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legislation we can help (o establish it more
firmly.

This proposed legislation will tend to
stop cut-throat trading and exploitation by
unserupulons middlemen, as well as offer
further protection to the consumer by en-
suring ai clean and wholesome supply of
fresh milk. It is hoped that it will pro-
vide the necessary machinery for a system
of legislative control,
industry ean be organised to the best pos-
sible advantage and so give satisfaction
alike to producer, distributor and consumer.
I move—

That the Bilt be now read a second timo.

On motion by Tlon, J. M. Maefarlane, de-
hate adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.5 p.mn.

Legisiative Hasembly,
Fridey 16th December, 1932,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 1.30
p-m., and read prayers.

i

QUESTIOR—DARTMOOR SETTLERS,
TRANSFORT TACILITIES.

Hon. J. (. WILLCOCK asked the
Premier: 1. Following his recent publie
statement~ in the Gernldton distriet re-pect-
ing road trains, will he, in view of Mr,
Taylor’s return {romn the United Kingdom,
he in a position to make a statement on the
matter hefore Parliament adjourns? 2, Tf
information available is unfavourabhle to the

under which the whole:
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projeet, will he introduce a Bill to authorise
the construetion of the Yuna-Dartmoor rail-
way recommended by the Advisory Board?

The PREMIER replied: 1, I am await-
ing Me. Taylor’s written report, but I have
discussed the matter with him and I helieve
that the report will be favourable for the
use of road trains. 2, Answered by No. 1.

LEAVE OF ARSENCE,

On motion by Mr. Wilson, leave of ab-
sence Tur two weeks granted fo Mr. Lamond
(Pilbara} on the ground of wrgent publie
business, and to Ar. Raphael (Victoria
Park) on the ground of ill-health,

BILL—METROPOLITAN WHOLE MILK.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT,
Second Reading.

Debate vesumed from the 14th December.

HON. W, D. JOHNSON ((Guildford-
Midland) [4.38]: T regret exccedingly that
the Government scem determined to persist
with this measure. I thought the Minister
would have been satisfied at this [ate stage
of the session to make it rlear that the Gov-
ernment were prepared to extend ‘the term
of the pastoral leases as proposed in the
Bill, and then to have left the question for
the people to review at the fortheoming
elections. This measure, if passed, will tie
the hands of future Governments and will
usnrp the aunthority of the people. The
question has never been discussed with the
peaple in any shape or form. After the
experience of the previous extension, no one
expected that any Government would, with-
in 16 years of the termination of the leases,
tinker with the principle. Previous to the
extension of the leases from 1928 to 1948,
there was considerable public interest and
controversy. A lot of people thought that
the improvements would depreciate, that the
leases would be neglected and that the asset
would berome reduced in value unless the
Government declared their policy regarvding
the future of the leases within 10 vears of
their termination. Even when Parliament
dealt with the matter 10 years hefore fhe
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expiration of the term, there was a good
deal of public opposition. There was much
criticism in this House and in another place,
and ultimately a conference of managers
was appointed io arrive at an understand-
ing. As one who took a keen interest in the
matter at the time, I have no hesitation in
saving that Parliament on that oceasion was
tricked. We were led to helieve that the
Bill would be used to prevent a continuation
of the land monopoly that has proved to be
disastrous to the welfare of the State for
50 many years. I do npt say it has proved
to he of any detriment to the land helders,
but viewing it in a more statesmanlike wav
—from the viewpoint of the State—there is
no question that the land in the northern
part of the State is held on a distinetly un-
fair hasis. Originally the land was not sur-
veved before selection. Tt was selected with
an eye to the rivers and natural waters with
the idea of getting as much of the river
frontages as possible. Tnstead of the land
being marked out by the State to ensure the
zelection of a maximum area proportionate
to the natural waters available, the pastoral-
ists selected on the basis of getting a mon-
opoly of the water and enabling the least
possible utilisation of the land. They took
strips of land parallel to the water supplies,
leaving the bhack c¢ountry impossible of set-
tlement. T do not wish to convey that that
was rone throughout the North-West, but it
was the eustom at the time the leases were
originally selected io be influenced by the
water and the monopoly of the water.
I do nof blame the pioneers for so
doing. Tt was the established policy
of the State at the time. Let me in-
stance the valuable strip of land along
the Midland line, The Minister for
Agricnlture knows this better than I do.
I know sufficient to realise that that coun-
fry was originally monopolised hy securing
control of the natural waters. In those days
settlers seeured 40 acres of freehold land
surrounding the water supply, if it showed
any degree of permanency. By that means,
they secured control of the water and then
took over as much land as they conld utilise.

