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one moment, even to hint that I bave any
particular henefit, or that I should have
any undue interest in passing a measure
of this sort, is, I think, going much too
far, 1 do not know the lramway enm-
pany in the matter; I do not know any
individual property-owner in the matter;
I know the petitioners whom I have had
to eonsider, and I know the public author-
ities who 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-
clusion that this is the proper attitude
to take up, the attitude which I have taken
up, to introdnee this measure and to ask
the House to pass it, not in the infevests
of any company or individual, but in the
interests of the great majority of the resi-
dents and ratepavers of the neighbour-
hoaod.
Question pui and passed.
Bill read a second time.

House adjourned at 71.33 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Tkursday, 18th November, 1909.
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FRIENDLY SOCLETIES ‘SF‘LECT
COMMITTEE.
Extension of time.

AMr.” BOLTON moved—

That the lime for bringing up the re-

port of the Friendly Societies Seclect

Commitiee be extended for ome fort-

night,
The chairman of the select eommmtee had
been desirous of making an interim re-
port that day, but in his absence he (Mr.
Boltoun) degired to move for the extension
of timme for a fortnight, The chairman
of the commiltee desived tu say that eer-
tain friendly sceieties on ile goldfields
had requested to have their officials
called to give evidence.  The select
commitee Imd mel during the last fort-
night on several occasions, but they
would be anable to submit their final re-
port before a fortnight’s time,

Questton put and passed.

BILL—LAND ACT AMEXNDMENT.
Introdueed by the Premier and read a
first time.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL LANDS

PURCHARSE.
Leave—TFirst Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore)
moved —

For leave 1o iutroduce a Bill for
“An Act to make better prosision for
the purchase of lamds suitable for im-
mediate seltlement and for facilitating
settlement on the land.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mounnt Margaret):
There did not appear to be any necessity
for this Bill at the preseut fime, or at all
events it could not be deseribed as heing
urgent. At the close of the session with
so much work in front of us this measunre
need not be brought down. We had heen
led to believe from the fand agenis 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-
ernment should not spend money in buy-
ing private lands while the finances wera
in their present position. So long as
there was a sufficient quantity of Crown
land available for settlement within a
fair distanee of railway communication
members shonld not be asked to give the
Government authority te¢ buy back other
areas. There had heen numerous speeches
of condemnation in this Flouse and in the
courtry made by people who stated that
the Government were practically mislead-
ing the public as to the land available
for settlement. It had heen said that the
Crown lands were not what they were
represented to he by the Government,
He did not desire to oppose, with any
great force. the measure at this stage,
but he intended to have ihe measure
thoroughbly debated in all its stages after
the second reading had been moved.

The PREMIER (in reply): Tle mea-
sure was introduced with the object of
imereasing the amount of money avail-
able for repurchasing estates from
£200,000 to £400,000. The authority for
the former amount had been absorbed,
and il was anticipated that the additional
sum weuld be needed.

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

The PREMIER: Anyone would think
that this money was being expended by
the Government. and that there was no
retwrn for it. The sum of £200,000 had
been spent, bui it was always coming
back Ino the Government, who Jid not
lose by the transagtion. With the money
the Government repurchased estates and
sold them again after adding 10 per
cent. to the enst. and allowing for swr-
veys and other improvements. The peo-
ple purchased the estates and thus en-
abled a certain amount of traffic to go to
the Railway Department. If was wise
that that shonld be done. There was not
the least doubt that arguments would be
advanced on the seecond reading which
would convinee members, such as ‘the
member for Mount Marearet, that it was
advisable in the best interests of the
Siate that the Bill should be passed.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Question put and passed.
Bill introduced and read a first time.

RBRILL—ABATTOIRS.
Council’s Amendments.

Sechedule of three amendments made by
the Legislative Couneil, now considered.

In Commiltee.
Myr. Daglish in the Chair; the Min-
ister for Lands in charge of ihe Bill,
No. 1, Clanse 6, Subeclause 1, Para-
graph (m)—Strike out the word “the™
in line 2.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS
moved—
That the Council’'s amendment b

agreed lo.

It was obvious that the word should be
inserted.

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

No. 2, Clause 9, paragraph (d.)—Be-
fore the word “order” insert “written.”

The MINISTER ¥0OR LANDS
moved —
That the Conncil's amendment e

agreed o,

There was no objection fo the word
“written” being inserted before “order”;
it would not interfere with the efficieney
of the Bill. )

Mr. BATH: A number of instances
could be coneeived in which it might be
very inconvenient for the officer to have
to supply a writien order to carry out
some instruetions which he might give to
any person. There were cirenmstanees
in which there could be no difficulty what-
ever for an officer to supply a written
order. but this would mean that in hie
rounds in visiting abatieirs. or carrying
out his duties, if he had in go back to
hiz office to write ont an order, while he
was gway another breach might be eom-
mitted. The amendment was not neces-
sarv. and we should rely npon the dis-
cretion of the officer that he wonld not
eive an order whiech would he nnreason-
able.

The Premier: Ti wounld do away with
the likelihood of any dispute afterwards.
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Mvr. BATH: The trouble that was fore-
seen was not becanse of the zeal of those
whe would earry out the duties under the
Bill, but the difficulty was generally the
other way, the lack of zeal and neglect
in adwinistration. Under these eireum-
stances one did not like o see an obstaecle
put in the way of a zealous officer earry-
ing out his duties.

Mr. BOLTON: There had been oceas-
ions when it had been necessary to protect
officers who had said that they had given
verbal orders, and whose statement had
been denied by the people in bigh posi-
tions hefore whom the officer had to ap-
pear. It would not be diffiecult for an
officer to tear a leaf from lis pocket hook
and write an orvder on that. The pro-
ecedore would cerfainly he a szafezuard,
and the amendment shon!d be agreed to.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: There
would be no diffienlty whatever about giv-
ing a written ordec; in fact, it would be
Just as easy to give a written order as a
verbal order. The mewber who had just
gat down bad oceasion to aceompany him
(the Minister) on an inspection, where
it was found that two officers had given
contrary orders. If these orders had
been written there wonld have been no
trouble whatever. If the amendment
were passed it wonld assist in the eontrol
of the work.,

Mr., TAYLOR: Trom what the Minis-
ter satd, if we accepted the amendment
it would he absolutely neeessary to fur-
nish a written order; verbal instimetions
would be of no value. Tt was not always
necessary to issne written instructions.
The measure wauld give power to the Gov-
ermmment to appoint inspectors as a pro-
tection to the publie, and these mspectors
were to be men who would use their pow-
e1s with eredit to themselves and for the
benefit of the publie. Tnspectors occupy-
ing these positions wounld not consider the
loss that might fall to the stock owner.
If a heast were not fit for human con-
sumption tt would he the inspector’s duty
to say =0 and bhave it destroyed: but if
the amendment were carried it might
hamper him if he had to go away and
secure a written order. TWhile on this
subject attention ought o be drawn io a
rveport which appeared some founr or five
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weeks ago in the Mirror aboui the con-
dition of the slaughter yards in Kalgoor-
lie. There were also some photographs
in that journal showing a number of ear-
cases with flies on them. ’

The Minister for T.ands: Al that wili
be altered.

Mr. TAYLOR: If the Minisier did not
alter that state of affairs the community
would soon be considerably altered. It
was the most shocking aceount, if it were
trne—and there was no reason to donbk
its aceuwracy— that had ever heen in print;
it was erual, in fact. to what ane wonld
expect to read in The Jungle. Decisive
action shonld be taken; cvery power
should be given to an inspector, und he
should not be hampered.

Mr, UNDERIWOOD: The renson given
by the Minister in favonr of the adoption
of the amendment did nob impress one.
If the Minister thought thal the officer
would be hetter with a written order, it
seemed ridiculous to helieve that this writ-
ten order would make the officer more
competent. As a mmtter of faet it would
interfeve with the earrying out of his
work if he had to =o away and write
it ont. Why did not the police give a
written notice to a burglar that they in-
tended to arvest him? It seemed that
where it was a matier of property, the
property was well hemmed in and well
represented, too. He protested against
the amendment being passed. Tt was un-
necessary and would act detrimentally
against the inspectors.

Mr. FOULKES: The amendment
afforded the hest protection that the in-
spector would have. 1f a defendant were
taken to eourt, all that it wonld be neces-
sary for him to do would be to come for-
ward with a couple of witnesses and nwear
that no verbal order had been given to
him: the result wonld be that the magis-
trate would dismiss the proceedings. He
wonld be oblized to dismiss the ease, and
that was no reason why the Commitie
should support the amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR: The argument of the
member for Claremont was fallacious.
It was well known that when an inspec-
tor condemned a carcase 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 desiroyed. The member for Clare-
mont must be aware that unless the in-
spector actually saw to the destruetion
of the cavecases, the writien order would
be of no avail. The inspector had to fol-
low the carcase.

Mr. Jacoby: And take possession of it.

Mr. TAYLOR : It was useless nnless he
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 nspector wonld be found
hanging on to the carease with one hand
while with the other he felt about for
pen and ink. Surely it was known that
it was not sufficient for an inspeetor to
order a carcase fo be destroyed. If the
spector did not himself see to the Jes-
truction of the earcase, no notice would
be taken of his order. An inspector not
only attended at the slaughter yards and
inspected the stock, but he saw to it that
the condemned stufi was destroyed. That
was his most important work. It was the
following up of the carcases to see that
they were destroyed that took up the in-
spector’s time.

The Minister for Lands: We will con-
fiscate at these abattoirs.

Mr. TAYLOR : Possibly the Minister
intended to confiseate. Some of the in-
spectors had altogether too hig an area to
20 over.

The CHAIRMAXN: The hon. member
was getfing away from fhe question,
which was as to whether or not the order
shonld be written,

Mr. TAYLOR: The orvder in itself
would he altogether inefiective. The ur-
zeney of the question did not permit of
an inspector walking away from a di-
sensed cavease. for a person who would
attempl to put a bad carease on the market
would make no seruples about disregard-
ing the order of the inspector.

Mr. Gordon: What are they doing while
the inspector is away seeing that the car-
case is destroyed?

Mr. TAYLOR: At sueh times they were
probahly preparing more cronk carcases
in the hopes of dodging the inspector
next time. It was absurd for the Mini-
ster to trv and foist on the Committee
the amendment for a written instruetion.

+ fendants

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Lands: Under this
measnre we will confiseate all onfit meat.

Mr. TAYLOR: And what would the
Minister do with it? Would lLe leave it
hanging at the abattoirs, or would he send
it out fo the eivil servants who had gone
on the land? If the Government were
guing to confiseate why ask for a written
order from the inspector? Would noi a
diseased carcase carry its own written
order for destruetion? The amendment
was an insult to the inlelligence of hou.
members.

