Beverley there was a small factory.
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Mr. O'Logblen: Are they turning out
harvesters?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hvarvester was not the only machine re-
quired by the farmer. At Beverley they
were maing machinery, and at Pingelly
there were particularly good workmen).
At Northami also there were several of
these shops. Even as far back as 20
years practically the whole of the ma-
chinery needed by the agriculturist, in-
cluding the stripper, was made in Nor-
tham, and the machinery could he made
there to-day end it was being made there.
Were we to cenriralise to the detriment
of a place like Ger-aldton and was Ger-
aldton to pay freight onl its manufac-
Lured implements from Midland June-
lion? 'Were we to ceu'tralise to the detri-
jilent of a place like Albany; or to the
detriment of Northam or other cenitres
througfrout the State now engaged in the
nianufac0-ature of agricultural implemental
was it realised by the Committee that
centralisation would mean the throwing
(oit of employment of men now settled in
the country. These men had their own
linies, and their sons were employed in)
the centres where they lived, and en-
tralisation would men that they would
he taken fromt healthy surroundings and
the pleasant environuzenis of country
distriets to the mnetropolitan area. Was
it. desirable or right that such a thingx
should be suggested? The question was,
were we to kill enterprise. Everyone
knew that the manufacture of agricul-
tnral Machinery was not very expensive
work, at any ate at thle beginning.
Blacksmiths and tradesmen who started
in a, small way in the country haid, 110
dou~tbt, fairly' large workshops, and these
p~eople who had commenced with small
inana had been able by sheer persever-
ance, and the support that the 'y had re-
ceived from the farmers. to establish
themseclves. and they now had comfort-
able businesses. Were we to kill these
people to enable the State to manufac-
ture in the metropolitan area 9 The
nitunber of agricultural implements needed
by the fanner was considerable, and im-
plenments other than the strippier were
m~ore or less expensive affairs. Mfore-
over, farmers- required implements of

various patterns: no twvo farmers aWeed
ais to a pattern. There were many parts
even in a plough, and each could be im-
[)roved upon, and a manl in his own shop
was careful to do all lie could to beat his
opponent and meet the wishes of his cus-
tomers too. What would he the position
if the Governmnent were to manufacture
all these implenmenits? Let hon. members
imagine a farmer approaching a Govern-
inent official and saying that he wanted
the mnonldboard turned a little more this
way or that way, or that be wanted some
particular part stronger then it was being
made. Did lion. meurhbers think he would
get it? In such a case the manufacturer
would not he su'bject to any competition,
except indeed that from, the other States,
which might in the end kill theL industry.

Air. Heit-maun: Yet you are asking the
smal men to pit themselves against this
big competitor of which the Government
are apparently afraid.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: All
he was asking n-s that enterprise and
enaergy might meet on equal terms. The
big1 mnaufaoturers in Melbourne could
make a plough a little more cheaply than
could a small man uip country in Western
Australia: but oin the oth er hand the
small man had the adv'antage of freight
and other factors in his favoutr. Again,
T1hese manufacturers established in the
country towns were growing with Rie de-
velopment of the State. It ivas to be re-
mnembered that for some time past the
agricultural industry had been particu-
larly active, with the resuli that one-half
(if the total increase of area under crop
in Australia dLuring t'he last five years
had been provided in this State. Surely
that was suifficient justification for the de-
sire to have thec implemnents. manufactured
iii the State. It was only fair that the
en leprise of inri own artificers in counl-
try towns should havt? its fair rewardl.
One great reason fior making the plough
in the middst of the corn-fields was that
the farmer could have his plough made
in accordance with his own ideas, and
could get thec implement repaired by the
maker. Again, the Harvester Comunis-
sion had brought out pretty clearly the
cost of selling through agents, and hon.
members knew that there were many
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agents travelling throughout this State.
The CHAIRMAN: The question be-

fore the Committee, as embodied in the
amendment, was merely a proposal to
empower the Agricultural Bank to lend
money on agricultural machinery manu-
factured by the State of Western Aus-
tralia. It was not a proposal that the
State of Western Australia should under-
take the manufacture of agricultural im-
plements. Therefore, the Minister would
be out of order if he discussed the aca-
demic question of State manufacture as
against manufacture by private enter-
prise.

Mr. Bath: He baa discussed it.
The CHAIR-MAN: Hon. members

should clearly understand that the ques-
tion was rally that of giving power to
the trustees of the Agricultural Bank to
make advances under certain conditions.
If the amendment had embodied a pro-
position that the State tould establish a
factory for the manufacture of agricul-
tural implements, he would have declined
to accept it because it would then involve
the expenditure of money, and therefore,
would require to be introduced by Mes-
sage.

Mr. Jacobiy: Tliat is what it does in-
volve.

Mr. BATH: It would be hardly just
to the Committee after the Minister had
gone into this question, and indeed had
alnost completed his remarks, if other
members were to be debarred, especially
the member who had introduced the
amendment.

The Attorney General: He can take a
further opportunity by moving a motion.

Mr. BATH: Surely that was irony on
the part of the Minister. it would be
hardly just now to debar other hon. mem-
bers from following on the lines Pursued
by the Minister for Lands.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister for
Lands had been stopped wvhen he (the
Chairman) observed that the IMinister was
wandering, and he would have stopped
the hon. member for Cue had he (the
Chairman) noticed the exact purport of
the amendment. It would certainly be
wrong now, if, because two lhon, members
had somnewhiat overstepped the bounds, the

other 47 menibers were allowed to do lie
same.

Air. Bath: It gives the Minister an un-
doubted advautage.

Mr. Jacoby: If the amendment we
carried the State would have to under-
take the manufacture of agricultural ma-
chinery, otherwise the amendment would
be ineffective.

The CHAIRMAN: That could not he
recognised. If that were so lie would have
to rule that the amendment was out of
order. He could] not recognise that any
such obligation would be cast upon the
State if the amendment were carried. If
it were so he would have allowed the jin-
ister to proceed.

The MINISTER FOIL LANDS: The
amendment meant that unless the State
manufactured the machinery the bank
would not be able to advance for the pur-
chase of it. He had not heard the hon.
member amending- the wording of the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: For the information
of the Mlinister, the amendment was that
the wvord "in" in line 12 be struck ouit
with a view of inserting the words "byv
the State of."