The Minister for Agriculture: That was
in the days hefore we started farming here.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: That was the
eustom in this State with regard to the selee-
tion of land in those days. People looked
for water, secured land surrounding it, and
then obtained a monopoly over the adjacent
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nrea by means of their control over the
water supply. The same conditions applied
in the North-West when the early pioncers
seleeted their holdingz. 1 do not suggest
that in the original seleetion, the pionoers
took all the land that is monopolised to-day.
Giradually but surely us the holdings beeame
improved, the pastoralists located addi-
tional water supplies, and extended their
holdings until to-day a million zeres repre-
sent quite a common holding for pastoral-
ists. It was from that standpoint thut Par-
liament beeame interested in this queslion
in 1928. From time to time we have mani-
ffasted concern regarding the =parse popula-
tion in the northern parts of Western Aus-
tralia. 1 have worked in the North-West,
and although I cannot elnim to be an auth-
ority, I took every opportunity while there
to visit the various stations along the Ash-
hurton River. The Minderoo Station is a
striking illustration of land monopoly by
virtue of water eonirol. I do not desire to
20 into details regarding the situation of
Tthe various stations. While I was Minister
for Lands, T lost no opportunity to studv
this question with a desire to make condi-
tions more attractive in the North so that
white men could be profitably emploved
there. I knew, from my experience there,
the valne of the eountry from the stand-
peint of production. If we were to remodel
the land conditions there, with the object of
securing a maximum amouni of emplovment
instead of a minimum of control, we should
do something for the benefit of the State
and the Empire generally, If we consider
world conditions at the moment, we have to
realise that it is more dangervus than ever
before, to monopolise the huge territory in
ilke North by the settlement of =0 few people
on the land. Surely members are interested
enough to know that the failure of the Dis-
armament Conference in Europe was due to
land monopeoly. The whole diffienlty be-
tween the nations has reference to the con-
trol of territory that one nation c¢laims is
not being used to the maximnm extent. Take
the difference that exists between France
and Italy. The other day I listened with
interest to a lecture regarding the position
of those two countries and the reason why
the nations are not making greater progress
regarding world disarmament. The lecturer
displaved & wonderful knowledge of the
subjeet, and of the Norih of Afries. Dur-



ing his remarks he disclosed the fact that
the whole trouhle had arisen from the dis-
tribution of the spoils of war—he did not
put it in that way; the phrase is mine—
in North Africa. The trouble was that
France secured control of country that was
formerly held by Germany and that had
been promised to Italy. As & result, Italy
is now chafing nnder the knowledge that
she has been denied eontrol of a large area
that is monopolizsed by France but not used
to any extent by that nation. The whole
problem to-day is to secure an adjustment of
the territory in Northern Africa that will
provide room for the expansion of the
Italian pecple. One of the leading states-
men of Italy quite recently declared that
that country had concentrated upon seience
and industry to such an extent that it was
now realised that everything possible had
already been done to maintain the Italian
population. The people of that eountry are
increasing in numbers to a greater extent
than those of any other nation, and natur-
ally they are looking for tervitory to pro-
vide for their patural expansion. They
view with deep concern, therefore, the ter-
ritory in the north of Africa from which
they have been exclnded. That is a phase
we shounld not lose sight of, and we shouid
appreciate the fact that the nations of

the world ‘are looking afield for the
better  utilisation of areas close o
heavily populated centres in Europe.
We will be confronted with trouble
in Australia unless we develop
the land we are wonopolising to-day,

to the exelusion of other nations. Just as
Lialy is complaining to-day abont land
monopoly without utilisation by Irance,
so0 the same complaint may be made
against Anstralia and Western Australia
in partienlar. For a long time I endeav-
oured to gel some Government to concen-
trate on this problem because [ appreciate
there is room for a very complefe inquiry.
An exhanstive investigation should be
made regarding the many problems in-
volved, and we should endeavour to asecer-
tain what can be done to improve the con-
ditions of the pastoralists, and by means
of a well-thought-out policy, secure the
utilisation of the land to a greater extent
by the cmployment of white labour. If
we are to interfere with the term of the
leases as suggested in the Bill, we shall
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make such an investigation impossible un-
til after 1982. Surely members will realise
the injustice of such a proposal. I appre-
ciate the fact that the banking institu-
tions to-day are beginning to use their
power to scare Governments and possibly
to threaten pastoralists by declaring that
the termination of the leases in 16 years’
time will have the effect of reducing the
value of the assets from a bank point of
view, to snch an extent that the financial
institutions ecannof maintain the lenses
and advance further money for their de-
velopment and improvement.  While no
doubt that has influenced the Government
in the introduction of the Bill, surely the
duty of Parliament is not to the banks
but to the State generally. There is a
great body of publie opinion in the Uniteq
Kingdom to-day that is favourable to the
use of money available in Britain for the
purpose of extending the population and
production of the oufer dominions. The
land under review lends itself to increased
production and population, but those ends
cannot be gained with the land monopoly
as it exists to-day. There is a possibility
of readjusting the boundaries of the leases
while doing justice (o the pastoralists by
recognising the work they have done in
devloping that part of the State. The
whole diffieulty could be overcome without
the neeessity for a Bill such as that under
disengsion. The Government have not in-
vestigated matters relating to the problem.
I admit that the Minister for Lands did
pay a visit to the North, but it just shows
how dangerous it is to make a easual visit
and Lo meet only a few people. No doubt
the visit of the Minister led to the intro-
duetion of this legislation. I sywmpathise
with the people in the North just as much
as the Minister for Lands does. For years
I have endeavoured to do something to re-
frrm the conditions that obtain in that
part of the State. T remember speaking
on one occasion when the then member
for Pilbarra moaved for the appointment
of a Royal Commission to inguire into
conditions obtaining in the North, T re-
collect speaking in much the same strain
as T am doing this afternoon. The object
of the move was to induce the Fovernment
of the day to authorise a complete inquiry -
into the system of land tenure, the possi-
hilitv of utilising the holdings to a great
extent, steps to be taken fo conserve
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the natural fodder, and to restore nat-

ural feed where it had leen eaten out
owing to overstoeking, In those days
the whole of the unatural feed had
been exhausted completely, in conse-

quence of which large areas eould not be
used fto the extent they should have been.
The number of stoek depastured on par-
tieular leases, in the circumstances, was
determined by the hack counfry rather
than by the more valuable country on the
river frontages. We would be justified in
seeking the co-operation of the Conumon-
wealth Government by the loan of their
expert =zcientists in carrying out the inves-
tigation, particularly from the standpoint
of ngcertaining what steps should be taken

to restore the carrying -eapacity of
holdings  where the frontages had
been eaten out through overstocking.