Mr. SCADDAN: While agreeing that
the Committee ought to be eareful to pro-
teet the publie he thought the Commitlee
would be going the right way about meot.
ing that obligation by necepting the
amendment. We bhad many different
classes of inspectors in the State, and
in some instances when proseentions
had been commenced by different de-
partments on the strength of verbal
instruetions by inspeetors the de-
bad sworn that they had
received oo such verbal instroetions,
wlhereupon the eases had heen thrown ont.
Certainly the inspector should issne =
written order. There would he no need
for him to earry aboul pen and ink, for
an indelible pencil would serve the jnur-
pose. The inspector conld keep his order
in duplieate as a safeguard against the
plea that no such order had been issued.
All the orders issued in the ahattoirs
would not necessarily be In connection
with the desirwetion or confiscation of a
beast. There were nnmbers of parts of
beasts whieh might bhe condemned and
ordered to be destroyed, but which wonld
not affeect the remainder of the beast.
Moreover, there was not merely the duiv
of inspecting the beasts themselves, hi{
also of inspecting the surroundings and
the general management of the abattoirs.
The Committee would be the nore effect-
ively protecting the public by providing
for a written order than hy being conient
with verbal instructions to he issned by
the inspector.

Mr. BUTCHER: The amendment did
not apply to earease meat, but only to
stoek taken into abattoirs for slanghter-
ing purposes. The carcase was dealt with
under the Health Aet. It was necessory
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to have some means to prevent diseased
stock being taken into abattoirs for the
purpose of slanghtering, because beasts
might be suffering from a disease that
might not be detectable in the carcase. A
written notice was necessary because it
was hard fo secure convictions on verbal
orders.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If in the court a
witness said he had not heard the inspee-
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 baving been given, he
would not aecept the inspecior’s state-
ment as to the correciness of a duplieate
of a written order.

Mr. Scaddan: The inspector could get
the person to sign the dunplicate,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If we -compelled
written orders to be given, it would mean
plenty of red tape and expense, and have
litile effeet. Tn faet it wouvld hamper
the inspector beyond all reason, These
orders would apply to everything in the
abattoirs, and not only to the eaitle taken
in for slaughter. Of course the member
for North Tremanile supported the
awendment, bhut the hon. member would
support almost anything in his own elee-
torate. No reasons were advanced in sup-
port of the Couneil’s amendment,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No
order would be necessary once the beast
was slaughtered, becaunse if a diseased
carcase was found it would be
confiscated. Tt was necessary to have the
abattoirs in order to have perfect control
of the meat supply for the people, and it
was necessary that the inspector’s order
should be obeyed in regard to many
things in connection with the abattoirs,
such as the feeding and the eare 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

member for Port Hedland and Keller-
berrin——

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
maust refer to the member for Pilbara by
his proper constituency.

Mr. BOLTON: The member for Pil-
bars, who had a knowledge of Port
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Hedland and Kellerberrin, should also
ascertain there were no abattoirs ab
North Fremantle. 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 appointed to fight big combines who
claimed orders were not given becanse
they were not in wriling. As a matter
of faet the abattoirs were on the gold-
fields, showing that Le eould raise bis
mind a little above his own electorate,
which some memhers could not do.

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

No. 3—Clange T—Add the following
words :—“Exeept in the case of any
abattoir established befure the passing of
this Aet, and certified in writing by the
Minister on the recommendation of the
eontroller within three months after the
passing of this Act to be an abattoir fit
to eontinue registered and licensed under
the provisions of the Health Aect, 1898.”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS
moved—

Thal the (ounecil’s
agreed lo.

Mr. ANGWIN: Could we take an
amendment to Clanse 7 after dealing
with an amendment to Clause 99

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
were certain abaltoirs, partienlarly at
Robb’s jetty, it was proposed to allow
to be used. They bad been erected at
considerable cost, and it was necessary
to allow them, 5o 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 be declared at Fremantle; but the
amendment was an improvement on that
idea because it gave the Government the
power to continue the licenses now held
by the owners of those abattoirs and
made it necessary for the econtroller to
immediately visit the abattoirs and ecer-

amendment De
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tify that they were up to date in every
detail and fit to be continued as licensed
places for the slanghter of beasts. Tt
did not follow that the Health Depart-
ment would be compelled to license them,
but one conld take it that would be done
under the Health Aet. The works at
Robb’s jetty would be required for some
time probably to deal with 'the cattle
brought from the North. The idea was
to erect abattoirs for the export of meat
at North Fremantle and to have these
abattoirs used by the buichers in the
metropolitan avea, at any rate for the
present until the aeccommodaiion at
North Fremantle was too limited for the
purpose. His desire was to have every
abhattoir used in the metropolitan area
up to date, and that any man who wished
to set about the business of hutchering
should have some place for slaughiering.
That the Government would provide at
North Fremantle. There seemed to be
no reason why we should pnot aecept this
amendment. ’

Mr. BATH: The proposal v accept
the amendment might he modified by a
proviso that the exeeption should not
apply for longer than a slated period.
It was recognised that as long as ‘the
abattoirs were properly conducted and
conformed to the provisions of the Health
Act it might be necessary to allow them
to be continued until the new Act got
into proper working order.  Otherwise
we would have chaos in eonnedtion with
the slaughtering of stoek for consump-
tion. The efficacy of the measure would
be dependent npon the eoncentration of
inspection work in as few localities as
possible.  Would the Bill, when passed,
be administered by the Stock Depart-
ment or ihe Health Department?

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

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

[ASSEMBLY.)

now, by handing over the control of
dairy stock to the Stoek Department. All
now, by handing over the eontrol of
the Health Department, with its present
departmental methods, it would not be
much better. Those recognising the lack
of adminisirative zeal in the Health De-
partment would say we bad done worse,
judging by the report of the meeting the
other night, by handing over the contrul
to the Stock Department. Even with
the Bill without the amendment there
would be reason to doubt whether we
would bave sufficient inspection under if,
but if the inspectors were to he charged
with tbe extra duty of alse inspecting
abattoirs outside those constrneted under
the Bill, they wonld be elothed with a
power they would not be able to carry
out properly. As the Minister bad said.
there would, of course, he a transition
stage during which matters should be al-
lowed to continue to a certain extent a=
they were, but there should be an amend-
nent to the amendment from another place
providing that the exeception should not
apply for a longer term than, say, 12 or
18 months after the Act eame into foree.

The Minister for Lands: It is an an-
nual license that can be discontinued at
any time.

Mr. BATH: Those persons were given
the power, and we recognised their right
to registration, no limitation of time heing
expressed. He ¢id not wish to make the
term unreasouzhbly short, but the Minis-
ter should protect the publiec and give an
opportunity for effective administration
in eonnection with the inspection of meat
for eonsamption by limiting the propoesal
to a specified period.

The Honorary Minister: How about
abattoirs which have been recently eree-
ted at a cost of £12,000 or £15,000%

My. BATH : There should be time given
to them fo wmwake an adjustment. The
Minister must recognise that the consider-
ation of the public health was paramount.
In the post his colleagues and he had
done things which, to a certain extent.
had been injurions to those owning stock.
That was inseparable from Acts passed
for the proteetion of public health. It
was not to he denied that under the meas—
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ure possibly those who had 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 pecessity for protecting the health
of the public.

Mr. OSBORN: It was t{o be hoped the
Minister would not entertain thesuggestion
of the Leader of the Opposition at this
juncture. Abattoirs had been erected at
Robb's Jeity under the sapervision of the
proper authorities, and most of them had
been erected at very great expense.
Surely the Leader of the Opposition
would not advocate Ehat £12,000 or
£15,000 of property should cease to exist
in 18 months. The fact might he men-
tioned, that the abattoirs there were prac-
tically for the sole use of stock hrought
into the Sate by steminer. For that reason
the site was the best that eould possibly
be obtained and much hetier than the
site at North Fremantle. There was no
need to put the purchaser to the cost of
railing steck from Robb’s jetty to North
Fremantle, for if that were done it would
immediately result in an increased price
of meaf to the consumer. TIf ohstacles
were put in the way of the purchaser and
the butcher meat would go up in price.
Stock from the Eastern States as well as
from the North-West were Janded at
Robb’s jetty and ababboirs would con-
tinue to exist there for some years, even
if the Goverment might have to decide to
take them over. It was necessary that
they should be established there. There
was no gainsaying the fact that thousands
of head of stoek were hrought by vessel
to the abattoirs at Robb’s jeity. It would
be easy later on to obviate any difficuity
that might exist by bringing in an amend-
ing Bill to provide that abattoirs there
shonld 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
neeessary abattoirs ab present existing,
providing they complied with the Health
Aet and were in aceordance with present
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regquirements, might continue for an in-
definite period, if they weve kept
in the same state of efficiency and cleanli-
ness that they were at the present time.
He had in lhis mind one distriet where
there was a Hght going on against the
use of abattoirs erected by the State at a
considerable cost.

The Minister for Lands:
that?

Mr. W. PRICE: At Kalgoorlie. We
shonld not pass an amendment whieh
would practically give to the owners of
evisting private abattoirs near Kalgoorlie
the right to continue for an indefinite
period. If the department were not pre-
pared to foree private abattoirs to close
they could exempt a distriet withont there
being inserted in the Bill an amendment
such as that proposed.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was a desire on
the pait of the Minister, in his ready aec-
ceptation 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 nsed exeept in ex-
perimenting on bags of sand and a few
cattle. When the bullocks were tried
there was a holy muddle.

The Minister for Lands:

Where is

That is not
s0.
Mr. TAYLOR: It was so. The Bill
appeared to have been introduced wiih
the object of legalising the abattoirs al
Kalgoorlie. There had 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 Government to meet the
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 thounght 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 thronght withont op-
position from him, becanse he thought
the measure was needed. So secon, how-
ever, as the Bill reached apother Cham-
ber. where vested interests had a very
mueh larger 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 hon. member
must not refleel upon members of an-
other piace.

Mr. TAYLOR: The veference he had
made was not to the members of another
place but to those whom they repre-
sented. They were the people who were
the canse of this Bill. The Minister was
ready and willing to accept sugpestions,
amendments and rebuffs from another
place. The Bill as brought down origin-
ally had gunite a different objeet. There
were abattoirs here vecently constructed
costing £10,000 or £12,000, and they
should be up 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 Public Health Act;
why should the eontrol not be under the
Bill? Wy 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 he not
bring a similar proposal down when the
Bill was originally before the House.
The Minister should stiek 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 eontrol,
and the whole of the slanghtering in the
State should come nnder the measure be-
fore the Committee. 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-
seription of the condition of those
slanghter houses referred to in the news-
paper article.  The abattoire in Kal-
goorlie were not abatioirs at all; they
were only a model apd were only fit for
one person to slanghter a few stock im,
and had 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 hon. membher
could not diseuss that phase of the ques-
tion. The subject to be discussed was the
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‘guestion raised in the amendment, and the
hon. member should eonfine his remarks
to that.