The MINISTER FORl LANDS: If
the amendment were carried the bank
would not be enmpowered to advance
against machinery unless that machinery
were manufactured by the State. To that
extent the amendment was opposed to the
intentions of the Government. However
if the question of Slate manufacture ver-
sus private enterprise could not be dis-
cussed, all he could do was to object to
the amendment. It had not been his in-
tention in hringing down the Bill that
machinery should be manufactured by the
State.

ir.* BAThT: The proposal embodied in
the Bill as submitted by the Minister for
Lands provided for advancing money for
the purchase of machinery manufactured
in WVestern Australia. To that extent it
offered a slight advantage in so far as it
provided for the dev-elopmnent and en-
couragement of a certain amount of
manufacturing industry. However, the
proposal as it was embodied in the Bill
would be of very slight assistance to the
farmer, because the question at issne.
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from the -farmer's point of view, was not
so much where the mnachinery was pro-
cured as the cost of the machinery and its
durability. The Minister and other hion.
members who had spoken on the previous
occasion had admitted that the State could
manufacture the machinery more cheaply
than could private manufacturers. This
question of cheapness was, not the most
important one, for over and above it was
the question of dur-ability. That was the
rock upon which the agriculturist was
foundering in Western Australia. The
machinery on the market was, not as dur-
able as would be any machinery mianu-
factured by the State. The solidity of
Government made machinery had been re-
cognised by certain private manufacturers
who, having taken contracts for loco-
motives, hand gone to the Government
workshops and had thie locomotives manu-
factured there, afterwards putting them
together in their own foundries. That was
a practical recognition of the value of the
work done in the Government workshops.
Therefore, if the State would produce
machinery cheaper and more durable than
that now on the market it would confer
ain undoubted advantage on the agricul-
turist, to say nothing of the further ad-
vantage of having it manufactured within
the State. The lion. member had said that
Ihe object was to decentralise the manu-
factures. But the hion, member must re-
alise that to seriously make any such at-
tempt would he to pla0ce himself in the
position of Mrs. Partiugton with her
broom. As a matter of fact the risk was
thaL the centralisation wvould be effected
in a country outside of Australia alto-
gether. As far as those who nianufactured
for Australian requirements were con-
cerned they had no power nor bad they
any market which would enable them to
prevent that centralisation. The Inter-
national Harvester Trnst to-day con-
trolled two-thirds of the ontput of the
harvester machinery, and when a trust
su;ch as this could obtain that hold on the
trade it was only a matter of convenience
and opportunity to reach out for the
other one-third. Let that conic to pass,
.and this provision would be absolutely
useless, because it wvould mean that the
agriculturist here. as well as in other parts

of Australia, would he entirely in the
grip of the International Harvester Trust
or any other trust that might swallow that
up. As a matter of f act the proposal of
the member for Cue was the only one that
could obviate it. There was a publication
with which the member for Swan was
connected which stated that if the pro-
posal of the member for Cue was agreed
to it would mean that the purchaser would
have to put uip with dear and inefficient
machinery. As a matter of fact that was
what was produced by private enterprise,
and it was to prevent it that State manu-
facture was iavocated as the only effective
remedy. It was desired to secure the ad-
vantage the Minister for Works asked for,
namely the manufacture of the machinery
i the State, and also to go further and
to have a greater advantage that the pur-
chaser would know he had purchased an
article with out having to pay for an army
of parasites, and that the article was of
good workmanship and would stand tests
which the machinery he now bought would
not.

Mr. JACOBY: The effect of the amend-
wnit would he to defeat the operation of
this advance by the hanik, because there
would be no Government machinery
available. Even if there were, it did not
follow it would he cheaper or more effi-
cient than the machinery that could now
be purchased. lIt had yet to be demon-
strated that machinery manufactured by
the Government was cheaper than that
manufactured under existing conditions.
The Minister for Lands thought the Gov-
ernment could supply phosphatie guano
rock at about 30s. a ton. The price was
ultimately fixed at £2 10s. a ton, but
when it was landed at Freimantle it must
have actually cost the Government £7 a
ton. That was an illustration of State en-
terprise.

Mr. Bath: The hon, member knowing
the inaccessibility cannot use that as a
reasonable argument.

Mr. JAGCOBY. If a coatract had been
let it would probably have been landed at
a third of the cost. There was no con-
crete instance of State-manufactured ma-
chinery being cheaper.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member id
wan dering from the amendment.
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Mr. JACOBY: Could not one reply to
the arguments of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition ? The principle involved was the
State mnfacture of machinery, and in
replying to the arguments advanced by
the Leader of the Opposition he trusted
not to exceed the liberty the Chair was
prepared to allow. In Government enter-
prise there was a continuous tendency to
manage by regulation after regulation,
and when a regulation was found to be
defective fresh regulations were issued.

The CHAIRMAN: The lion, member
was altogether wide of thc amendment.
The amendment was not a proposition that
the State should do anything. It was a
proposition to give power to the Agricuil-
tural Bank to lend money on certain cnn
ditions, and only that.

Mr. JACOBY: If power were given
under the Bill to lend money under these
conditions, they could only become effec-
tive with the State manufacture of mna-
chi nary.

The CHAIRMIAN : The Commit tee
could not consider any question of that
sort. That. could be dealt with byv a ruo-
tion brought before the House in the or-
dinary fashion after notice. At present
only the amendment could be discussed.
If every principle involved in every clause
of a Bill were to be discussed at length,
the work of the Committee could not he
done.

Mrfz. JACOBY: As that "-as the only-
principle involved in the clause, and a
we could not discuss it, it was no use
speaking on the matter at all.

Mki-. TAYLOR: It appeared the object
of the amendment was to prevent the Go-
vernment subsidising machinery made in
Western Australia so that if the amend-
ment were cardied the Government would
have to make the machinery.

The OHTATRltA.N: There was, nothing
of that sort embodied in the amendment.
The amendment was that the Agricultural
Hank should make advances on machinery
on certain conditions, and a discussion on
the question of State manufacture versus
manufacture by private firms was mnad-
nissible.

IMr. WALIKER: The amendment miade
it impossible for the bank to lend money
on machinery other than State-manufac-

tured machinery. Therefore it would
make it impossible for the bank to lend
money at all on machinery, because there
wvas no State manufactory in existence.
It was ruled the amendment wvould not
authorise the State to start the manufac-
ture, and t"he Bill would be nullified if
the amendment Were Carried. The clause
mnight as well be struck out ait once, be-
cause iiobody would he able to get money
from the batik foi- the pur-chase of mia-
ebiuei-y as it was not compulsory upon the
Government to start the manufacture. It
was p)ractically inserting a clause which
said, "You cannot hbtrrow money froum
the banik." He preferred that Ithe aimend-
ment be withdrawn, and that in a specific
resolution of the House instnuctions
should be given to the Govet-nment to
commence the manuifacture *of agricultural
muachiinery: or if it could hie done hie would
prefer the use of the words "manufac-
tin-IA in the State by the Government or
private firms." That would p~ermit the
banik to advance money' on the machinery
110w available until we had Government
mla n ufacture. If the amendment were out
of or-der there was no alternative but to
vote for the efficacy of the banik in its
present condition, and to rote against
that which would restrict the ope rations
of the hanik.