The Minister stated that quite a number
of these leases had been abandoned, hut the
areas ahandoned are, unfortunately, not the
arenz we want. A great part of the ter-
ritory abandoned was abandoned because of
the monopoly of the water supply. If there
were a readjustment of the boundaries of
the leases, if there were a reduction in the
areas held, if the State encouraged people
‘_.vith respect to improvement of pastures,
improvement and extension of water sup-
plies, fencing, and a hetter quality of stock,
if the State were o devote its attention to
all these matters, ®e could make that part
ol the State very attractive and very lucra-
tive from the State’s point of view. But the
Bill does not propoze lo do that; it simply
proposes to continune the conditions that
have made reform in this part of the Stale
impossible for years. If we exiend these
pustoral Jeases until 1982, then we shall en-
ter into a contract which will result in tying
up these huge areas for 50 vears. The
Government’s hands will be tied. I know we
cannot leave the remewal of these leases
until the last few years they have to run,
but we ean make a start now. I nrge the
Government not to persevere with the Bill,
hut to declare definitely that they will im-
mediately proceed with an investigation and
in that investigation seek the co-operation
and support of the Federal Government.
The Federa]l Minister, Mr, Parkhill, is de-
voling special attention to Northern Aus-
tralia. He has given a great deal of con-
sideration to it. T do not like the way he

L)
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is going about it, because he proposes io
introduce eapital by giving in return a
monopoly of large tracts of country. I do
not helieve the Iederal Parliament will en-
dorse his proposal; but the fact remains
thay Mr, Parkhill is aware of the conditions
and realises that we must make greater use
ol that part of Australia. The problem with
which he is confronted is far greater than
the problem we have to solve. Our country
is uniformly better than the Northern Ter-
vitorv. We have wonderful tracts of coun-
try in the North-West and fhe Nimberleys.
1# it iz desivable that reforn should take
place in the eonditions in Northern Aus-
tralin. is not reform much more desirable
in the more valuable country we have? |
want to do something for the people, 1T
want to help those who live in the North, 1
want to help the pastoralists to do better
than they arve doing to-day, but at the same
time I do want to protect the interests of
the State and the Empire. YWe are not doing
justice to the State. We are not regarding
this matter in a statesmanlike way. The
Bill is pure political expediency as cowm-
pared with what is necessary—a broad poiut
of view and a statesmanlike attitude to the
problem eonfronting vz in regard to these
areas. I suggest to the Minister that he
should net trv to force the Bill through.
Tt is wrong, espeeially in the dying days of
the session. We must realise that this is
not only the end of the session, hut the end
of Parliament. and that we are proposing
to deal with the heritage of future genera-
tions without the authority of the peeple.
We practically say to the people, “We are
doing this without your authority. without
appealing te you, without even having men-
tioned jt at the last general election, and
16 vears belore the expiration of the exist-
ing leases.”” We are tying the bands of
futare Parliaments until the vear 1982, Tt
is distinetly unfair, T am surprised at the
Government introducing the Bill. T am move
surprised at the Government persever-
ing with it. I appeal to members not to
support the Bill. Before we tinker with the
matter any further, we, a5 members, should
educate ourselves by obtaining expert advice
and assistance, The whole problem shounld
he investigated and a report submitted to
Parliament. A casual run through the coun-
try by a JMinister is not sufficient upon
which to bhase a policy. What we want is a
proper, thorough. systematic inguiry into



2572

the whole matter by the best brains that
can be obtained in Australia. Parlilament
can go to the country promising to make
snch an investigation. The fact thai the
investigation is to be made will steady the
banking institutions and give heart to the
pastoralists, because ne inquiry will do an
mjustice. We all appreciate what the pio-
neers have done, but we have to venlise that
the metheds of the pioneers are not the
methods of to-day. The pioneers are not
educated in  modern  practices. We
should introduce new hlood into this
part of the State, not with a view to doing
injustice to the pioneers, but to demonstrale
that by more modern methods, evolved as
the result of seientific investigation, we can
make this country what it was. The member
for Roebourne knows perfectly well that
the country to-day is not what it was when
he went there.

Mr. Churech: That is because there is no
rain,

Hon. W. D). JOHNSON: The hon. mem-
ber knows perfectly well that the country
does not respond, even with rain, as it did
25 or 30 years ago. '

Mr. Cliureh: T know a lot more about it
than you do.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Undoubtedly.
That is why [ appealed to the hon. member,
I ask him if he doez not know from his
own practical experience that the state of
the land to-day seems to snggest that it is
exhausted. The response from it is not
what it was. Of course, the hon, member
has done nothing to assist nature and that
is where the pioneer is failing to-day. The
pioncer says, “We sift back and pray for
rain.”” Bnt something more than that must
he done. Naiure must he assisted by study-
ing the kinds of grasses that can be intro-
duced inte this ecountry to replace the nat-
ura] herbage. To-day the stocking capacity
of the country is rednced enormously. I
know that wool prices have had an influ-
ence; hut the fact remains thaf, zenerally
speaking, the same number of stock ecannot
be maintained throughout the North-West
as was possible 25 vears ago. We have to
appreciate that the land is not heing helped.
It is being murderest by over-stocking and
by carelessness in not assisting nature.