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

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

Mr. TAYL.OR: It was his infention to
go into the question of abattoirs estab-
lished “before the passing of this Aet,”
as stated in the amendment of another
place; and fhe liberty of speech shonld
not be curtailed if a man happened io
be opposing the Government or if he was
opposing something from another place.

The CHATRMAN : 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 diseuss abattoirs erec-
ted “before the passing of this Aet”

The CHATRMAN : The question hefore
the Committee was the amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR.: The amendment excep-
ted “abatteoirs established before the pas-
sing of this Aect.” 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 lie-
ensed under the Health Act. If he (Mr.
Taylor) were not allowed to diseuss the
abattoirs, the best thing to do would be
to give the Government their own way,
shat up Parliament, and gag the people.
He was absolutely on sonnd ground noder
all the Staoding QOrders and all the rules
of debate that he had ever read or had
anything to do with, The amendment
was absolutely unnecessary. The eause of
the Bill was the dilapidated and degraded
condition of some of the slanghter houses
of the State.

Mr. Gordon: Nothing of the sort.

Mr. TAYLOR: We were now tfrying
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 subnitted to the
House was for that purpose. Surely the
Minister ought to endeavour, therefore,
to stick to his Bill and impress upon the
minds of the publie that the abattoirs,
whether they were built “after the pas-
sage of this Aet” or before, wounld be
up-to-date, and that every faeility would
he given for the despatch 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 months before the pas-
sing of this measure, fo be legalised as
slaughtering places under the FPublic
Health Act even if they bad previously
held a lieense under that Act. Did the
Minister think that members were asleep
hecause the Opposition had assisted the
Government in many respects, and were
zoing to be ridden over rough shod %
Certainly not. Members should rejeet the
amendment.

Mr. GORDON: No one could agree
with the hon, member when he said that
the cause of this Bill being brought down
be pointed out that a slanghter house
already existing in the State. It might
ne pointed out that a slanghter house
iad been built at Fremantle at a cost of
£40,000.  Surely that could not be re-
garded as disreputable, especially when
it had been admitted to be one of the
mnst up-te-date in Australin. The hon.
member had not been to Fremantle or he
would net have criticised the slanghter
houges in Western Australia in the man-
ner that he had done. There were three
at Fremantle, and not one had cost less
than £20,000. The object of the abat-
toirs being hnilt was to convenience 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
perfecl, 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 ereet-
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ting public abaitvirs.  Subsequently be
had moved thal the resolution should be
given effect to. This bad been long be-
fore Messrs. Copley & Company had
spent a shilling on abattoirs. That firm
had written to the Government asking if
it were intended to build public abattoirs
because, if so, the firm had no desire to
build for itself. So too with the other
big meat firms. It was only becanse 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
Messrs. Connor, Doherty & Durack also
had spent a large amount on abaltoirs.
It would be most unfair if these abat-
toirs were now to be closed up.

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

Mr. GORDON: To close them wonld
be to ionflict a manifest injustice. He
would not hear the abattoirs of the State
condemned as they had been by the mem-
her 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
suggested that be (the Minister) had been
approached by the cattle kings. For his
part he was glad to know that those so-
called cattle kings had been enterprising
enough to put up thoroughly good works,
and he hoped that they would be protec-
ted.

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
same eontrol as wonld be exercised over
ihe Government abattoirs. The only =b-
attoire he bad in his mind were those at
Robb’s jetty. From his experience of
the Kalgoorlie private abattoirs he eonld
say there was not one which would have
a chance of being licensed.

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Kalgoorlie abattoirs to which he was re-
ferring 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
hon. 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 up-to-date, and so long as they weve
mainiained in this eondition, they should
be licensed. However, the license would
only be an animal one, and it eould be 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 abatioirs at Robb’s jetty wonld 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
wonld be exerted not only over the meat
slaughtered, but over the men engaged
in the operaticns and the plant used in
connection therewith. He hoped the
Committee wonld 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 whieh he
found himself. If a sele¢t committee
were to he 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 ahso-
lutely impossible to do away with the
private slanghter honses, and wuse the
public establishment. All who had any
experience in these matters were agreed
that the public abattoirs at Kalgoorlie
were splendidly built, bt that for accom-
wmedation and for practical purposes they
were absolutely impossible.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
was getting wide of the amendment.
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Mr. BROWN: Nobody regretted more
than the Manister himself that he had to
accopt this amendment which had been
devised to help him out of the terrible
condition of affairs he had got into owing
to his inexperience of public abattoirs,

The Minister for Lands: Is the hon.
member justified in saying that?

Mr. BROWN: 1f the Minister would
appoint a seleet committee he would see
the justifieation for il.

The CHAIRMAN: 7The hon. member
was not out of order.

Mr. WARE: The amendment should
be supported if only for ithe reason that
it would render the Bill abortive. He
agreed with Mr. Brown that the public
abattoirs at Kalgoorlie were far from
answering the veguirements of the dis-
trict. The Minister had expended a con-
siderable sum of money in conneection
with these abaitoirs, and if the amend-
ment were aceepted and ineluded in the
Bill it would mean that any fim would
have three months in which to build suit-
ahle abattoirs.

Hon. Members: You are wrong.

Mr. WARE: The owner of a private
shattoir at the present time could make
such alterations and additions to his es
tablishment within three months that the
health officer would have te recommend
to the Minister, and the Minister would
have to allow, sueh ahattoirs tn remain
in existence. That was the way in which
he read the amendment.

Hon. Members: Yon are werong.

Mr. WARE: It was a emmingly 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 alio-
pgether inadequate.  He would snpport
the amendment.

(Sitting suspended [from 6.15 to” 7.30
p-m.)

Mr. TAYLOR: Any remarks made by
Inm in connection with abattoirs or
slanghter houses had no reference to the
abattoirs at Fremantle.  His remarks
were based on the condition of che
slanzhter vards at Kalgoorlie. and an the
construetion of the publie abatteirs there.
It was not fair on the part of the mem-
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ber for Canning, whether the hon. mem-
ber did it wilfully or not, to put words
into his mouth he did not use. The Min-
isler admitted the abattoirs at Kalgoorlie
were not up to the standard, and that he
had removed the trouble. There was not
sufficient argnment put before members to
induce them to aecept the amendment
made by another place.

Myr. DAVIES: The amendment made
by the Couneil should be agreed to. He
had repeatedly asked the Minister to put
this amendment in the Bill. There weve
seven or eight abattoirs at South Fre-
mantle all within a radius of half a mile.
They were all under regular and thorough
inspection by the loeal ambhorities and
the Central Board of Health, and there
would be no harm done to the publie by
allowing them to exist. They bad cost
about £60,000 or £70,000, and considera-
tion shonld be given to the people owning
them, If consideration was not given
to them in the Bill we would have to give
eompensation later on, and that would be
a hardship for the State. In addition
those people were paying £100 per aecre
per annpum as rvent for their places.

Mr. COLLIER dissented from the
views expressed by the member for Mount
Margaret and other members in regard
to the public abattoirs at Kalgoorlie. It
was distinetly unfair for the member for
Perth to make a bald unsupported state-
ment that the abattoirs were a waste of
money and had proved of no use.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
for Perth was ruled out of order.

Mr. COLLIER realised that, but seeing
that several members were permitted to
say the money had been wasted, he onght
to be allowed to briefly contradict the
siatement, As a member representing
that part of the State, he had never heard
from any person qualified, or whose
aulhority was weighty, any such statement
as those made by the members who con-
demned the abattoirs. The loeal govern-
ing bodies had vot objdeted.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon.
must not pursue fhat subjeet.

Mr. COLLIER: Statements were made
condemnatory of the abattoirs, and it was
not fair for hon., members to make these
statements without produeing some facls
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or evidenee other than mere newspaper
reports.  The abattoirs were——

The CHAIRMAX: The hon., member
must not pursue this.

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

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

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

The CHAIRMAN: The mewher for
Hannans was quite in ovder.

Mr. COLLIER: The hon. member
clearly made the same statements as the
member for Mount Margaret.

The CHAIRMAN : That is not so.

Mr. COLLIER: Very well. Another
opportunity would be found on the Esti-
mates, There was no reason why the
amendment should not be agreed to. It
gave no additional power to what was in
Clause 3, and if by agreeing to the amend-
ment it wonld 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 # tendency to bring down measures
and allow amendments to be made and
drafted without having knowledge of their
effecl. This was not the proper course
to pursue, and cansed a waste of time.

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

Question passed: the Couneil's amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolutions  reported. the report
adopted, and a Message accordingly re-
turned to the Legislative Couneil,

BILI~PCUBLIC EDUCATION
DOWMENT.

Council’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Legislative
Couneil now eonsidered.
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In Committee.

Mxr. Daglish in the Chair, the Attorney
General in charge of the Bill,

Clanse 2—Add the following sub-
clause:—“The Trustees, other than the
Minister of Education and the Inspector
General of Schools, shall be appointed
from time to time for not excceding three
years, and shall be eligible for re-appoint_
ment.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the Cowuncil's amendment Dbe

agreed to,

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

Question passed, the Coungil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a Message accordingly returned to the
Legislutive Couneil,

BILL—NORTH PERTH TRAMWAYS
ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee,

Mr. Daglish in the Chair; tie Mini-
ster for Works in charge of the Bill

Clause 1—-agreed to.

Clanse 2—Confirmation of provisional
order:

Mr. SOADDAN: If this claunse were
passed could the -Committee subsequentiy
make an amendment fo the provisional
order?

The CHAIRMAN : When the ¢ianse -vas
passed it really ratified the agreement to
pass the provisional order; thereforve, the
clause, when adopted, confirmed the pro-
visional order as it stood.

Mr. SCADDAN: In coonection with
the deposit which was to be held, {he Go-
vernment should see that the company
carried out their part of the eontracs by
completing the work in the time specified.
Would the Minister provide a clause in the
Bill that if the company did not comply
with the provisional arder the deposit
would be forfeited. The eompany had al-
ready received some econsideration, for
they had not complied with the provisional
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order, yet the deposit, which was a guar-
antee that they would earry out the pro-
visions of that order, bad not heen for-
feited, but had been used as a deposii for
the provisional order set out in this Bill.
No further extension of time should he
allowed,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
company had been granted extension of
time on two oceasions, from December,
1908, to the 24th December of the jresknt
year. This extension had been granted
at the request of the municipal eouneil,
and it was not fair to lay the blame for
that on the tramway eompany who, ke
understood, were always prepared to
carry out their original agreement to build
the line along Forrest-street. The coun-
cil, however, asked to have the time ex-
tended so that they might earry ont their
negotiations and have the desired altera-
tion made. Unless for some very vital
circumstance there would be no extension
so far as be was concerned. Once the
Bill was passed the company would have
to earry out their contract up to date. He
understood the line would be completed
by Christmas, although the company were
allowed three months in which to do the
work, It wonld 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 wounld be a good excuse
for an extension. The hon. member
eonld have his assurance that it would be
seen that the company would earry ont
their contraet, and that no undue exten-
sion would he granted.