Mr-. HEITMIANN: The discussion had
gone in a different direction fromn that he
had anticipated. His idea was to test
the feeling of tite House as to the manu-
facture of machinery by the State. While
[be believed that was desirable, he did not
want to prevent the farmers, in the event
of the amendment being- carried, having
the use of the money from [he bank. If
the amendment were carried and the Go-
verntnent failed to erect State mianutfac-
tories the farmers would not be permitted
to use the money from the bank for the
purpose of purchasing agricultural ma-
chinery. He intended to ask the permis-
sion of the Committee to withdraw the
amendmeut. The Government were pre-
pared to vote mony-

The CHLAIRM,3AN: The Luember was
going beyond the amendment.

Mr. HEITM3AN asked permission to
withdraw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
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Air. SCADDAN: Would it be in order
to move to insert after the words "Wes-
tern Australia," "provided, however, that
such agricultural machinery shall be
manufactured by the State Government?"'

The CHAIRMAN: The member would
be perfectly in order, bilt a discussion on
the question of the State manufacture of
machinery would not be allowed.

Mr. .JOHNSON proposed to ask the
Minister to accept an amendment, that
after the wvord "prodided" the wvoids "em-
])loyees engaged thereon are paid the pre-
scribed wvages and" be added. The object
was to get a guarantee that the employees
engaged in the manufacture of this mar-
chinery should be engaged at wvages re-
tognised as sufficient.

Mr. SCAflDAR: in connection with
the miatter hie hadh brought forward would
he be in order in mnoving that thle followv-
in- words be added :-"and such ma-
ehinery shiah be manufactured by the Go-
venmnern of Western Auslrahia9"

The CHAIRMAN: That amendment
could not lie accepted. It would be in
order to move such a thing, in a general
motion before tire House.

Mr. SCADDAN: Onl what ground Could
t he amendment not be accepted?9

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
was foreign to tine purposes of the Bill.
If the member wanted an additional rea-
son, it wvas that the amendment would re-
qire to he accompjanied by a Message,
which, lie understood, the hot). member (lid
not possess.

Mr. S(Al)DAN: Did the Chairman
rule that the amendment was out of order
because it was not accompanied by a
3lessage1

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
was foreign to the subject matter of the
Bill, and in addition it woul~d require a
Message.

Mkr. SCADDAN: In these circumistances
be would hove to move to dissent from
the Chairman's ruling.

The CHAIRMAN: The member could
put his dissent in writing, but he could
not make a speech onl it.

Air. Scaiddan submitted his diss ent in
writing.

Dissent fromn Chairman's Ruling.
The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member

for Ivanhoe proposed to insert a pro-
vision to the effect that the State should
manufacture machinery, with a view, as
he understood it, of instructing the Gov-
ermnent that a State manufactory should
be established. He had ruled that out
of order as it would be anr appropriation
of public money and could not be accep-
tedl unless accompanied by a Message.
Hle tad also ruled that the amendment
was foreign to) the purposes of the Bill,
and for that reason lie could not accept
it. The lion, member had now handed in
his dissent from that ruling, which would,
therefore, be submitted to his Honour the
Speaker.

The SPEAKER resumed the Chair, and
the Chairman reported that thre member
for Ivanhoe had dissented from his
ruling. Tire member haed desired to move
ain aatenitdnent to insert in the Bill a pro-
viso that the Governiment should establish
a State mianufactory for agricultural im-
lplerneet s. but iie tad ruled thatI such a
p~roviso could nut be inserted as [lte miern-
bet had no Message, and ineca we the
tniendnent was foreigni to the purposes
of the Bill.

i. SPEAKER: r have no alternative
bull to oifirm the !uiu ,,of thne Chair-
manl of Committees. That ruling is cor-
reet. anid there is plenty of authority to
support it.

Mr. SCADDAN: Do you rule that the
CThairman's ruling is correct?

Mr. SPEAKER: I coinfirm the Chair-
tman's ruling.

Mr. SCAD1JAN: The whole of his
ruling?

Mr. SlPEAKERl: Yes.

Dissent from, Speaker's ruling.
Mr. SUADDAN: Then I desire to dis-

sent ftrom your ruling on the gr-ound
that already this session you have ruled
that a Bill that does not make an actual
appropriation of money from the revenue
does not require a Message. I refer you
to thre Health Bill, wherein you stated
that althoumgh thtere was provision for cer-
tail expenditure from Consolidated Re-
venue Fund the mioney would not be ex-
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pen'ded under the Bill until such time as
the amount wvas brought before this
House in the Estimates and an appropria-
tion made on a Message from the Gover-
nor; therefore, it would not require a
Message. I desire to dissent from your
ruling on this occasion as it is absolutely
contrary to your previous ruling this ses-
sion. This amendment would not mean
an actual appropriation from the Treas-
ury, according to your previous ruling;
but would only permit the State to do
somethingl that wvould require an appro-
priation at a later stage: thus your ruling
on the present occasion is contrary to the
one given lby you on the 12th October,
wherein you said-

"I am quite prepared to give a ruling
on this point. I do not know whether
it is desirable to discuss the question
any further. All the arguments come
down to the one point, that is, whether
this Bill gives the power to appropriate.
I have no hesitation ini saying that it
does not. I think the case was aptly
plut by the member for West Perth."

The amendment, if inserted, will not make
an appropriation; if it does, and requires
a Mfessage. the Health Hill did also.

Imove-
That your ruling be dissented from.

_1r. DAIJLISH: On a point of order,
I would like to ask whether there is any-
tihing before the House?

Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that
my ruling be disagreed with.

mr. DAGLISH: The motion has niot
been seconded. If it is not seconded the
House is still in Committee.

Mr. Taylor: I second the motion.
Mr. WALKER: I am compelled to say

that the ruling of the Chairman, and Iir.
Speaker's ruling in confirmation, are per-
fectly correct. The mnere act of appro-
priation by passing a vote on the Esti-
mates, does not constitute the whole fea-
hires of nppropriation. When a comn-
mand is made from the Assembly which
will necessitate alppropriation it is virtu-
ally the first step of an appropriation,
and. therefore, involves the expenditure
of money, and ini such circumstances
would require introduction by Message
:fomn the flovernor. I think that point

should be emphasised. We should never
depart from it again so long as we are
governed by the rules of Parliament as
constituted by our Constitution and our
Standing Orders. The ruling before, al-
though undoubtedly in contrast to the
present one, may be defended by some;
certainly I cannot defend it to-night.
When this is put to the vote I shall vote
to confirm, as far as the vote cal, do it,
the opinion expressed by the Chnirmuan
of Committees and yourself in confirma-
tion.