Mr. Church: That is not true.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: That is my ox-
perience. T will admit that it is limited,
but I have devoted some attention to this
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matter. Not only bave I worked in ihe
North for a time but, as Minister for Lands,
I devoted a great deal of time and thought
to that part of the State. 1 discussed it with
anyhody who had any knowledge at all of
the country. In the limited time then at
my disposal T tried fo induce Parlinment
te make the investigation for which T am
now pleading. The investigation is overdue.
We want a thorough inquiry made not only
from the pastoralists’ point of view, but
from the State’s point of view. We should
demonstrate to Australia and the Empire
generally that this country can be utilised
to a greater extent, and that it ean earry
a larger population than is to be found
thero to-day. T repeat that this part of
the State is suffering from 2 monopoly, andg,
without doing injustice to anyone, we ought
to review that monopoly. We should net
perpetnate it. I appeal to the House not
to support the sceond reading of the Bill.

HON. 8. W. MUNSIE (Hannans)
[532]: T cannet allew the BRill to go
through the second reading stage without
saying something on it. I was one of those
in this Chamber who took an active part in
1917 in trying to prevent the extension of
pastoral leases from 1925 to 1948, unless
some conditions were impoged. The same
argument exactly is being used to-day as
was used in 1917 in favour of the Bill then
introduced. The Minister, in introducing
the Bill, made practically the same speecch,
although it was not qmie so long, as the
Minister who introduced the Bill in 1917;
at all events, he conveved exactly the same
impression. He said that unless the leases
were extended, the pastoralists would he
unable to obtain further eredit from finan-
cial institutions, and that if the House
would agree to extend the leases, there would
he more credit made available, with the re-
sult that vast improvements would be cf-
fected and more employment given.

Mr. Angelo: Has not that come off?

Hon, W. D, Johnson: No.

Hon. 8. W, MUNSIE: I will let the
hon. member know directly whether it has
come off or not.

Mr. Angelo: Nonsense!

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: The hon. member
says “Nonsense”; hut I tell him ihat from
the very day the extension of the leases was
granted in 1917, the population in the
North-West started to decrease and it has
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decreased since yeur by year, notwithstand-
g that the pastoralists had seven or eight
Years of the mest prusperous times the pas-
toral industry bas known. As I say, not-
withstanding thai, year by vear the popu-
lation in the North has deereased, and the
hon. member knows it

Alr. Angelo: Hundreds of thousands of
pounds’ worth of improvements have been
effected zince then.

Hon. & W. MUNSIE: T admit there
have heen a few hmprovements, but I am
talking about the contention that it was
zoing to populate the North, TIs there going
to be any increase in population now, with
wool at its present price? In ratio the popu-
{ation genevally up there has decreased con-
siderably more than the number of people
on the rolls has decreased. In 1918 there
were 3,820 nameas on the rolls for the four
northern seats. The leases were extended
for 20 years, and in 1924 the numher of
names had decreased to 3,789.

Mr. Angelo: That does not apply to the
Gascoyne.

Hon. 5. W. MUNSIE: It applies to the
four North-West seats combined.

Mr. Angelo: Perhaps in the Kimberleys.

Hon, 8, W, M1U'NSIE: In the Roebourne
electorate there has heen a far greater de-
crease than in Kimberley.

Mr. Angelo: Tut the decrease has been
due to the falling-off of the mining industry
in Pilbara and Ashburten.

Hon. 8, W. MUNSIE: There are more
prospeetors there to-day than there were in
1924, And when we come to 1929, the peak
period, the number of elecfors was 3,234 all
told, or a decrease of 563 in the first 11
vears after the extension of the leases,

Mr. Angelo: All doe to mining.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: It is not due to
mining. There has been a little decrease in
mining in the Gaseovne, for once there were
53 men employed there, whereas not one is
so employed to-day. At Whim Creek, when
the leases were extended, the total number
of employees was seven, including the man-
ager. That was in 1914,

Mr. Angelo: What abount the tin mines
at Marble Bar?

Hon. 5. W. MUNSIE: The member for
Guildford-Midland was quite right when he
said there was more behind this than the mere
extension of the leases. I am surprised at
the Government, at a time when the lease~
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still have 16 years to run, wanting fo ex-
tennd them to 1982, Let me give hriefly some
of my experiences in the North, and refer
to a man with a holding of over 11} million
acres in the Rochourne electorate, and who
hias spent in improvements on his holding
at lenst 30 per cent. more than has heen
gpent at Minderoo. I will admit T was
clectioneering up there in 1914, The first
question that man asked me was as to ny
poliey in rezard to the extension of the
leases. 1 told him that if T had my way the
leases as at present surveved and held would
never agnin be granted. FHe said, “If ounly
you ecan carry that out and properly suh.
divide the country, I wiil forfeit my 13}
million acres for one-tenth of Minderoo,
and do twice as well azs T am deing here.”
That was the remark of an expcrienced pas-
toralist, Mr. Barrett Lennard, a man to be
relied upon. He was prepared to forfeic
his 134 million acres with all their costly
improvements if Minderoo were properly
subdivided from a water point of view, and
he would take one-tenth of Minderco and
dlo much hetter on it than he could do on
his own holding. From the nearest point
of his lease fo the coast was 66 miles, and
from the const where he touched it he had
to lighter his wool 90 miles to Onslow.

Mr. Angelo: We have some pastoralists
bringing their wool 240 miles.