Mr. SCADDAN: Was it to be under-
stood that in the event of the tramway
heing constructed the deposit wounld be re-
turned immediately. What gnarantee
won!d there then he that they would run
the service provided for in the original
order.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: 1If
the company did not earry out their agree-
pment with the couneil. the latier would
bave reconrse azainst them at law, and
the company certainly had ample asseis
for the recovery of damages. The sum of
£270 was put np as a guavaitee that the
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company would construet the line accord-
ing to the agreement. When they had ful-
filled that portion of the bargain the guar-
antee would no longer be required and
the money wonld be returned. The North
Perth couneil would see that the agree-
ment was kept,

Clanse put and passed.

Claunses 3 to 6—agreed to,

Bill reported without amendment; the
report adopted.

BILL—LAND ACT SPECIAL LEASE.
Council’s Amendment.
Amendment made by the Legislative
Council now considered.

In Commiltee.

My, Daglish in the Chair; the Minis-
‘ter for Works in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—Adgd the following proviso:
“Provided, also, that nothing in this Aet
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 amendment 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 Aet to over-
ride the Health Aet, and that there would
be no preteetion against a charge for
breaches of the Health Act. It was doubt-
ful whether the elanse was absolutely
necessary, but it seemed to be a wise pro-
vision,

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

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

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT,

In Commitiee. : :

Resumed from the 9th November; Mr.

Daglish .in the Chair; the Minister for
Lands in charge of the Bill.
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Clause 4—Amendment of Section 28 ;
bank may make advances to farmers and
cultivators:

Mr. HETTMANN
ment——

That in line 12 of paragraph (d.) of
Subsection 1 of the proposed new sec-
tion the words “in Western Australia”
be struck out and “hy the State” in-
gerted in liew.

moved an amend-

The object of the amendment was to pro-
vide that the bank might, if the {rustees
thonght fit, make advances for the pur-
chase of agricultural machinery manu-
factured by the State of Wesiern 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 conld supply
it to agriculturists far below the sum
charged by private manufacturers. This
had been found to he the case in the
manufacture of many avticles in the State
such as, for instance, pipes, It had also
been found that varions State departments
could more than lold their own with pri-
vate enterprise. 1t had been proved by
the Federal Royal Commission that the

prices charged for the agrieulinral
machinery were very high in com-
parison with the cost of production

TIf it were possible for the scheme of the
Minister for Lands to be earried out, that
was the mannfacture of implements in
the towns of the State, he (Mr. 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 small shops to be built in
Western Anstralia to compete with the
manufacturers in other paris of the world,
on acecount of the fact that the latier
turned ont such large nnmbers of these
machines, and also on account of the um-
derstanding between them. Tt would be
impossible for the small man to start, say,
at Northam and 'in a small way supply
the wants of the farmers, particularly in
conneetion with the larger machinery such
as harvesters. It was nof known whether
it was the intention that these should be
made here or whether it was proposed
that only the smaller machines required
should be manufactured localls.  But
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whatever encouragement the Bill wonld
give to the manufacturers, he was certain
it would not be the means of bringing
aboui the manufacture of harvesters. On
the other hand, if the State were to un-
dertake the manufacture of this machin-
ery, although there would not be the
small shops throughout the State. there
wonld he s large number of men em-
ployed, where, at the present time, we
liad practieally 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 only objee-
tion was that too many eivil servants were
bad for the State. If the hon. member
considered the matter he would find that
the emplovees, at all events at the work-
shops at Midland Junetion had proved
that thev counld turn out work equal, if
not superior to that of the private manu-
factaver, and at the same time they
elaimed no more consideration from the
Government than they would from a pri-
vate employer. The whole question was
whether memhers 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 loeally
made machinerv was not sufficient, and
even if it were £500 it wonld not be the
means of breaking up the trust that ex-
isted in Anstralia al the present time.

Mr. GORDON: The amendment would
receive his opposition for various reasons,
The member for (me bad stated that no
private firms would start a manufactory,
hut the hon. member's mind shounld be dis-
abused of that idea. As a matter of faet,
one factory had reeently been started in
anticipation of the Bill passing with this
provision to give some assistance to farm-
ers who purchased from the loeal mann-
factuorer.

Mr. Jaeoby: What kind of machinery;
harvesters ¥

Mr. GORDON: Tt was intended to
manufacture harvesters as well. The
member for Swan could shake his head,
but if harvesters eonid be manufactured
in Vietoria whv could they not be made
here. The gentleman who was starting
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these works in the Canning electorate
had already expended the sum of £300
in ereeting buildings and putting in a
siding, and it was his inlention te manu-
faeture every eclass of machinery farmers
in Western Ausiralin used. He had al-
ready secured the patent rights for dif-
ferent ploughs and also for harvesters.

Mr. Seaddan: What is his name?

Mr. GORDON: Mr. Haydon, and he
had already manafactured a number of
plonghs, Tt was not likely that private
people would compete against the Gov-
ernment if the amendment was earried.
It would have the effect of erushing 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
throngh. It would be a fatal mave to
establish State works in the face of pri-
vate 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 be put without giving his views?

The Attorney Ceneral: It has alreadyv
been debated.

Mr. BATH: Members had not heard
the views of the Minister for Lands.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
were many reasons why the State should
not undertake the manufactore 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 eonneetion with this matter.
The first was whether wa shonld centralise
it; the seroud whether we should kill en-
terprise: and the third, should the Stale
become the onlv emplovees of 1labour.
These were very important quesHous.
Centralisation would mean eclosing np
many factories established thronghont
Western  Aunstralia.  Nothwithstanding
that the member for Cne said otherwise,
there wwere small factories existing in
country towns at the present time. At
Beverley there was a small factory.
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Mr. O'Loghlen: Are they turning out
harvesters?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
harvester was not the only machine re-
quired by the farmer. At Beverley they
were making machinery, and at Pingelly
there were particularly good workmen.
At Northam also there were several of
these shops. Even as far back as 20
years practieally the whole of the ma-
chinery needed by the agriculturist, io-
cluding the stripper, was made in Nor-
tham, and the machinery counld be made
there to-day and it was being made there.
Were we to cemtralise to the detriment
of a place like Geraldton and was Ger-
aldton to pay freight on its manufac-
tured implements from Midland June-
iion? "~ Were we to centralise to the detri-
ment of a plaee like Albany; or to the
detriment of Northam or other centres
throughout the State now engaged in the
manufactore of agricultural implements?
Was it realised by the Committee that
centralisation would mean the throwing
ouf of employment of men now setiled in
the country. These men had their own
lromes, and their sons were employed in
the eenfres where they lived, and cen-
tralisation wouwld mean that they would
he taken from lealthy sarroundings and
the pleasant enviromuenls of conntry
disiriets to the metropolitan area. Was
it. desirable or right that suelh a thing
shonld be suggested? The question was,
were we to kill enterprise.  Everyone
knew that the manufacture of agrieul-
toural machinery was not very expensive
work, at any mte at the beginning.
Blacksmifhs and tradesmen who started
in a small way in the country had, no
doubt, fairly large worksliops, and these
people who had commenced with small
weans had been able by sheer persever-
ance, and the support that they had re-
cetved from the farmers. to establish
themselves, and they now had comfout-
ghle businesses, Were we to kill these
people to enable the State to manufac-
ture in the metropolitan area? The
mumber of agricultural implements needed
by the farmer was considerable, and im-
plements other than the stripper were
more or less expensive affalrs. More-
over, farmers required implements of

various pattems: no two farmers agreed
as to a pattern. There were wany parts
even in a plough, and each conld be im-
proved upon, and a man in his own shop
was careful to do all he could to beat his
opponent and meet the wishes of his eus-
tomers too. What would be the position
if the Government were to manufacture
all these implements? Let hon. members
imagine a farmer approaching a Govern-
ment official and saying that he wanted
the monldboard turned a little more this
way or that way, or that he wanted some
particnlar part stronger than it was being
nrade. D¥d hon. members think he wonld
get iE? In such a case the manufacturer
wonld not be subject to any compeiition,
except indeed that from the other States,
whiclt might in the end kill the industry.

Mr. Heitmann: Yet you are asking the
small men to pit themselves against this
big eompetitor of which the Government
are apparently afraid.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Al
he was asking was that enterprise and
energy might meet o equal terms. The
big manufacturers in Melbourne eould
nrake a plough a little more cheaply than
could a smmall man up country in Western
Australia; but on the other hand the
small man had the advantage of freight
and other faetors in his favour. Again,
ihese manufacturers established in the
country towns were growing with the de-
velopment of the State. It was to be re-
membered that for some time past the
agricultural industry had been particu-
larty active, with the rvesuli that one-half
of the total increase of area under crop
in Australian during the last five years
had been provided in this State. Surely
that was sufficient juskification for the de-
sire fo have Lthe implements manufactured
in the Staie. [ was only fair that the
enlerprise of our own actificers in eoun-
try towns shonld have its fair reward.
One great reason for making the plough
in the midst of the corn-fields was that
the farmer conld have his plough made
in accordance with his own ideas, and
could get the implement repaired by the
maker. Again, the Harvester Commis-
sion had brougbt out pretty eclearly the
cost of selling throngh agents, and hon.
members knew ihat there were many



1478

agents travelling throughout this State.

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

Mr. Bath: He has discussed if.

The CHAIRMAN: Hon. members
should clearly understand that the ques-
tion was veally that of giving power to
the trustees of the Agriculiural Bank fo
make advances under certain conditions,
If the amendment had embodied a pro-
position that the State should establish a
factory for the manufacture of agricul-
tural implements, he would have declined
to aceept it beeause it would then involve
the expenditure of money, and therefore,
would require to be imtroduced by Mes-
sage.

Mr. Jacoby: That is what it does in-
volve,

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

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

Mr. BATH: Sorely that was ivonv on
the part of the Minister. 1t wonld 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 when he (the
Chairman) observed that the Minister 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, beeause two hon. members
had somewhat nverstepped the hounds, the
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other 47 members were allowed to do {le
sarne, .