Air. SCADDAN: It was a remark
made by tie Chairman of Committees
that caused me to dissent; not that I
disagreed altogether with it, bat I did
so in' order to put this House right in
connection 'with the matter. I had in
my mind the ruling- Mr. Speaker hadl
previously given, and I found on looking
tip thme question, that it was on all-fours
with this, and I then purposely asked the
Chairman of Committees to give a ruling
on the amnendment I framed in order to
commit the Government to the manufac-
ture of machinery so that the matter
might be submitted to you. You have
given your ruling that it does require a
Message, and I ask leave now to with-
draw my motion.

iMotion (dissent) by leave withdlrawn.

Committee Resumed.

Mr. JOHNSON moved an amend-
ment-

- That after the trord 'that,' inI the
first line of the proviso to Subsection I
of the proposed flew section, the wuords
"employees engaged thereon ore paid
the preseribed irages and" be inserted.

Time object of inserting the provision was
to give the Government an opportunity
of assuring farmers that the machinery
would be made under fair conditions.
The Minister time and time again in the
House and in the country had given as-
surances that he desired to see every man
gect a fair wage, and especially those
working- for the State. That being so,
it was onlyv desirel to insert these wvordls
to give power to the Mlinister to pre-
scribe conditions under which machinery
should be manufactured.
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The MINtISTER FOR LANDS: There
w'as no objection to the amendment if
the prescribed wages were to be the wages
prescribed by the Arbitration Court.
The Government were just as anxious as
inerners opposite to see that fair wages
were paid to those employed in our in-
ditries.

Mr. JOHNSON: It was understood
tfiar the Arbitration Counrt ruled the rate
of wages in thris Stiate.

',%r. BATH: Whatever might lie said
with regard to the Arbitration Court
prescribing the rates of wages, it was not
advisable in acage such as; this to make
it necessary to go to the Arbitration
Court in order to ascertain the wages.
That course ought to he unnecessary.
Where it was possible to fix uip a matter
xvilihout havin;g to resort to the Arbitra-
tion Court. it should be dlone. Thre mnatter
would be a very simple one, and why
should these jpeople bp compelled to go to
the Arbitration Court.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amend-

nient -

Thati n line .3 of Subsection .7 of
The prolmsed fleir section the word.
"four"' be si rtul out and "flee" in-
4,rted in lhen.

His object was to increase the amount of
money that, should be lent by the Bank
to settlers in the Slate for improvements
and otherwise. From his experience
among farmers iii the Slate he was con-
vinced that £500 would not be 'too large
an amount for improving land in the
State. The Ilinister had said it required
1,00)0 acres for at man with a family to
live on in the wheat country. To clear
that land at £1. an acre or 25s., it would
be seen that even an amount of £C600
wouild not go ver ,y far. The Minister's
own] wvords were that if a man took up
1.000 acres of land lie recuired to have it
cleared, and the improvements recognised
by the hunk were chiefly clearing. The
land also had to be fenced, and there was
a good deal of expenditure necessary in
connection with the conservation of water.
Improvements also had to be made on
the land in the way of eradicating poison.
All this "'as with regard to wheat land.

On the other hand, if a man went into
the jar-nh country where it would cost
anything up to £20 an acre to clear, most
nmembers would recognise that £600 was
little enough for that work. It was cer-
tain there would be an increase of land
values in this State in the not diotant
future, and any land cleared and brought
uinder cultivation would be worth con-
siderably more than the cost of clearing;
therefore, there was no risk on the part
of the bank, as the interest charged fully-
paid for the cost of management and
left a slight margin of profit. It was
advisa-ble not only in the interests of
those who were endeavonring to open up
the lands of the State, hut it was advis-
able in the interests of the community
that we should extend the borrowing
powers as far as the amendment sug-
gested. It had worked well in New Zea-
land, where they lent rip to £3,000. Of
course, a man who could do -without hor-
lowing was better off. At the same time,
it was a difficult position for a mn start-
ing with a small capital to make a success
of agriculture in this State. The objedt
of the bank was to assist to bring our
lands under cultivation, and to do thet it
was necessary to increase the amount that
might he borrowed. He was not in the
least antagonistic to the Minister-. He
bad thought the question out and had
spoken to many agriculturists on it, anid
the general opinion was that the anmount
proposed was not too much, while it
wvould confer a very great benefit upon
those settled on the land.

'rte bEIKISTEl FORI LANDS: Un1-
fortunately it was neessary to disagree
with tile ion, member. The amendment
could not be accepted. No one would be
more willing than himself to grant fur-
ther accomumodation to the people on the
land if it were possible to do so. To some
extent lie agreed with the remarks, mrade
by the Leader of the Opposition on the
second reading. On that occasion 'Mr.
Bath had expressed the fear that with a
large number of people settling oii the
land any~ liberalisation of the aniount to
be advanced would place the State in
some difficulty in respect to finding the
necessary funds. The Government desired
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that the utoucy distributed by1 tile bank
should reach as many as possible. The
£E400 would give a manl a fair start, in ad-
dition to which a further advance (if £250
was provided on a 50 per cent. valuation.
He could not accep~t the ancendment, for
the reason that having -gone thoroughly,
into the matter he believed that the best
possible wvas now being dlone for the
people onl the laud.

Mr. BATH: The aniencdnient pilt hint
in a difficulty inasmuch as while lie was
in sympathy with) the object of the amend-
ment, his view of the qunestion was that
the amount which could be granted to
farmers was entirely (lependent upon the
resources at the disposal of the Minister
in charge oif the hank. If there were suli-
cient money to give every man at reason-
able chance of securing at loan hie ('Mr.
Bath) would not mnind if the maximumn
were set ait £:1,000 or even £2,000. He
would lend the motley right upl to the re-
sources of the hank, at the same time in-
timating that oery mian whlo put in a
claim for a loan was to have a reasonable
chance of securing it. He was satisfied
that if the question were approached wvith
the intention of inakintig(the Agricutltural
Bank ats usefutl is possible we would ex-
tend the functions oif the Savings Batik,
and so double or treble the amoiunt now
available for the use of the AgrVicultural
Batik. However, at the present timne the
reserves of the Savings Bank wtere only
something like Is. 6d. in the pound oil
liabilities, which, of course. "'as alto-
gether too low to manintamn the credit to
the State in anl emergency-. So unless wve
could be assured I that the resources avail-
able would he increased we would be
making at mistake iii increasingp the
amnount of the advance.

Mr. JOHNSON: For the reason that
hie believed wre could safely lend itp to
the amount sp~ecified in the anicudnient
he wvould support the auiendmient. The
Minister fin- Lands and the Leader oif tile
Opposition had virtually agreed to the
amendment. although the latter ;vitheld
his support on the grounds that there was
some doubt as to the sufficiency of the
flunds at the disposal (if the bank. Under
the Bill an increase of capitol was being

provided, and while the development of
the State justified it we could go on in-
creasing thie capital. Again, the Agricul-
tural Batik was not limited to borrowing
fr-m the Savings Bank aiid. conisequiently.
WvaN not dependent onl the funds of the
Narings, Bank a thougli, of course, it was
desir-able that the Agricutltural Bank
should rely as niuchi as possible iupou the
Savings Bank.