Hon. S. W, MUNSIE: I know that, but
liere iz one man who had to travel by road
66 miles and then by lighter 90 fniles, as
against another man sitnated within six
miles of the Onslow jetty. At that time the
one management was controlling hoth sta-
tions, Minderco and Globe Hill. On cach
ol those stations I visited the homestead
and the out-caiaps, and T can say there was
not a solitary white man or white woman
to be seen.  Even the manager himself,
whom I met in Onslow, was not on the sta-
tion. But on the other station, 66 miles
from the coast and with a lighterage of 90
miles to Onslow to face, I found four or
five white men and two white women. What
a contrast! Tt is Bills suel as this that pre-
vent the populating of the North. 1 do
not eare what may he done for the pastorai-
ists in the North, we shall never get popula-
tion up there until we have a resurvey of
the holdings, which most certainly will not
be brought about by extending the leases
to 1982. The Minister, when moving the
second reading, said there was nothing ex-
traordinary about the Bill. He remarked
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that no matter what Government might be
in power when the exisling leases expired,
that Government would extend the leases.
Then why rush this extension 16 years be-
fore the expiry of the existing leases, when
the Minister claims that no matter what
Government might be in power when the
leases expired, they would extend the leases?
And T helieve they would, but probahly with
some condifions different from those ebtain-
ing to-day. If we want population in the
North, we must alter the present areas. [
have every respect for the men who hwent
up and pioneered the North, and I agres
that they were deserving of all the good
fortune they could meet; hut are we goinyg
to allow the state of affairs that existed then
and the conditions that prevailed to suhbsist
for all time? Those men did not buy the
freehold: they leased their areas from the
State, and the Crown is still the owner of
the land. In the interests of the people of
the State, this Bill should not be passed.
Lf it does pass, I do not eare what Govern-
ment may he in power or what the Govern-
ment may do to assist the North-—unless in-
deed we were to discover a new goldfield np
there—the population will gradually de-
crease during the next ten years, as it has
decrensed during the past ten years. Some
of the pastoralists in portions of the North
have spent a fair amount on improvements
to their holdings, hut on other holdings that
were faken up in the early days one could
connt on the fingers of one hand the hund-
reds of pounds spent in improvements. I
do not know what is going to hecome of the
North, but T sav if the people of other na-
tions knew the class of country in parts of
the North., and knew the manner in which it
is being held and utilised, they would not
permit it to continue; and, moreover, I say
we wonld deserve it if thevy were to como
and take it from us. In parts of the North
one can fravel 300 miles aeross a station and
not see a post or a rail,

Mr. Angelo: That is in the imberleys.

Hon. 8. W, MUNSIE: In the North.
Then members wonder why we cannot ai-
tract population to the North, One of
the chief reagons is that those who went
there in the carly days picked the very
hest of the eountry, as wonld any member
nf ihe Hou-e if given the opportuniiy.
Take Minderoo Station. Hew far do
members think that extends along both
hanks of the Ashburton river, one of the
most fertile vallevs in  Amustrvabia, even
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more fertile perhaps than the fumed Fitz-
roy Valley in Kimnberley? Is there any
great development going on at Minderao?
Have they done very much to assist them-
selves?

The Minister for Lands: I will leave it
to the member for Kimberley to answer
that,

Hon, 8. W. MUNSIE: The Ashbhurton
is not in the Kimberley district, but in
the district of the member for Roebourne.

My, Chureh: Quite right.

Hon, 8§ W, MUNSIE: What has been
done in the first 60 miles from Onslow
along the Ashburten?

Hon. P. Collier: They will not allow a
man to have a vegetable garden anywhere
along the waterfront.

Hon, 5. W. MUNSIE: Onec ean pass
through the gate of Eure Station, 86 miles
from Onslow, and immedintely one is
through that gate he is on Globe Hill Sta-
tion, through whieh he can travel to Min-
deroo. If it be shearing time, he will find
n few white men there, but at anyv other
senson of the year he will not see one.
Then members say, we require to popnlate
the North. Let us do something to help the
pastoralists to populate the North. But are
we ecver going to populate it while the
land is held under those conditions? Min-
deroo to-day probably wonld be entitled
to its million aeres, buf it is not entitled
to a million acres extending for 50 miles
along hoth banks of the hest water in the
distriet. Tf this Bill is allowed te go
through and the leases ave extended until
1982, we shall deserve all we get. I hope
the measure will be rejected. Last night
the T.eader of the Opposition pleaded with
the Government to do something to extend
the tenure of our agrienlturists for a pal
try three vears, and yet they now come
along with a proposal to extend the tenure
for another section of the people for ar
additional 30 vears. The Governmen!
should obtain a definite report upon the
North, mainly for the purpese of subdiv-
iding it. neot taking away snything that
anvone now has. If that were done, doublt
the number of stations would be estab-
lished aud all would do better than the
are doing now. Further north, that numbe
could he increased by another half. If the
Government are going to take advanfagi
of their numbers and extend for another
30 vears leases whieh stili have 16 year:
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to run, I shall not wonder if the people
do become revolutionary. If this Bill is
passed, Australia as a whole will never
live to see the leazes expire in 1082, be-
canse other nations will come along and
take the land, and we shal] deserve to lose
it, It is an absolute scandal, '

Mr. Sampson: Would it help to keep
other nations away if the extensions were
not given?

Hon. 8. W, MUNSIE: Yes. If the
Government would send someone up theve
to investigate and re-survey the whole of
the teritory.

Hon. J. C. Willeoek: A re-alignment is
necessary.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: Are the Govern-
ment so sure of being heaten next March
that they are trying to rush this Bill
through. 1 assure them if they do not
get back next year we will treat the pas-
toralists in the North quite as fanly as
any other party would do. Why extend
these leases for another 30 yearsd If the
Bill becomes law, what will happen to the
representation of the Novth in this Cham-
ber? Tt has always been our proud boast,
every time there has been a redistribution
of seats that we have kept our hands oft
the North-West.

Hon J. C. Willeock: To give it a chance.