Mr, Bath: It gives the Minister an un-
doubted advantuge.

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

The CHATRMAN: That could not he
recognised. If that were so he would bhave
to rule that the amendment was out of
order. He could not recognise that any
such obligation would be east upon the
State if the amendment were earried. Tf
it were so he would have allowed the Min-
ister to pruceed.

The MINISTER FOR 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 Minister, the amendment was that
the word *“in” in line 12 he strnek out
with a view of inserting the words “by
the State of.”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1f
the amendment were carried the bank
would not be empowered to advance
against machinery nnless that machinery
were mannfactured by the State. To that
extent the amendment was opposed fo the
intentions of the Government. However
if the guestion of State manufacture ver-
sus private enterprise could not be dis-
cussed, all he could de was to ohjeet 1o
the amendment. It had not been his in-
tention in hringing down the Bill that
raachinery should he manufactured by the
State.

Mr. BATH : The proposal embodied in
the Bill as submitted by the Minister for
Lands provided for advancing money fur
the purchase of waclinery manufactared
in Western Australia. To tbat extent it
offered a slight advantage in so far as it

provided for the development and en-
couragement of a certain amount of
mannfacturing industry. However. the

proposal as it was embodied in the Bill
wonld he of very slight assisiance to the
farmer, becanse the «uestion at issne,
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from the -faymer’s point of view, was not
s0 much where the machinery was pro-
cured as the cost of the machinery and its
durability. The Minister and other hon.
members who had spoken on the previous
ogeasion had admitted that the State eould
manufacture the machinery more cheaply
than eould private manufacturers. This
question of cheapness was not the most
important one, for over and above it was
the question of dwrability. That was the
rock upon which the agriculturist was
foundering in Western Australia. The
raachinery on the market was not as dur-
able as would be any machinery manu-
factured by the State. The sofidity of
Government made machinery had been re-
cognised by certain private manufacturers
who, having taken contracts for loco-
motives, had gone to the Government
waorkshops and had the leecomotives manu-
factured there, afterwards putting them
together in their own foundries. That was
a practical recoguition of the value of the
work done in the Government workshops.
Therefore, if the State wounld produee
machinery cheaper and more durable than
that now on the market it would confer
an undoubted advantage on the agricul-
turist, to say nothing of the further ad-
vantage of having it mannfactured within
the State. The hon. member had said that
the object was to decentralise the manu-
factures, But the hon, member must re-
alise that to seriously make any such at-
tempt would he to place himself in the
position of Mrs. Partington with her
broom. As a matter of faet the risk was
that the centralisation would be effected
in a country ontside of Australia alto-
gether. As far as those who manufactured
for Australian requiremenis were con-
cerned lhey liad no power nor had they
any market which would enable tliem to
prevent that eentralisation.  The Inter-
national larvester Trnst to-day econ-
frolled two-thirds of the ontput of the
harvester machinery, and when a trust
such as this could oblain that hold on the
trade it was only a matter of convenience
and opportunity to reach out for the
other one-third. let that come to pass,
and this provision would be absolutely
useless, because it would mean that the
agriculturisi bere. as well as in other parts
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of Australia, wonld be entirely in the
grip of the International Harvester Trust
or any other trust that might swallow that
up. As a matier of fact 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 Cne was agreed
to it would mean that the purchaser wonld
have to put up 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 advocated 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
in the State, and also to go further and
to have a greater advantage that the pur-
chaser wounld know he had purchased an
artiele without 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-
ment wonld be to defeat the operation of
this advanee by the bank, hecanse there
would be no Goveroment machinery
available, Even if there were, it did not
follow it would he cheaper or more effi-
eient than the machinery that eould now
be puarchnsed. 1t had yet to be demon-
strated that machinery manufactured by
the Government was cheaper than thak
manufactured under existing conditions.
The Minister for Lands thought the Gov-
ernment could supply phosphatic guano
rock at abont 30s. a ton. The price was
altimately fixed at. £2 10s. a ton, but
when it was landed at Fremantle it must
have actnally cost the Government £7 a
ton. That was an illustration of Skate en-
terprise,

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

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

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member is
wandering 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 manufacture 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 contipuous tendency to
manage by regulation after regulation,
and when a regulation was found to be
defective fresh regulations were issned.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was altogether wide of the amendment.
The amendment was not a proposition that
the State should do anything. It was a
proposition 10 give power to the Agrienl-
tural Bauk to lend money on certain eon.
ditions, and only that.

Mr. JACOBY: If power were given
uider the Bill to lend roney under these
conditions, they could only hecome effec-
tive with the State manufacture of ma-
chinery.

The CHAIRMAN : The Committee
could not consider any question of that
sort. That could be dealt with by a mo-
tion brought before the House in the or-
dinary fashion after notice. AL present
only the amendment could be discnssed.
If every principle involved in every clause
of a Bill were to be diseussed at length,
the work of the Committee could not he
done.

Mr, JACOBY: As that was the only
prineiple involved in the eclause, and as
we could not discuss if, it was b0 use
speaking on the matter at all.

Mr. 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 earried the Government would
have to make the machinery.

The CHATRMAN: There was nothing
of that sort embodied in the amendmeunt.
The amendment was that the Agricultoral
Bank should make advanees on machinery
on eertain conditions, and a disenssion on
the question of State manufacture versus
manufacture by private firms wae inad-
missible,

AMr. WALKER: The amendment made
it imposgible for the bank to lend money
on machinery other than State-manufac-
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tured machinery. Therefore it would
make it impossible for the hank to lend
money af all on machinery, because there
was no State manufactory in existence.
It was ruled the amendment wonld not
authorise the State to start the manufae-
ture, and the Bill would be nallified if
the amendment were carrvied. The clause
wight as well be struck out at once, be-
cause uohody would be able to gel money
from the bank for the purchase of ma-
chinery as it was not compulsory upon the
Government to siact the maunufacture. It
was practieally inserting a clanse which
said, “Yon eannot bwmrew money from
the bank.” He preferrved that the amend-
ment be withdrawn, and that in a specific
resolution of the House instructions
should be given to the Government to
commence the manufacture of agrienltural
wachinery: or if it could he done he would
prefer the use of the words “manufae-
turtd in the State by the Grovernment or
private firms.” That wounld permit the
bank to advance money on the machinery
now available until we had Government
manufacture. If the amendment were out
of order there was no alternative hut to
vote for the efficacy of the bank in its
present condition, and to vote ngainst
that which wonld restviet the operations
of the hank. .

Mr. HEITMANYX; The discussion had
gone in a different divection from that he
had antieipated. His idea was lo test
the feeling of the House as to the manu-
facture of machinery by the State. While
he helieved that was desirable, he did not
want to prevent the farmers, in the event
of the amendment being ecarried, having
the use of the money from the bank. If
the amendment were carried and the Go-
vernment failed to ereet State manufac-
tortes the farmers would not be permitted
to use the money from the bank for ihe
purpose of purchasing agricultural ma-
chinery. He intended to ask the permis-
sion of the Committee to withdraw the
amendment. The Governmeni were pre-
pared to vole money

The CHAIRMAN: The member was
going beyond the amendment.

Mr. HEITMANN asked permission fo
withdraw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
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Mr. SCADDAN: Would it be in order
to move to insert after the words “Wes-
tern Australia,” “provided, however, that
suclt  agricoltural wachinery shall be
manufactured by the State Government?”

The CHATRMAN: The member wonld
be perfectly in order, but a disenssion on
the guestion of the State manufacture of
machinery would vot be allowed.

Mr. JOHNSON proposed to ask the
Minister to accept an amendment, that
after the word “provided” the words “em-
ployees engzazed thereon are paid the pre-
seribed wages and” be added. The nbjeet
was to get & guarantee that the employees
engaged in the mannfacture of this ma-
chinery shonld be engaged at wages re-
cognised as sufficient,

Mr, SCADDAN: In conuneetion with
the malter he had hronght forward would
he be in order in moving that the follow-
ing words be added:—“and sweh ma-
chinery shall be manufactured by the Go-
vernment. of Western JMusiralia ¥’

The CHATRMAN: That amendment
conld not be accepied, 1t would be in
order to move such a thing in a general
motivn hefore the House,

My, SCADDAN: Oun what ground could
the amendment not be accepted?

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
was foreign to the purpuses of the Hill,
If the member wanted an additional rea-
son, it was that the amendment would re-
quire o be accompanied by a Message,

which, he understood, the hon. member (id

not possess.

My, SCADDAN: Did the Chairman
rule that the amendment was out of order
bhecause it was not accompanied by a
Message?

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
was foreign tu the subject matter of the
Bill, and in addition it wanld reqnire 2
Message.

My, SCADDAN: In these cireumstances
he would have to move {n dissent from
the Chairman’s ruling.

The CHAIRMAN: The member ecould
put his dissent in writing, but he conld
not make a speech on it

Mr. Seaddan snbmifted his dissent in
writing.
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Digsent from Chairman’s Ruling.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
for Ivanhoe proposed fo insert a pro-
vision (o the effect that the State should
manufaciure machinery, with a view, as
he understood it, of instrueiing the Gov-
ernment that a State manufactory should
be established. He had ruled that ont
of vrder as it would be an appropriation
of public money and could not bhe aceep-
fed unless accompanied by a Message.
He had also ruled that the amendment
was foreign to the purposes of the Bill,
and for that reason he eonld not aecept
it. The hon. member had now handed in
his dissent from that ruling, which would,
therefore, be submitted to s Honour the
Speaker,

The SPEAKER resumed the Chair, and
the Chairman reported that the member
for Ivanhoe had dissented from his
ruling. The member liad desived to move
an amendment fo insert in the Bill a pro-
visn that the Government should establish
a State mannfaetory for agrienltural im-
plements, but he had ruled thal suel a
proviso could not be inserted as the mem-
ber had no Message, and lhecausce the
amendment was foreign to the punrposes
of the Bill

Mr. SPEAKER: T have no alternative
bui. to confirme the r1ulin gof the Chair-
man of Committees. That roling 15 cor-
veet, and there s plenty of authority te
snpport ik

Mr. SCADDAN: Do you rule that the
Chairman’s ruling is correct?

Mr. SPEAKER: T conflrm the Chair-
man’s ruling.

Mr, SCADVUAN: The whole of his
ruling?
Mr. SPEAKER: Yes,

Disgent from Speaker’s ruling.