Mr. Bath: They wvould have to pay
higher interest if they borrowed from out-
.side sources.

Air-. JOHNSON: The administrative
expenses (tl the Agricultttral Batik were
ver-.1 low in deed. and t t-day they were
choarging j5 pet' reiat. Tlhe I rustees could
harrow iiiiey at a slightly higher rate.
and still have sufficient to administer the
hank wviiot injel-casing the .5 pei' cent.
a liret ' llca rge,]lto settlers. Tlier-e wvould
be no daier at all in time amtendment.
pt'ovidiiig Ihe resources of Western Aus-
tr-alia justified tie expenditure (i the
mnoneyv and of (hig thtere could be no
doubt wivhaeve,'. The Minister himtself had
no doout of the soundness of thme pi'o-
p')sition. hilt vas 'ph osing it for the same
finn ,mcia I reasons as had aet nated the
Leader of time Oppoisition. These objec-
tions, however, could very easily he over-
t-orn. The Bill constituted the most liberal
amendment to the bank Act we had yet
had, for wye were now proposing to assist
the mnan oil the laud to make his land pro-
dinee. Under the oild methods wve had as-
sisted hinli to prepare the land for pro-
duceing. and immediately he had reached
fliat stage wye had1 handed himi over to
priv-ate enterprise. This had ntow been
overconme, and the Bill proposed[ to assist
the settler in actually producing fromt his
]lid. Having thus widened the scope of
the bank. we would he fully justifiedl in
enla rgrin the amount of the advances.

M.JACOBY : In suppoirting thle
amendment lie wvouldl remind lioni. went-
hers that a select committee appointed
three or four Parliaments ago to inquire
into the question had reported in favour
of the amiount of advances beingl increased
to £1,000. Subsequent legislation hatd
contemplated going as high as C800 and
it had been mainly owing to the timidity
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otf the then representtatives t labour' that
the amnount hall not been so increased. He
was~ partietlarl ' pleased to think that
those members, having now seen what the
Ag,_ricultuiral Banik could do. were pire-
paried to) increase its opport un ities for
beiieteent work. So small was the amount
al the present time that it only earnied a
farmer to that stage when he could no
longer afford to do business with the Agri-
(litural Bank. It created a big security
upon which the farmer was not able to
reAlise to the full in order to still fuirther
extend his holding. in somne instances that
socurity would suffice to raise £1,200 at
zi pivate hank, an amount which was, of
course, beyond the scope of the Agricuil-
tur-al Bank. It was a. pity that the Agri-
cultural Bank could not take the farmer
further along the road to) comfortable cir-
cemstamices than it was doing to-day. The
featuires oif the bank which were so ad-
vaintageous to the farmer were,. first of all
the system iof extended payments and, in
the second place, the comparatively low
rate of interest. But when the bank had
carried a farmer over a. certain distance
the farnier fouind that hie wanted greater
borrowing powersc than eonld be exereispi
-it the Agr-icultural Banik. and] as he could
iot utilise his securities-whicht were, of
c-ourse, mortgaged to the Agricultural
Bank-he had to go too an ordinary bank7
aind by paying 11/ per cent. or 2 per
vent. higher initerest, secure the money
to repay the Agricnltnral ]Batik in
41rcler that hec might dio further bits-
itIless with the private institution.
A large number of farmers had been re-
paying advances fromn t-he bank. If the
batik could extend its olierations to help
them still further, it would empower tbe
fanner to do far more, that was if they
couild get equal advantages from the mioney
from the Agricultural Bank to those they
got from the money from the ordinary
banks. These ordinary banks dealt liber-
ally with the farmers. The conditions
were much better to-day in regard to
farming securities (,hall they were some
years ago. The banks; welcomed the es-
tablishiment and the extension of the Agri-
vultural Bank because the Agricultural
B~ank bad expert knowledge as to agri-
c-ultural seenrities. and they reeognised

that the 'note powerful and perserous
fannler'S beame the better they would be
able to extend their businesses. No risk
wouldd be taken in extending the op era-
lionis of the Agricultural Bank because of
the safeguards adopted by the trustees.
The point raised by the Leader of the
Oppositionk as to the amount of money
likely to he available for the bank, were
its operations extended, was worthy of
consideration; but the Agrteicutural Bank
wats not necessarily restricted to the Say-
iiigs Banik for its money; and certainly
the deposits in thie Saivings Banik would
naturally increase with the extension of
settlement, though perhaps not as speedily
as would be sufficient to meet with the re-
quirements of the bank, In addition to
the ordinary directions in which money
could be made available by the issue of
mortgaige bonds and other similar devices,
if the Government . grappled seriously
with one matter they could place the State
in piosessioii of mnore than ample funds
for financing the bank. We had two and
aI quarter millions inl our sinking fund
account iii London where it operated to
make mioney cheaper for the English bor-
rower. It was a pity it did not operate
to the same extent in Western Australia.
It was doubtful whether a motion appear-
ing onl the Notice Paper inl reference to
this subject would be discussed this ses-
sion, lint if it came onl it could be shown
what great advantage it would he to the
State to remlove the sinkring fund to Wes-
tern Australia. One means by which it
could be invested would be the Agricul-
tural Bank. He supported any amend-
ment that would extend the money the
bank was empowered to advance to far-
wets wvithin reasonable limits. In going
to 0,000 we wvould not be going beyond
a. reasoniable amnti, and we woultd he
able to give mnore facilities to the ens-
tomers of the bank.

Mr. OS-BORN: Ant advance to £750
was a reasonable concession to any per-
son about to settle on the land. The pur-
pose for which the bank was established
wals tip assist the p~x'r mian. I~f we bor-
rowed money from any other source than
the Savings Bank for the needs of the
Agricultur-al Banik, it would necesmrily
follow we must increase the interest
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charged on the advances by the Agricul-
tural Bank. No good object would be
gained by increasing the amount that
could he advanced. Certainly the smaller
the amount advanced the greater would
be the number of advances that could be
made. It was more for the sake of the
man who wvas residing in the town who was
anxious to develop country property that
£1,000 would be necessary. The sum of
£750 was all the man intending to settle
oii the land was likely lo ask for. The
man who would ask for £1,000 would be
more a speculator ii' landed poperiy,
one who borrowved front the han imi order
to become at speculator.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
present the advance on full value wais
£600, consisting of £9400 to prepare the
land, £e100 for stock, and, as was pro-
posed in the Bill, £100 for machinery;
and this with the additional advance of
£150 against half value of 300 acres,
would enable the settler to clear 530 acres
of land, making the total advance £750,
which, though not a large sum, was a
liberal sumn. The trustees aftet 14 yeats
of experience of the operations of the
hank had come to the conclusion that this
was sufficient to enable the farmer to
farm successfully and in a fairly large
way. The chances were c'hat by the time
a man finished clearing 530 acres he would
not be ont of pocket. Any man taking
a contract should make something out of
it. If the mnan did the work himself
he should have the expenditure of
£550 on the land and be £550 to the good.
Notwithstanding anything said in regard
to the work done in New Zealand, there
was no measure in operation in the world
that was anything approacbing the liber-
ality of this measure.