Hon. S5. W. MUNSIE: Yes. We have
agreed that four members shall represent
the North-West. If this Bill hecomes law,
the population will so dwindle that instead
of having four electorates that part of the
State will he represented hy only one mem-
ber. Tf we lock at the volls year after year
we find that after each extension the popu-
lation in the North-West has further de-
creased, until we have got down to 5466
fewer than when the last extension was
made. That sort of thing will continue if
ihe Bill is passed.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [3.33]: T sup-
port the Bill.

Hon, P. Collier: Naturally.

Mr. SAMPSON: Not necessarily, hut be-
cause of cireumstances with which T am
acquainted relative to the pastoral industry.
As I said when I returned from the Old
Country, I have learned sowething of the
guality of meat that is sent there. 1f is
clear that more consideration must he given
to the North-West.

2373

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: You will not give it
by extending the terin of the leases.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: When the motion for
leave to introduce thiz Bill was hefore the
House I noticed that members representing
the North-West, who know the position of
the pastoralists, were in favour of the Bill.

Hou. P. Collier: Not at all. Tt was only
a. motion for leave to introduce. There
was nothing known about the Bill. You can-
not put it in that way.

My, SAMPSON: The Leader of the Op-
position led me to believe he knew some-
thing sbout it, hecause he spoke about it
at considerable length.

AMiss Holman: The Minister told him
ahout it while he was speaking.

Hon. P, Collier: 1 only knew about it
while T was on my feet.

Mr. SAMPSON: There was a division,
and those who voted for the motion included
all the members representing the North-
West,

Hon. 8, W, Munsie: There willi he only
two at mosb if this Bill goes through.

Hon. P. Collier: Support it on your own
urguments; never mind about the Noith-
West memhers.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: I am justified in draw-
ing attention to what T know of the needs
of the North-West in respect to the degen-
eracy of the meat that is shipped overseas.
I went o considerable irouble to examine
the meat at the Smithfield marcket.

Hon. P. Collier: So did I.

My, SAMPSON: I am suve the hon, mem-
her found exactly the same conditions that
I found.

Hon. P. Collier: And will this Bill vesult
in putting good heef on to that market?

Mr. SBAMPSON: [ hope it will do some-
thing towards that end, [f anything is
essentin] hefore any hody of men invest a
laree sum of money in the development of
station property in the North-Wesr, it is
that thex should be assured of a lease for
u long perind.  The period yet to run i= not
long when one eonsiders the work that has
to he done nnd the development that has to
be hrounght shout. It would not he a bus-
iness proposition to expend a lot of money
in developing 2 station without & long
seenrity of tenure. A lot of work has to
he done in well sinking, the crection of wind-
millz, fencing. cte. Although these stations
ave u long way from the eitv, our fortunes
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are hound up to a great extent in their de-
velopment. 1 have long been under the im-
pression that the North-West is in the natnre
of 1 menace. We are not developing it as
it should he developed. If we do not pass
the Bill, we shall be doing something
to  prevent  the  development of  the
North. Who would find the large
amount of money necessary for mm un-
dertaking ol ihis sort unless a resson-
ably long security of tenure was given? I
am not concerned about this matter from the
party =tandpoint.  From the political point
of view of course it is important, heeause
the future of the State is to an wxtent
wrapped np in the North-West. 1 was go-
ing to refer Lo the manner in which eattle
are brought down from the North-West.

Hon. P. Collier: Will the Bill make any
difference to that?

Mr. SAMPSON: 1 should say it would.
IE the cattle-raising industry receives proper
consideration and nssistance, the volume of
trade will be greater. Instead of cattle
being sent down alive, the meat will be sent
down chilled.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: How arc vou going
to bring that about by extending the present
nionopolies ?

Mr. SAMPSON: By encouraging ecattle-
raising in the North-West. The Leader of
the Opposition has visited the Smithfield
markets, and learned what I learned.

Hon. P. Collier: T did not draw the same
conclusions you seem to have drawn,

Mr. SAMPSOXN: 1 do not know. T have
sulficient respeet for the Leader of the Op-
position to believe that he drew snch con-
¢lusions as he wanted to draw.

Hon. P. Collier: Not sueh absnrd ones
as yours.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: T hope the hon. member
does not think it ahsurd to do something to
improve the quality of the meat so that it
can compare more favourably with the Ar-
gentine product.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: In-hreeding is the
trouble.

Mr. SAMPSON: With the neeessary on-
couragement, why should not our cattle-
raisers do as well as those in the Argentine?
I{ the meat were sent down in a chilled
state, it would be advantageous to the North-
West and to all concerned. Cattle are re-
ceived in Fremantle in a shocking state in
many cases. They are often moved along
the race with the aid of electrie goads,

Mr. Coverley: That is not quite true.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not say the hon.
member is not aware of the position. The
inspection of eattle that arve being unloaded
at Fremantle, and the reports 1 have rend
rezarding the loading of cattle in the North-
Woest, are such as to justify me in referring
ta the cruclty (hat is sometimes indulged in.

Mr. Coverlev: Those reports are not eor-
rect.

Mr. BAMPSON: Tf the meat were sent
down in a chilled state, there wonld he no
veeasion for erunelty, and it would arrive in o
better condition than it does to-day. The
member for Kimberley will not deny that
sometimes an electric goad is used to foree
eattle an to a steamer,

My, Coverley: Ocensionally.

Haon, P. Collier: That is so. I have seen
it, but if you extend the lenses, it will not
he used!