My, SCADDAN: Then I desire to dis-
gent from vour ruling on the ground
that already this session you have ruled
that a Bill that does not make an actual
appropriation of money from the revenue
does not reguire a Message. I rvefer you
to the Health Bill, wherein you stated
that although there was provision for eer-
tain expenditure from Consolidated Re-
venue Fund the money would not be ex-
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pended under the Bill until such time as
the amount was 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 oceasion as it is absolutely
eontrary to your previous ruling this ses-
gion, This amendment would not mean
an actual appropriation from the Treas-
ury, according to your previous ruling;
but would onlv permit the Siate to do
something that would require an appro-
priation at a later stage: thus your mling
on the present oceasion is eontrary to the
one given by you on the 12th October,
wherein you said—

“T am quite prepared to give a ruling
en this point. I do not know whether
it is desirable to discuss the question
any further. Al the arguments come
down to the one point, that is, whether
this Bill gives the power to appropriate.
I have no hesitation in saying that it
does not, I think the case was apily
pat by the member for West Perth.”

The amendment, if inserted, will not make
an appropriation; if it does, and requires
a8 Message. the Health Bill did also.

T move—

That your ruling be dissenled from.
Mr. DAGLISH: On a point of order,

I would like to ask whether there is any-
thing before the Hounse?

Mr. SPEAKER: The guestiou iz that
my ruling be disagreed with.

Mr. DAGLISH: The motion has not
been seconded. If it is not seconded fbe
House is still in Committee.

Mpe. Taylor: I second the motiow.

Mr. WALKER: I am compelled to say
that the ruling of the Chairman, and Mr.
Speaker’s ruling in confirmation, ave per-
feetly corrvect. The nere aet of appro-
priation by passing a vote on the Esti-
mates does not constitute the whole fea-
tures of appropriation. When a com-
mand is made from the Assembly which
will necessitate appropriation it is virta-
ally the first step of an appropriation,
and. therefore. involves the expenditure
of money, and in snech eirecumstances
would require introduetion by Message
from the Governor. T fhink that point
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should be emphasised. We should never
depart from it again so lobg 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, way be defended by some;
eertainly I cannot defend it to-night.
When this is put to the vote T shall vote
{o confirm, as far as the vote ean do it,
the opinion expressed by the Clairman
of Committees and yourself in confirma-
tion,

Mr. SCADDAN: It was a remark
made by the Chairman of Committees
that caused me to dissent; not that T
disagreed altogether with it, hut I did
50 in order to pui this House right in
connection with the matter. I had in
my mind the ruling Mr. Speaker had
previously given, and I found on looking
up the question, that it was on all-fours
with this, and T then purposely asked the
Chairman of Committees to give a ruling
on the amendment 1 framed in order to
commit the Government to the manufac-
tnre of machinery so that the matter
wight be submitted to yon. You have
given your ruling that it does require a
Message, and I ask leave now to with-
draw oy motion.

Motion (dissent) by leave withdrawn.

Commitiee Resumed.

Mr. JOHNSON
ment—

That «after the word “that,” in the
first line of the proviso to Subsection [
of the propesed new section, the words
“employees engaged thereon are paid

the preseribed wuges and” be inserled.

moved an amend-

The object of inserting the provision was
to give the Government an opporfuniy
of assuring farmers that the machipnery
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
met a fair wage. and especially those
working for the State. That being so,
it was only desired to insert these words
to give power to the Minister to pre-
scribe conditions under which machinery
should be manufactured.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
was no objection to the amendment if
the prescribed wages were to be the wages
preseribed by the Arxbitration Court.
The Government were just as anxious as
members opposite to see that fair wages
were paid to those employed in our in-
dusiries,

Mr., JOHNSON: Ii was understood
thar the Arhitration Conrt raled the rate
of wages in this Stafe.

Mr. BATH: Whatever might he said
with regard to the Arbitration Court
presceribing the rates of wages, it was not
advisable in n ease such as this to make
it necessary to go to lhe Avbitration
Court in order to ascerfain the wages.
That couvse ought fo be unnecessary.
Where it was possible to fix up a matter
without having to resort to the Arbitra-
fion Court, it should be done. The matter
would he a very simple one, and why
should these people he compelled to go to
the Arbitration Court.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr, UNDERWOOD moved an amend-
ment —

That in line &
the proposed wneir
“four” Dbe struck
<erfed in lieu.

of Subsection 3 of
section  the word
out and “fice” in-

His objeet was to inersase the amount of
money thal should be lent by the Bank
to seftlers in the Siate for improvements
and otherwise. PFrom bhis experience
among farmers in the State he was con-
vineed that £500 would not be too large
an amount for improving land in the
State. The Minisler had said it required
1,010 acres for a man with a family to
live on in the wheat eountry. To clear
that land af £1 on acre or 23s., it would
be seen that even an amount of £500
would not go very far. The Minister's
own words were that if a man took up
1.000 zeres of land he required to have it
cleared, nnd the improvements reeognised
by the bunk were ehiefly clearing. The
land also had to be fenced, and there was
a good deal of expenditure necessary in
conneetion with the conservation of water.
Improvemenis also had to be made on
the tand in lhe way of eradicating poison.
All this was with regard to wheat land.
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On the other hand, if a man went into
the jarcah coontry where it wounld cost
anything up to £20 an aere o clear, most
members wounld recognise that £500 was
little enough for that work. It was cer-
tain there would be an increase of land
values in this State in the not distant
future, and any land cleared and brought
under eultivation would he worih 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 mamagement and
left a slight margin of profit. It was
advisable not only in the interests of
those who were endeavouring to open up
the lands of the State, but it was advis-
able in the interests of the community
that we should extend the borrowing
powers as far as the amendment sug-
gested. Tt had worked well in New Zea-
land. where tley lent up to £3,000. Of
course, o man who could do without bor-
rowing was better off. At the same time,
it was a diffienlt position for a man start-
ing with a small capital to make a suceess
of agriculture in bhis State. The object
of the bank was to assist to bring our
lands under euliivation, and to do thet it
was necessary to inerease 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 ik, and
the general opinion was that the amount
proposed was not too mueh, while it
would confer a very great benefit upon
thase settled on the land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Un-
fortunately it was necessary to disagree
with the hon. member. The amendment
could not be nceepted. No one would he
more willing than himself to grant far-
ther accommadation to the people on the
land if it were possible to do so. To some
extent he arreed with the remarks made
by the Leader of the Opposition on the
second reading.,  On that nceasion Mr.
Bath had expressed the fear that with a
large number of people settling on the
land any liberalisation of the amount to
be advanced would place the State in
some diffieully in respect to finding the
necessary funds. The Government desired
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that the money distributed by the bank
should reach as many as possible. The
£400 would give a man a fair start, in ad-
dition to which a furiher advanee of £250
was provided on a 30 per cent, valuation,
He conld not aceept the amendment, for
the reason that having gone thoroughly
into the matter he believed that the hest
possible was now being done for ihe
people on the land.

Mr. BATH: The amendment put him
in a diffieulty inasmuch as while he was
in sympathy with the object of the amend-
ment, his view of the question was thati
the amount which eould be granted to
farmers was entirely dependent upon the
resourees at the disposal of the Minister
in eharge of the hank. Tf {here were sufli-
ctent money to give every man a reason-
able chance of securing a loan he (Mr.
Bath) would net mind if tlle maximum
were set at £1,000 or even £2,000, He
would lend the money right up to the re-
sourees of the bank, at the same time in-
timating that every man who pul in a
claim for a loan was Lo have a reasonable
chanee of securing it. He was satistied
that if the yuestion were approached with
the intention of making the Agrieultoral
Bank as useful as possible we would ex-
tend the funelions of the Savings Bank,
and so double or treble the amount now
available for the use of the Agvienltural
Bank. However, at the presenl time the
reserves of the Savings Bank were only
something like l¢. 6d. in the pound on
Habilities, whiel, of course. was aito-
gether too low to maintain the evedit to
the State in an emergeney. So unless we
eonld be assured that the resouwrees avail-
able would be incrensed we would be
making a mistake in  ineressing the
amount of the advance.

Mr. JOHNSON: For the reason that
he believed we could safely lend up to
the amount speeified in the amendment
be would support the amendment.  The
Minister for Lands and the Leader of the
Opposition had virtually agreed to the
amendment. althongh the latéer witheld
his support on the grounds that there was
some doubt as to the saffictency of the
funds at the disposal of the bank. Under
the Bill an inerease of eapital was being
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provided, and while (he development of
the Stale justified it we could go on in-
areasing Lhe capital. Again, the Agricul-
tural Bank was not limited to borvowiny
Erom the Savings Bank and, consequently.
was nol dependent on the funds of the
Savings Bank althougl, of course, it was
desirable (bat the Agrienltural Bank
should rely as much as possible upon the
Savings Bank.

Mr. Bath: They would have to pay
higher inlerest if they borrowed from out-
side sourvees,

Mr, JOHNSON: The administrative
expenses of the Agricultural Bank were
very low indeed, and to-day they werve
charging 3 per eenl. The trustees could
horrow uwmey at a «liehtly higher rate.
and still have sullicient to administer the
hank without inereasing the 5 per ecent.
already chavged 1o seftlers. There would
be no danger at ali in the amendment,
providing the resources of Western Auns-
tralia juslified the expenditure of the
monev; and of this there could bhe no
donbt whatever. The Minister himself had
o doubt of the soundness of the pro-
position, but was opposing it for the same
financial reasons as had actuated the
Leader of the Opposition. These ohjec-
tions, however, eould very easily be over-
come. The Rill eonstituted the most liheral
amendment to the bank Aet we had yet
had. for we were now proposing to assist
the man on the land to make his land pro-
duce. Under the old methods we had as-
sisted him fo prepare the land for pro-
dueing. and immeliately he had reached
that stage we had handed him over o
private enterprise.  This had now been
overconie, and the Bill proposed io assist
tlie settler in actually producing from his
land. Having thus widened the scope of
the bank, we would he fully justified in
enlarging the amount of the advances,