Ifr. TAYLOR: If the capital at the
disposal of the Minister were limited
and the amount able to be borrowed were
increased] it would mean naturallyv that the
number of those given help would be re-
duced. That must be the effect if the capi-
tal were Iitmitedl. The argument of the
miember for Roebourne was fliat a person
could borrow £E750 fromt the haiik for the
purpose of making a home and would be
a genuine and bona fide settler, whereas
a manl who wonted to borrow £E250 more

thani that siim would be a speculator or. a
bloated capitalist. Surely it could not
be contended that thne margin of £250
marked the difference between the two.

Mr. Osborn : I did not say that.
Mr. TAYLOR : The member opposed

the amendment on the ground (hat be
thought £750 was a fail- and legitimate
amount for a hopa fide settler; but that
£1,000 would make a manl a speculator?
There were a great many factors which
would make it legitimate for a man to
borrow £1,000 as against anollier ivantiug
only £750. For instance, a mail with a
large family of' grown-up sons would
want a larger area of land than the man
with a small family who had no one to
assist him, and conserjuentl 'v Ie would
gain no greater benefit from borrowing
£1,000 than the latter woulmd from bor-
rowing £E600. Howvever. the chief argu-
ment against the propo~(sed1 onileudinent
wvas; that if there were not sufficient capital
the result would lie to redulce the number
of those who could get assistance.

Mr. Johnson: The Minister haes plenty
of cap~it al to, work onl.

Mr. TAYLOR: DI was doubtful whether
Hint was correct.

Alr. Butcher: Why not establish a State
bank at (,nce.

Mr. TAYLOR : Nothing would be more
llleasi ni to him thtan to bie speaking- that
night in favour of the establishment of
suech anl institution. The nmner in
which Governments had come to the as-
sistance of private banks which had failed
at vatiouts times in Australia, Canada, and
elsewhere clearly shlowed that if the Gov-
ernment established a bank of their own
they would be able to work it satisfac-
torily. The chief argument used to se-
cure the passage of the parent measure
was that it would help the small farmer,
the working man, who wanted to make at
home for himself and his family. and bie-
come a p)erlnanent settler. We now had
gone beyond that stage, for we had ar-
rived at the position that there was a de-
sire to help those people who were in
a fair position. and enable them to extend
their operations, therefore the contention
was raised that the power to borrow uip
to £1,000 should be granted. If the Alin-
ister were satisfied that he had sufficient
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money to warrant the increase of the
amount, then the amendment was worthy
of all support.

Mr. Underwood: If he has not the
money let him get it.

Mr. TAYLOR: On the other hand, if
the Minister felt that the capital was in-
sufficient to warrant this increase then
the amendment should be negatived. It
was no use passing a provision that would
not he operative. He would have liked
to assist the member for Pilbara in pas-
sing his amendment, but he was of opin-o
ion that the result would be to restrict the
operations of the bank, therefore, it
would be unwise to pass it.

Mir. WALKER: The best course to
adopt would be to allow the clause to pass
as it stood, and at another stage the op-
portunity could be taken of making ample
provision for a matter of this sort by
means of the estahlishment of a State
bank. At present the measure only dealt
with certain funds of the Savings Bank.

Mr, Underwood: The hion. member is
wrong there for iherc is nothing ahout
the Savings Bank in the parent Act.

Mr. WALKER: Whether included in
the parent Act or not the present system
was for the money to be obtained from
the Savings Bank, which was the source
of capital. It was unsafe to make further
withdrawals from that institution. We
were trustees as much for the lenders to
the Savings Bank as we were of the Con-
solidated Revenue. What was the use
of increasingc the sumn to £1,000 if the
capital only allowed £500 to be lent. The
r-esult of passing the amendment might
wvell he that somec persons would have to
go witout any assistance. The question of
the foundation of a State bank could not
be considered at this stage. and the pre-
sent Bill merely provided the first step to-
wairds the establishment of higher things.
The member should withdraw the amend-
ment.

Mr. Underwood: The member has no
intention of doing so.

Mr. WALKER: Theni the member for
Pilbara would make the Bill ridiculous
if be carried the amendment. The state-
inent as to the amount a man could bor-
row was alread 'y fixed in the preceding
clauses of the Bill, and those amounts

could not be altered unless the 'present
amendment were withdrawn. Sub-clause
3 provided "Advances for the purposes
specified in paragraph (a) of Subsection
1L may be wade on an amount not exceed-
ing £400 to the full value of the improve-
mrents proposed to be made."

Mr. Underwood : That was Dot what the
Committee were dealing with,

Mr. WALKER was uinder the impres-
sion that it was. He begged the hon.
mnember's pardon.

Mr. PIE SSE: The introduction of the
amending Bill was welcomed. From ex-
perience be had gained in his own particu-
Jar part of -the district he knew that the
maximum amount that had been previously
lent by [lie bank was altogether insuffici-
ent. The amendment in the Bill to pro-
vide that the maximtum should be in-
creased froma £500 to £750 would confer
a great benefit on the agriculturists of
the State. He was, to some extent, in
sympathy with the amendment that had
been moved -by the member for Pilbarn,
but with the Minister and the Leader of
the Opposition, and other moembers. who
had expressed their views, he was afraid
with the great increase taking place in
agriculture, that the capital available
would be insufficient for requirements.
Hon. members in discussing this matter
had lost sight of the fact that we had
at the present time some 5,000 accounts
operating with the Agricultural Bank, and
it was simply a matter of multiplying
those 5,000 accounts by £C250, which was
the increase proposed in the Bill, in order
to know that if every customer of the
bank availed himself of the maximum
amount, the bank would require a further
million and a quarter of money. He
would not say that every customer -would
avail himself of the full amount; at the
same time one must look at the matter
f romn a busiuess point of view and be pre-
pared to make provision for the money
being required. He was satisfied that
with the introduction of the measure
great benefit and assistance would he
afforded many of the settlers, and he
would -not be one to vote for an amend-
ment which might, to some extent, pre-
vent some of our settlers from reeeivine
the assistance that it was uecessary they
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should receive. The member for Swan
had pointed out that in many eases
the advanices had not been sufficient
to help) the settlers after they bad
got over the initial difficulties. From ex-
perience, however, hie (1Mr. Piesse) knew
dint in many cases there had been bard-
ships in that direction. There were many
instances in wvhiclt somie of the farmers
were forced to place their farms upon
the market for the reason that the amount
available wvould not -be sufficient to mueet
pressing requirements. It might be pos5-
sible to provide ait extra £250 in special
eases; that was, where a cugomer bad
already received the .maximum amount of
£750, and provided that t-he security was
sufficient to warrant that advance being
made. He did not wvant it to be uinder-
stood that he was in any way6 suggesting
that the amount should be loaned ats pre-
scr~bed by the present amending Bill, but
special provision might be inade to allow
the trustees in exceptional cases to a4-
v'anee this further £250 to enable a far-
mner to pay off an existing liability. In
many eases it was known that the Agri-
cultural Bank had advanced an increased
amount on aditional security, and, there-
fore, it wotuld be a fair proposiltion to
give the trustees power to make the addi-
tionel advance under special circuim-
stances. That would be the means of
preventing many of the farmers having
to place their small farms upon The mnar-
k-ct. The Amendment would not receive
his support for the reason indicated, and.
further, if the Committee carried the
amendment as moved by the member for
Pjlbara, we would be increasing our TO-
sponsibility. as far as advances were
concerned, to the full amyount of the im-
provements. The present amount pro-
vriding for £400 was reasonable, And when
iwas considered that a futiher advance