Mr. SAMPSON: If the eaptle-raising
industry were extended, a hetter method of
treatment would be followed. The -cattie
wonld be slaughfered and chilled in the
North-West and the meat shipped from
there. I am sorry the Leader of the Oppo-
sition s not looking at the question from
that standpoint. No doubt from his point
of view he put up a very convincing argu-
ment the other night. So I hope the Bill
will be passed, because its passage will en-
courage those who are desirous of develop-
ing the ecattle industry to compele with
greater suecess in the world’s markets, where
our beef is at present regarded as second
and third rate and is sold for army con-
tracts and continental requirements.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: It will be fourth
grade if vou pass this Bill.

HON. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [5.46]: I
desire to move an amendment. The guestion
before the Chair is “That the Bill be now
read & second time” T move—

That all the words after “*That’” he struck
out, and the following inserted in licu:—-fa
Rayal Commission be appointed fo inguire
into the advisability or otherwize of extending
the term of pastoral leases, and the question
of a re-alignment of the boundarics of cxist-
ing leases with a view of promoting ecloser
settlement and more favourable access to water
frontages and development of the North-West
pastoral areas.”’?

T imagine that while the member for Swan
was speaking the friends of the North-West
who are supporting thiz Bill were saying to
themselves, “Save us from our friends.” I
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have never listened to a more puerile or
wretched argument in support of a case
than that advanced by the member for Swan.
He talked about the extension of the leases
vesulting in an improvement in the quality
of our heef that we market. Why will that
he s0? In 1917 the leases were ex-
tended—they had then about 11 years or so
to run—for a period of 20 years; they were
extended from 1928 to 1948, Dhd that ex-
tension result in an improvement in the
guality of our bheef on the London market?
Would the hon. member argue that it is
because of the insecurity of tenure that the
owners of the leases will not take any action
to improve the quality? Swurely that arpn-
ment did not exist in 1917 when the leases
had still 11 years to Tun, and when they were
extended until 1948, There was the oppor-
tenity to say, “Now that we have security
6f tenure, now that we can see for long
years ahead we will huild up the quality
of our herds and put on the Smithfleld mar-
ket, heef that will not be a diseredit to us.”
May I ask what year it was that the hon.
memher was in London?

Mr. Marshall: The same year that he was
in Malta.

The Minister for Lands: In 1928.

Hon, P, COLLIER: Yet in 1928 the hon.
nmember went to Smithfield and he was
shocked at the quality of our meat, and at
that time the leases had 20 years to run!
Why was it that the extension in 1917 did
not produce a beef of improved quality?
The hon. member declares that the passing
of this Bill will have that effect now. Why
did it not have that effect then?

Mr. Sampson: It should have a good ef-
fect.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 'The hon. member
found the beef very poor. Ii proves that
the term of the leases has nothing to do
with the quality of the meat.

Mr. Sampson: It is possible that if the
leases are not extended they might be
wiped ont altogether.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Now the hon. mem-
ber is shifting his ground from the quality
of the bheef to the possibilitv of the leases
being wiped out altogether. Tt is absurd
to talk about the quality of the heef in
that way.

Mr. Sampson: It was verv discouraging
to note the poor quality of the heef.
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Hon. P. COLLIER: We are justified in
giving consideration to every means by
whigh cattle raising will be encouraged,

Hon, 8. W. Munsie: I{ «ill not be done
in this way.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Of course not. 1
would do anyihing to assist in the diree-
tion of improving the quality of our stoek,
but experience has shown uz that the
yuality of the stoek is not governed by
the period of the lease.

Mr. H. W, Mann: Do you think it wus
North-West beef or Queensland beef that
the hon. wember saw at Smithfield?

Hon, P. COLLIER: I do not know; I
was not there, and not having heen there
1 eannot say what his judgment was like
on that occaston.

Mr. Sampson: I hope the Leader of the
Opposition will visit Smithfield some day.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I visited Smithfield
a few years before the hon. member did,
and there was no doubt about it the qual-
ity of the meat exported from Australia
was poor. But that has nothing to do with
the term of the leases.

My, Sampson: Will not the eattle raisers
be encouraged if they have a long tenure?

Hon. P. COLLIER : In 1917 their tenure
was extended. If a long tenure gives them
any encouragement, there should have
been evidence of it in 1928, when the hon.
member was at Smithfield. Aeccording to
the hon. member if we cxtend the leases
now, history will not repeat itself; the
owners will at onee set to work to improve
the breed of their stoek. The hon. mem-
ber’s avgument ig ridiculous. The man-
ner of the introduction of the Bill at this
stage of the session is impndent. Why have
the Glovernment left it until the last day
or two of the session? I hope the Minister
will answer that question. I am aware that
last week or the week before an explana-
tion was made that the extension of the
leases was embodied in the Tand Consoli-
dation Bill which was hefore the House.
But it was never the intention of the Gov-
ernment to go on with that Bill,

Hon. W, D. Johnson: In any case the
extension of the pastoral leases should
never have been included in the Land Con-
solidation Bill.

The Minister for Lands: Where did vou
get that?
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Hon. P, COLLIER.: I have the nuthority
of the Premier, who oceupies a little
higher position in this Chamber than does
ihe Minister for Lands. Beeause the pro-
posal was embodied in the Land Consoli-
dation Bill, the House was supposed to
know ail about it. It was never seriously
contenplated to go on with the T.and Con-
solidation  Rill, which iz n most ecompre-
]ll"l].‘"i\'[‘ neasnre.

The Minister for Lands: Are you not
confusing it with the Transfer of Land
35117

Hon, 1P COLLLIER: T know what I am
talking about. T know the difference be-
tween the Transfer of Land Bill and the
Land Consolidation Bill

The Minister For Lands:
Notice Paper.