Mr. JACQOBY: In supparting the
amendment he would remind hon. mem-
hers that a select committee appointed
three or tfour Parltaments ago to inquire
into the question had reported in favour
of the amount of ndvanees heing increased
to £1,000. Suobseruent legislation had
contemplated going as hizh as £800 and
it had been mainly owing to the timidity
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of the then representatives ot labour that
the amount had not been so increased. He
wias parfientarly plensed to  think that
those wemabers, having now seen what the
Agrienltural Bank could do. were pre-
paved to increase its opportunities for
henefieent work., So small was the amount
at the present time that it only earried a
tarmer to that stage when he could no
longer afford to do business with the Agri-
cultural Bank. It ereated a big security
npon which the farmer was not able to
realise to the full in order to still further
extend his holding. Tn some instances that
security wounld suffice to raise £1,200 at
a private hank, an amount which was, of
eunrse, heyond the scope of the Agrienl-
tural Bank. It was a pity that the Agvi-
cultural Bank conld not take the farmer
further along the voad to comfortable eir-
cumstances than it was doing to-day. The
features of the bank which were so ad-
vantageous to the farmer were, first of all
the system of extended payments and, in
the second place, the eomparatively low
rate of interest. But when the bank had
carried a tarmer over n certain distance
the farmer found that he wanted greater
horeowing powers than vould be exereised
at the Agrienltural Bank, and as he could
nof ntilise his zecurities—which were, of
comrse, mortgaged to the Agrieultural
Bank—he had to zo to an ordinarvy bank,
and by paying 1% pee cent. or 2 per
cent. higher interest, seeure the noney
to repay the Agricultural Bank in
order thal be might do further bus-
‘iness with the private institution.
A large number of farmers had heen re-
paying advances from the bank. Tf the
hank could extend its operations to help
them still further, it would empower the
farmer to do far more, that was if they
could get erual advantages from the money
from the Agvicultural Bank to those they
zot from the money from the ordinavy
hanks. These ordinary banks dealt liber-
ally with the farmers. The conditions
were muech better to-day in regard to
farming seeurities thau they were some
vears ago. The banks welcomed the es-
inblishment and the extension of the Agn-
enltural Rank because the Agricultural
3ank had expert knowledge as to agri-
cultural secarifies, and they recognised
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that the more powerful and prosperous
farmers heeawe the better they would be
able to extend their businesses. No risk
would be taken in extending the opera-
tions of the Agrienttural Bank because of
the safeguards adopted by the trustees.
The point raised by the Leader of the
Opposition as to the amount of money
likely to be available for the bank, were
its operations extended, was worthy of
consideration; but the Agricultural Bank
was not necessarily rvestricted to the Sav-
ings Bank for its money; and certainly
the deposits in the Savings Bank would
naturally increase with the extension of
settlement, thongh perhaps not as speedily
as would be sufficient to meet with the re-
quirements of the bank, 1n addition to
the ovdinary dirvections in which money
could be made available by the issue of
mortgage honds and other similar deviees,
if the Qovernment, grappled seriounsly
with one matter they ¢ould place the State
in possession of wore than ample funds
for financing the bank. We had two and
a quarter millions in our sinking fund
aeccunt in London where it operated to
make money cheaper for the English bor-
rower. It was a pity it did not operate
to the same exient in Western Australia.
Ti was doubiful whetlier a motion appear-
ing on the Notiee Paper in reference to
this subject would be disenssed this ses-
sion, bui if it eame on it eould be shown
what great advanlage it wonld be fo the
State to remove Lhe sinking fund to Wes-
tern Australia. Ope means by which it
could be invested would be the Agrieul-
tural Bank. Ile supported any amend-
ment that would extend the money the
hank was empowered to advance to far-
mers within reasonable limits. In going
to €1,000 we would nat be going beyond
a reasonable amounl, and we would be
able to give more faeilities to the ecns-
tomers of the bank.

Mr. ORBORN: An advance to £750
was a reasonable concession to any per-
son about to settle on the land. The pur-
pose for whieh the bank was established
was to assist the pour man. Tf we bor-
rowed money from any other source than
the Savings Bank for the needs of the
Agrvieultnral Bank, it would necessarily
follow we must increase the interest
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charged on the advances by tbe Agricul-
tural Bank. No good object would he
gnined by increasing the amount that
could be advanced. Certainly the smaller
the amount advatced the greater would
he the munber of advances that counld be
made. It was more for the sake of the
man who was residing tn the town who was
anxious to develop comntry propervty that
£1,000 would be necessary. The sum of
£750 was all the man intending to setile
on the land was likely 1o ask for. The
man who would ask for £1,000 would be
more a speculator in landed jsoperty,
one who borrowed from the ban< in order
{n hecome a speenlaior,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
present the advance on full value was
£600, consisting of £400 fo prepare the
land, £100 for stock, and, as was pro-
posed in the Bill, £100 for machinery;
and this with the additional advance of
£150 against balf value of 300 acres,
would enable the settler to clear 530 acres
of land, making the total advance £750,
which, thongh not a large sum, was a
liberal sum. The trustees after 14 years
of experience of the operations of the
hank had eome to the conelusion that this
was sufficient to enable the farmer Lo
farm successfully and in a fairly large
way. Tle chances were that by the time
a man finished clearing 530 aeres Le would
not be out of pocket. Any man taking
& contvact should make something out of
it.  If the man did the work himself
he should have the expenditure of
£550 on the land and be £550 to the good.
Notwithstanding anything said io regard
to the work done in New Zealand, there
was no measare in operation in the world
that was anything approaching the liber-
ality of this measure.

Mr, TAYLOR: If the eapital at the
disposal of the Minister were limited
and the amount able to be borrowed were
inereased it would mean naturally that the
number of these given help would be re-
duced. That must be the effect if the capi-
tal were limited. The argnment of the
wember for Roebourne was that a person
eould borrow £750 from the bank for the
purpose of making a home and would be
a genuine and hona fide settler, whereas
a man who wanted lo horrow £250 more
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than that sum would be a speculator or 2
bloated capitalist. Swrely it could not
be contended that the 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
thonght £750 was a fair and legitimate
amount for a bowsa fide settler; but that
£1,000 would make a man a speculator?
There were n great many faectors whieh
would make it legitimate for a man to
borrow £1,000 as against anolher wanting
only £750. For instance, a man with a
large family of grown-up sons would
want a larger area of land than the man
witli a small family who lad no one te
assist him, and econsequenily le would
gain vo greater benefit from borrowing
£1,000 than the latier would from bor-
rowing £600. However, the chief argu-
ment against the propesed amendmnent
was that if there were not sufficient capital
the result wantld he to vrednee the number
of those who could get assislance,

Mr. Johuson: The Minister has plenty
of capital to work on,

Mr. TAYLOR : Tt was doubtful whether
it was eorrect.

Ay, Butcher : Why not establish a State
hank al onee.

A, TAYLOR : Nothing would be morve
pleasing to him than to be speaking that
night in favour of the establishment of
sueh an institution.  The manner in
whieh Governments had eome to the as-
sistance of private banks which had failed
at various times in Australia, Canada, and
elsewhere clearly showed that if the Gov-
ernment established a bank of their own
they would be ahle to work it satisfac-
tovily. The chief argument used to se-
care the passage of the parent measure
was that it would help the small farmer,
the working wan, who wanted to make &
lioine for himself and his family, and he-
eome a permanent settler. We now had
gone heyond that stage, for we had ar-
rived at the position that there was a de-
gire 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 up
to £1,000 should be granted. If the Min-
ister were satisfied that he had sufficient
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money to warrant the inecrease of the
amount, then the amendment was worthy
of al} support.

My, Underwood: If he has not the
noney let him get it.

Mr. TAYLOR: On the other hand, if
the Mipister 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 be operative. He would have liked
to assist the member for Pilbara in pas-
sing his amendment, but he was of opin-
ion that the result would be to restrict the
operations of the bank, therefore, it
would be unwise to pass it.

Mr. WALKER: The best course to
adopt wonld be to allow the clause to pass
as it stood, and at another stage the op-
portunity could be taken of making ample
provigion for a matter of this sort by
means of the establishment of a Siate
bank. At present the measnre only dealt
with certain funds of the Savings Bank.

Mr. Underwood: The hon. member is
wrong there for fhere is nothing about
the Savings Bank in the parent Aet.

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 inereasing the sum to £1,000 if the
eapital enly allowed £500 to be lent. The
result of passing the amendment might
‘we]l be that some persons would have to
z0 without any assistance. The question of
the foundation of a State bank eould not
be considered at this stage. and the pre-
sent Bill merely provided the first step to-
wards the establishment of higher things.
The member shonld withdraw the amend-
ment.

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

Mr. WALKER: Then the member for
Pilbara wonld make the Bill ridienlons
if he carried the amendment. The state-
ment as to the amount a man counld bor-
row was already fixed in the preceding
clauses of the Bill. and those amounts
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could not be altered unless the present
amendment were withdrawn. Suab-clanse
3 provided “Advances for the purposes
specified in paragraph (a} of Subsection
1 may be made on an amount not exceed-
ing £400 to the full value of the improve-
ments proposed to be made.”

Mr. Underwood : That was not what the
Committee were dealing with,

Mr. WALKER was under the impres-
sion that it was. He begged the hon,
member’s pardon.

Mr, PIESSE: The introduction of the
amending Bill was welcomed. From ex-
perience he had gained in his own particu-
lar part of the distriet he knew that the
maximum amount that had been previously
lent by the bank was altogether insunffici-
ent. The amendment in the Bill to pro-
vide that the maximum shounld be in-
creased from £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 Pilbara,
but with the Minister and the Leader of
the Opposition, and other members who
bhad expressed their views, he was afraid
with the great increase taking place in
agrieulture, that the eapital availahle
would be insufficient for requirements.
Hon. members in discussing this matter
had lost sight of the faet that we had
at the present time some 5,000 aceounts
operating with the Agrienltural Bank, and
it was simply a maiter of multiplying
those 5,000 accounts by £250, 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
wonld not say that every customer would
avail himself of the full amount; at the
same time one must look at the matter
from a business point of view and he pre-
pared to make provision for the money
being required. He was satisfied that
with the introdnction of the measnre
great benefit and assistance wonld 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 sowme of our settlers from receiving
the assistance that it was necessary they
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should receive. The member for Swan
had " pointed out that in many cases
the advances had not been sufficient
to help the settlers after they Lbad
got over the initial difficulties. From ex-
pericnee, liowever, he (Mr. Piesse) knew
that in many cases there had been hard-
ships in that direetion. There were many
instances in whicl some of the farmers
were foreed to place their farms upon
the market for the reason that the amount
available would not be sufficient Lo meet
pressing requirements. It might be pos-
sible to provide an extra £230 in spesial
eases; that was, where a customer had
already received the maximum amount of
£750, and provided that the security was
suffictent to warrant that advance being
made. He did nol want it to be under-
stood that he was in any way sugwesting
that te amount should be loaned as pre-
serthed by the present amending Bil}, but
special provizion might be made to allow
the trustees in exceptional eases to ag-
vanee this further £250 to enable a far-
mer to pay off an existing liability. In
many eases it was koown that the Agri-
cullural Bank had advanced an inereased
amount on additional security, and, there-
fore, it would he a fair proposition to
give the trustees power to make the addi-
tional advance wunder special eirenm-
stances. That would be the means of
preventing many of the farmers having
to place their small farms vpon the mar-
ket. 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
Pilbara, we would bhe increasing our re-
sponsibility. as far as advanees were
concerned, to the fnll amount of the im-
provements. The present amouni pro-
viding for £400 was reasonable, and when
it was considered that a further advance
of £200 conld be obtained, £100 for ma-
chinery and ancther £100 for stock, it
was quite as wuch as the State conld
afford without further seeurity. If funds
were available he would be only too
pleased to support the increase to £1,000,
but if the Commitiee agreed to the in-
crease the bank would not have sufficient
eapital, and if the maximum amount were
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availed of there would be altogebher in-
sufficient funds {0 meet the advances. He
therefore felt that while Le was in sym-
pathy, to a cemain extent, with the
amendment, he regretted that at that
juneture he could not see his way to
suppont it.