of £200 could he obtained, £100o for ma-
chinery and another £100 for stock, it
was quite as much as the State could
afford without further security. If funds
were available he would be only too
pleased to support the increase to £1,000,
but if the Committee agreed to the in-
crease the bank would not have sufficient
capital, and if the maximum amount were

availed of there would be altogether in-
sufficient funds to nieet the advances. He
therefore felt that while lie was in sym-
Pathy, to a Certain extent, with the
amnendmrent, he regretted that. at that
junlcture he could not see his way to
support it.

[31r. Taylor lookc the Chair.]

Mr. OSBORN: The Bill made it clear
thatI where two or more owners were
nuited they could borrow separately. If
ai fan and his wife had separate areas
both could borrow to the extent of £750
each,. and thus they would have £1,500
ith which to effect the improvements

they might desire to make.
AMr. BATH: In any event, as a pre-

liminary to moving [he amendment which
bad been submitted by the member for
Piliarn there should have been an Amend-
tnent made to Clause 3, wbicb provided
for all increase of the capital from at
million and a half to two millions. Last
year the Amount loaned was £352,000 on
2,668 applications, and in view of the
settlemnent that was going on, this year
it was likely to be £500,000. The
increase in [he Savings Bank funds was
less than f200,000. It was realised that
under the original Agricultural Bank Act
the 'Minister bad power to issue mortgage
bonds for the purpose of raising capital
for the bank; but actual experience had
shown that side by side with the policy
of borrowing money fur developmental
purposes, it was impossible to use this
power for raising the funds of the Agri-
cultural Bank. The same thing, applied
to the goldflelds water supply and the
mectropolitan water suppiy. They bad
power to raise money from other sources.
but they bad not been Aible to avail them-
selves of that power. As a matter of
necessity they had to rely on the amount
which wvas availtable from the reserves
in the Saving-s Batik.

Mr. Jacoby: The Savings Bank is
looking for investments.

Mr. BATH: The hon. member had only
to turn up the records to find out the
amount which bad been loaned by the Ag-
riculturail Bank wns £1,365,000. The only
Available amount which the Savings Bank_
had wvas about £350,000. That, of course.

1488



[IS XON-zBERaxr 1909.] 18

had to 1)0 kept in reserve for ordinary
requirements, and that was the amount
whichb they had available for the invest-
ments the member for Swan talked about.
Th' e time might arrive w'ben with the
pressure of work in otlher directions light-
enied, this power to raise monney on mort-
gzage bonds might be utilised, and if we
deliberatelyv set ourselves to the task of
extending the operations of the bank
there would lie no difficulty whatever in
raising the amount necessary to lend the
additional sums asked for by the member
for Pilbara. However, at the present
time the capital would have to be accepted
as it was embodied in the Bill and, taking
into consideration the amount borrowed
last year and 'the certainty of a progres-
sive increase for the ensuing year, it was
an entirely insufficient capital to provide
for the increase named. As a preliminary
to increasing the amonunt must comie the
consideration of ways and means of pro-
vidinig the Capital. If this were done, the
member for Pilbara could count upon him
(Mr. Bath) and others as ardent sup-
porters of the proposal to increase the
useful fun clIions of 'the Agricultural Bank.
There was just one view which lie (Mr.
Bath) wished to disclaim in regard to the
bank. As one who believed in institutions
of the kind lie would not like to convey
the impression that hie believed in them
for one section of the community only.
He believed that evci~y man in the coin-
mutnity was a citizen, and lie would be
sorry to convey the impression that in his
view State itislitutiolis should be regarded
as, a fornm of benevolenee.

Mr.% JOHNSON: It was difficult to fol-
low the argumients of the Leader of the
Opposition in connection with the capital
of these instittifons. Mr. Bath seemed to
run away with the idea that because we
had only provided a £.500,000 increase of
capital the whole of it would he required
to meet the demands upon the Agricul-
tural Bank. and that should the bank be
empowered to loan uip to £750, and pos-
sibly up to LOOO00,. there would not be
Sufficient capitaql to meet the requirements.
But in 1007 the capital had been increased
by £,500,000, and that increase had gone
after twn years. This time it wits proposed

to increase the capital again by £500,000,
and next year it could be still further in-
creased.

Mr. Bath: Last year we loaned nearly
one-half of the total amount loaned in all
the time -the bank has been in existence.

Mr. J3OHNSON: On looking up the
Savings Batik returns it was found that
the Agricultural Bank to date had limited
its borrowing to the Savings Bank, or in
other words, it had raised no money out-
side the Savings Bank. Yet to-day the
Agricultural Bank had only raised
£940,000 from the Savings Bank.

The Minister for Lands: There are re-
payments.

Mr. JOHNSON: That was the point.
The Agricultural Bank had not used any-
thipg like the authorised capital.

The Minister for Works: They are
pledged far beyond that.

'Mr. JOHNSON: Still they bad not
used the capital. The requirements of the
bankl did not demand that the capital
should hie increased by £500,000 uinder the
Bill. He was not opposed to the increase
but lie wished to point out dint it. was
not a pressing need.

The M'inister for Works: Your capital
moust cover your pledges.

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes; hut the bank
had a fair margin to work upon still, and
there was any amont of mioney in the
Savingvs Bank to meet the requirements
tip to the £2,000,000 authorised.

3fr. Bath: .It incereased by £E170,000
Inst year.

Mm-. JOHNSON,: Still the Agricultural
Bank had only drawni on the Savings
Bank to the extent of £840,009. At the
seine lime it was noticed that the Govern-
meat lied drawn local inscribed stock to
the extent of £748,000. There was no ne-
cessity for the Government to draw on
the Savings Banik for that purpose. Again
there were Treasury Bills to the amount
of £17,000. If we were going to confine
the borrowing of the Agricultural Bank
to the Savings Banik the Government need
not draw these other amounts from the
Savings Bank funds. The extra capital
could easily be financed from the Savings
Banik funds if it were necessary. But
it was not -necessary because it could he
raised from other sources.
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Mr. Bath: It is all borrowing.
Mr. JOHNSON: But we were not

limited to borrowing from the Savings
Bank, and if we were,. there was sufficient
in that hank to meet all requirements. If
the Leader of the Opposition really be-
lieved that the increased loan proposed by
the member for Pilbara was in the best
interests of the agricultural industry he
had no alternative to supporting the
amendment.

Mr. Bath: Yon would have to cut out
your other borrowings.

Mr. JOHNSON: There was no possible
objection to borrowing for works of this
description. It had been admitted by
members on both sides of the House that
the amendment was in the best interests
of the agricultural industry. That being
so, the amendment ought to be supported,
more particularly when it was realised
that the capital of the Agricultural Bank
could, if necessary, be increased next year,
that the Savings Bank was quite equal to
the demands if we were limited to that
institution, and further, that we were by
no means so limited. He trusted that the
amendment would he accepted.

The MINISTER 'FOR LANDS: The
authorisations of the bank up to the 30th
.June amounted to £1,365,000. The an-
thorisations of lastycar had been £351,000.
The hon. member would see from this that
the bank had advanced pretty well to the
extent of its present capital of £1,500,000
while it should be understood that the
bank might he called upon at any muo-
mneat to pay up the balance. On the 30th
June the bank bad had over £800,000
from the Savings Bank; bitt hon. mem-
hers would realise that the money could
not he used muore than once, and that, the
authorisation being exhausted, the money
had to be returned. The Agricultural
Bank had been repaid £,169,000, so the
amount actually advanced on the 30th of
June was a little over one maillion and a
half. Consequently, it would be seen that
ihe authorisation of one and a half mnil-
lion pounds was exhausted. This increase
of £500,000, making a capital of £2,000,-
000 would only be sufficient to carry the
hank over the year with the increased
advance at £750

Mr. UNDERWOOD:- There was no
doubt that we could get the money if we
required it.

The Premier: At a price.
Mr. 'UNDERWOOD: At about 33/ per

cent.
The Premier: Not at the present time.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: If we had a

fairly good Treasurer it would be a com-
paratively easy matter We could always
borrow it at 4 per cent. 4)1 under, and onle
per cent, would pay for the cost of man-
agemnent of the bank. The Minister bad
shown that last year the authorisation had
amounted to £850,000, and allowing that
there was going to be an increase this
year, we had £U500,000 with which to meet
it. There was a big diffrence between
authorisation and advance; many people
made applications to the bank for money
because they thought they might
want it, and a great number of
those who so applied never drew the
money. Taking that into consideration
£500,000 would allow an amrple margin to
work upon. The member for Katanning
had said that it would be advisable under
special circumstances to give power to
increase the amount advanced. That was
the very proposal of the amendment. The
amendment did not compel the bank man-
ager to lend the amount of money. It
merely laid it down that the bank man-
ager, if he saw fit, might lend. There-
fore, if it was desired to have a provision
by which an extra amount could be loaned
tinder such circumstances the amendment
must be acceptable. If in making his
calculations the manager concluded that
he could not lend £1,000 to all, he could
cut it down to £750. As for the state-
ment made by the Minister, the proposal
was that the word "four' be struck out.
and "five" inserted in Subsetion 3.
That was to say, that £500 would be
loaned for the purpose of making im-
provements. The Minister spoke as if
this money Were lnaned on the fact that
the farner was going to make improve-
meats. It was altogether different. Tho
money was not lent until the improve-
ments were made, though the farmer was
required to have the application in be-
fore starting to make the improvements.
and the bank took aq mecurity the whoI,-
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of the land. The Minister could not re-
gard the farmers as mere machines, and
could niot mathematically consider they
could do so much on so much. Sickness,
loss of stock and hundreds of happenings
threw the farmers back. It was time
members dropped the line of argument
that it was not the intention of the orig-
inal Act. We had to deal with the pres-
ent and future, and not with the intention
of past Parliaments, An altogether
wrong impression was given as to the
funds available. If it was the desire to
increase the advances, it would be the duty
of the Minister to find the funds. If the
Minister could find the Lmoney he could
tend up to £1,000, and if he could niot
find it hie need not lend over £750.

Mr. ANGWIN:- It was surprising the
Minister admitted funds were not avail-
able.

The Premier: With a capital of two
millions. If you want it you must in-
crease the capital.

Mr. ANGWIN : That could he
done. It had been done previously.
The money could be obtained. There
were many funds that had to be
deposited with the Treasurer that were
lent out by the Treasurer to private banks
on fixed deposit. That money could be
handed over to the Agricultural Bank
-with safety. The security was quite
good enough so long as the money was re-
paid. There would have been niuch more
land under cultivation if the farmers had
not suffered from want of fuonds. Pri-
-vate banks hbad been offering to take uip
land and assist the farmers to go further.
'They had been touting for business to get
hold of land as security. Knowing the
land was proper security, and believing
the statement of the Minister in regard to
the development of the country, he sup-
ported the amendment because the trustees
of the bank would not over-valute the work
carried out in connection with loans ad-
-vanced by the bank.

Amendment put and a division taiken
with the following res ult:

Ayes
Noes

Mr. Angwin
Mr. Bolton
Mr. Coller
Mr. Coweher
Mr. Fonikes
Mr. Gill
Mr. Holman
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Johnson

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

Bath
Brown
Butcher
Davies
Draper
Gregory
Hardwick
Hay-ward
Layman
Male
36itchell

Ayes,
Mr. Mecowall
'Mr. O'Loghleo
Mr. W. Price
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Swan
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Ware
M r. A- A. Wilson
My. Heitamn

(Teller).

NOES.
Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Nan son
Mr. Osborn
Mr. Pleme
Mr. .1. Price
Mr. Walker
Mr. P. Wilson
Mr. Gordon

(Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause, as previously amended, put and

passed.
Clause 5-The Deoputy Managing Trus-

tee:
Mr. ANOWIN: Would a deputy mana-

ger be appointed while the manager was
in the State, or ill and unable to attend
to his duties?

The AMSTER FOR LANDS: It
was desired to avoid the trouble of having
to get an Executive Council order ap-
pointing a deputy manager each time the
manager was away. The deputy manager
would act as managing trustee during the
absence of the manager.

Clause passed.
Bill reported with amendments.

House o42ourned at 10.48 p.m.
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