[Mr. Tayior took the Chair.]

Mr. OSBORX: The Bill made it clear
ihat where two or more owners were
united tbey conld borrow separately. TIf
a man aud his wife had separate areas
hoth could borrow to the extent of £750
ench, and thus they would have £1,500
with which to effect the improvements
they might desire to make.

Mr. BATH: In apy event, as a pre-
liminary to woving the amendment which
had been submified by the member for
Pilhara there shonld have been an amend-
ment made te Clause 3, whieh provided
for an inerease of ithe eapital from =n
million and a half to two millions. Last
vear the amount leaned was £352,000 on
2,668 applications. and in view of the
settlement that was going on, this year
it was likely to he £500,000. The
inerease in the Savings Bank funds was
less than £200,000. Tt was realised that
uitder the original Agrieultural Bank Act
the Minister had power to issue mortgage
bonds for the prmipose of vaising eapital
for the bank; but actnal experience had
shown that side by side with the poliey
of borrowing money for developmental

-purposes, it was impossible to use this

power for raising the funds of the Agri-
eultural Bank. The same tbing applied
to the goldfields water supply and the
metropolitan wabter supply. They had
power to raise money from other sources.
but they had not been able to avail them-
selves of that power. As a matter of
necessity they had to rely on the amount
which was available from the reserves
jn the Savings Bank.

Mr. Jacoby: The Bavings Bank is
looking for mvestments.

Mr. BATH: The hon. member had only
fo turn up the records to find out the
smonnt which had been loaned by the Ag-
rienltural Bank was £1,365,000. The only
available amount which the Savings Bank
bad was about £330,000. That, of course.
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had to be kept in reserve for ordinary
requirements, and that was the amount
whieh they had available for the invest-
ments the member for Swan talked about.
The time might garrive when with the
pressure of work in other directions light-
ened, this power to raise money on mort-
zage honds might be utilised, and if we
deliberately set omurselves to the task of
extending the operations of the bank
there would be 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 eapital would have to be accepted
as it was embodied in the Bill and, taking
into consideration the amonnt borrowed
Yast year and ‘the certainty of a progres-
sive inerease for the ensuing year, it was
an entirely insufficient capital to provide
for the inerease named. As a preliminary
to inereasing fthe amount must ecome the
cousideration of ways and means of pro-
viding the capital. If this were done, the
menmber for Pilbara could count upon him
(Mr. Bath) =and others as ardent sup-
porters of the proposal to inerease the
useful! functions of the Agrienttural Bank.
There was Jusi one view which he (M
Bath) wished to diselaim in regard to the
bank. As one who believed in institutions
of ihe kind he would net like to convey
the impression that he helieved in them
for one section of the eommunity only.
He believed thai every man in the eom-
munity was a ecitizen, and he would be
sorry to convey the impression that in his
view State institutions should be regarded
as a form of benevolenee.

My, JOHNSON: It was difficult to fol-
low the arguments of the Leader of the
Opposition i connection with the eapital
of these instituiions. Mr. Bath seemed fo
run away with the idea that because we
had enly provided a £500,000 increase of
eapifal the whole of it wonld be required
to meel the demands upon the Agrienl-
tural Bank, and that sheuld the bank be
empowered 1o loan up to £750, and pos-
sibly up to £1.000, there would not be
sufficient eapital to meet the requirements.
But in 1907 the eapital bad been inereased
by £500,000, and that increase had gone
after two years. This time it was proposed
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to increase the capital again by £500,000,
and next year it conld be still further in-
ereased.

Mr. Bath: Last year we loaned nearly
one-balf of the total amount loaned in all
the time the bank has heen in existenee.

Mr., JOHNSON: On looking up the
Savings Bank rveturns 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
Agricaltural Bank had only raised
£840,000 from the Savings Bank.

The Minister for Lands: There are re-
payments.

My, JOHNSON: That was the point.
The Agrienltural Bank had not used any-
thing like the authorised eapital.

The Minister for Works: They
pledged far beyond that.

Mr. JOHNSON: Still they bad not
used the capital. The vequirements of the
bhank did not demand that the eapital
shonld he inereased by £500,000 under the
Bill. He was not opposed to the increase
but he wished to point out that it was
not a pressing need.

The Minister for Works: Your eapifal
must eover your pledges.

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes; but the bank
had a fair margin to work upon siill, and
there was any amount of money in the
Savings Bank io meet the reguirements
up to the £2,000,000 authorised.

My, Bath: Tt ineveased by £170,000
last year.

Mr. JOHNSON : Still the Agricultural
Bank had ouly drawn on the Savings
Bank to the exfent of £840,000. At the
same fime it was noficed that the Govern-
ment had drawn local inseribed stock to
the extent of £748,000. There was no ne-
cessity for the Government to draw on
the Savings Bauk for that purpose. Again
there were Treasury Bills fo the amount
of £17,000. If we were going to confine
the borrowing of the Agriculinral Bank
to the Savings Bank the Government need
not draw these other amounts from the
Bavings Bank funds. The extra capital
could easily be financed from the Savings
Bank funds if il were necessary. But
it was not-necessary because it could be
raised from other sources.

are
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Mr, Bath: It is all borrowing.

Mr. JOHNSON: Bnt we were not
linited to borrowing from the Savings
Bank, and if we were, there was snfficient
n that bank 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 agrieultural industry he
had no alternative to supporting the
amendment.

Mr. Bath: Yon would bave to eut out
your other horrowings.

Mr. JOHNSON: There was no possible
objection to borrowing for works of this
description, It had heen admitted by
members on both sides of the House that
ithe amendment was in the best interests
of the agrienltural 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 be accepted.

The MINISTER FOR LLANDS: The
authorisations of the bank up to the 30th
June amounted to £1,365000. The an-
thorisations of lastyear had been £351,000.
The hon. member wounld see from this that
the bank had advanced pretty well to the
extent of its present capital of £1,500,00¢
while it should be understood that the
bank might be ealled npon at any mo-
ment te pay up the balance. On the 30th
June the bank had had over £300,000
from the Savings Bank; but hon. mem-
hers would realise that the money eounld
not be used more than once, and that, the
authorisation being exhausted, the money
had to be refurned. The Agricultural
Bank had heen repaid £169,000, so the
amount aetnally advanced on the 30th of
June was a little over one million and a
half. Consequently, it would be seen that
the authorisation of one and a half mil-
lton pounds was exhausted. This increase
of £500,000, making a eapital of £2,000,-
000 wounld only be sufficient to earry the
bank over the year with the inereased
advance at £750.
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Mr. ONDERWOOD: There was no
donbt that we could get the money if we
required it.

The Premier: At a price,

Mr. GNDERWOOD: At about 334 per
cent.

The Premier: Not at the present time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If we had a
fairly good Treasurer it wounld be a com-
paratively easy maiter, We could always
borrow it at 4 per cent. or under, and one
per cent. would pay for the cost of man-
agement of the bank. The Minister had
shown that last year the authorisation had
amounted to £350,000, and allowing that
there was going to be an increase this
year, we had £500,000 with which to meet
it, There was a big difference between
authorisation and advance; many people
made applieations 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 ample margin to
work upon. The member for Katanning
had said that it would be advisable under
special cireumstances to give power to
increase the amount advaneed. That was
the very proposal of the amendment. The
amendment did not eompel the bank man-
ager to lend the amount of money. Tt
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
under snch eirenrnstances the amendment
must be acceptable. If in making his
ealecnlations the manager concluded that
he conld not lend £1,000 to all, he could
cut it down to £750. As for the staie-
ment made hy the Minister, the proposal
was that the word “four” be struck out.
and “five” inserted in Suobsection 3.
That was to say, that £500 wounld he
loaned for the purpose of making im-
provements. The Minister spoke as if
this money were lnaned on the faet that
the farmer was going to make improve-
ments. Tt was altogether different. The
money was not lent until the improve-
ments were made, though the farmer wa=
vequired to have the appleation in he-
fore starting to make the improvements.
and the bank took as =eenrity the whole
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of the jand, The Mipister could not re-
gard the farmers as mere machines, and
eonld not mathematically consider they
<could do so much on so much. Sickness,
loss of stock and hundreds of happenings
threw the farmers back. If was time
members dropped the line of argument
that it was not the intention of the orig-
inal Aet. We had to deal with the pres-
ent and future, and not with the intention
of past Parliamenis. An altogether
wrong impression was given as to the
funds available. If it was the desire to
increase the advanees, it would be the duty
of the Minister to find the funds. If the
Minister eould find the money he could
lend up to £1,000, and if he eounld not
find it he need not lend over £750.

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

The Premier: With a eapital of two
millions, If you want it you mnst in-
crease the eapital.

Mr. ANGWIN : That could bhe
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 fo the Agrienltural Bank
with safety. The seenrity was quite
good enocugh so long as the money was re-
paid. There would have been much more
land under cnltivation if the farmers had
not suffered from want of funds, Pri-
vate banks had been offering to take up
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 eountry, he sup-
ported the amendment because the trustees
of the bank would not over-value the work
carried out in connection with leans ad-
vanced by the hank.

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

Ayes .. 19
Noes 20
Majorily against .. 1
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' AYES,
Mr. Avgwln Mr. McDewell
Mr. Bolton Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Colller Mr. W, Price
Mr. Cowcher Mr, Secaddan
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Swan
Me. Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Holman Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudson Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Heitmann
Mr. Jolhinson (Tetler).
NaES,
Mr. Bath Mr. N, J. Moore
Mr. Browp Mr. 5 F. Moore
Mr. Butcher Mr., Nanson
Mr. Davles Wr. Osborn
Mr. Draper Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gregory Mr. J. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Wrlker
Mr. Hayward Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Layman Mr. Gordon
Mr. Male i (Teller).
Mr. Mltchell {

Amendment thus negatived. ,

Clause, as previously amended, put and
passed.

Clause 5—The Deputy Managing Trus-
tee:

Mr. ANGWIN: Would a deputy mana-
ger be appointed while the manager was
in the State, or ill and unable to attend
to his duliesy

The MINISTER 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
mahager was away. The deputy manager
would act as managing Erustee during the
absence of the manager.

Clause passed.

Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned at 10.48 p.m.