Hon, P, COLLIEK: 1 am aware of
that. The contents ot the Land Consoli-
dation Bill were not known to members,
beeause the seeond reading had not been
moved.  The only explanation (bhat eould
have been urged by the {iovernment with
regard to the Land Consolidation Bill
was  that the second reading had Deen
moved some time ago, and therefore know-
itz the contents of that Bill members had
no ground for complaint. But the seennd
reading had not been moved. T do wnoi
know now, and there is not a member in
the Honse who knows anything about one
¢luuse in the Tand Cousolidation Bill. Fow

Both are on the

can the  Minister attempt to .get ont
of it hy saving that we knew all
about  the Tand Consolidation Bill?

We knew nothing about it until the Bill
was introduced. \Why was it left till this
late stage of the session to bring in such an
important Bill? The Government will nat
deny its tmportance. The ruestion whether
all the pastora) leases of the State shall ha
continued for another 16 years or extended
for 50 wears iz surely 2 most important
question. Had not the Government made
up their minds on the matter? For months
we have been engawed in consicdering com-
parafively animportant Bills. Yet this Bill
of ereat importance is left until the last
dav or twa of the session. Wonld T he unfair
in suggesting that it has been deliberately
left nntil the last few davs?

The Minister for Lands: T assure vou
that it has not, so far as T am concerned,

[ASSEMBLY.]

MHen. 1', COLLIBR: It bappened in the
ordmary course of husiness?

Lhe Minister for Lauds: Yes.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not know how
mentbers of the Government discuss the
business and decide the vrder on the Notice
Paper. During my term, Bills were given
precedence according to their relative im-
poertance, and 1 do not think | would have
approved of bringing down a RBill of sueh
importanee as this in the last few days of
the session, The Government must have had
their minds made up earlier.  Am T not
entitled io suggest that the Governmeny
have not been fair with the [{ouse or with
the people? T know that the Bill may be
passed without the pubiiec generally having
any knowledge of it. The members of this
house would he fulse to their responsibilities
if they detided to grant the pastoral aveas
of this State for 50 years withoui proper
and adequate consideration. The argument
advanced by the Minister for Lands, when
moving the second reading, was the old, old
hoary argument about pastoral leases. He
enid the exiension would enable the holders
to arrange capital for the development of
the leases,

he Minister for Lands: Not only for de-
velopitent hut to enable them to earry on.

Hon, P. COLLTER: Tet us put it that
way.

The Minister for Tands:
imporfant at the moment.

Hon, . COLLIER: Would the extension
of the term of the leases make any
difference?

Mr. Angelo: Absolntely.

Hen. P. COLLIER: T doubt it.

Mr. Angelo: T am sure of it.

Hon. I'. COLLIER: Who is likely to
Eoreclose?

Mr. Angelo: That is a different matter.
Tt is not a uestion of foreclosing hut of
wetting more money to keep the areas in
proper condition.

Tlon, P. COLLIER: The hon. member is
a hanker. T do nol profess to know any-
thing about banking, thomgh I have had
some expericnée of bankers. Any banker,
or any investor lending money on pastoral
praperty. would be influenced, not by the
term of the lease, but hy the eapacity of the
property to pay interest on the money ad-
vaneed. That would he governed entirely bv
the priee of wool. Tf the leases were ex-
tended FPor 200 vears and an investor were

That is more
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asked for an advance to-morrow, he would
not consider whether the lease was for 206
years or 2,600 yvears: he would consider the
profit-earming eapacity of the property, its
ability to payv the ianterest on the money
advanced and to return the capital.

The Minister for Lands: Within a given
period.

Mr. Angelo: How do you explain the fact
of a London syndicate being prepared to
find £15,000,000 for the development of
Northern Australia and wanting a 66 years'
tenure?

Hon. P. COLLIER : Ilas the hon. member
any inside information abwout the offer of
the sy¥ndicate?

Mr. Angelo: I know only what T have
read in the Press.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is a mythieal syn-
dicate. Faney the hon. member supporting
his case hy some proposition published in a
newspaper to the effect that a syndiente are
willing to spend £15.000,000 on development!

Mr. Angelo: The Federal Cabinet are
taking it seriously.

Hon. P. COLLIER : Surely the hon. mem-
ber, as a business man and a banker, will
admit that neither of us is in a position fo
express any opinion on the proposition. We
know nothing shout it.

Mr. Angelo: The syndicate are asking for
a long tenure.

Hon. P. COLLIER: We know nothing
about it. The tenure is associaied with
other eonditions. TIs the hest argument thai
the hon. member, representing one of the
northern constituencies, has to offer this
serappy, uncertain information about some
syndicate? How can he argne for or against
the proposition? What does he know about
it?

AMr. Angelo: That is the chief security.
The syndicate wani decent tenure.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T am amazed anil
amnsed at the assumption of the hon.
member.

Mr. Angelo: Yon would be.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Hec sayvs the chief
thing is security of tenure. What does the
hon. member know ahout the proposition?

Mr. Angelo: Only that the Federal Gov-
ornment are considering it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Will the hon. mem-
ber contend that he is in a position to offer
an opinton worth 2%d. on the proposition?

Mr. Angelo: No.

[96]

Hon. P. COLLIER: Bat the hon. mem-
ber is offering an opinien.

Mr. Amgelo: The Federal Government
are seriously considering the proposal.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. P. COLLIER: I welcome the hon.
member’s inferjection.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Gas-
coyne will have an opportunity later.

The Minister for Lands: I do not wel-
come it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Apparently, that is
the best argument he can advance. 1t is u
proposition about which he knows nothing.
The country knows nothing about it; it is
not worth a cup of cold water. People wil-
ling to lend money, more particularly in
such times as the present, are conecerned
ahout the profit-earning ecapacity of the
security. That is the question. The price
of wool, the price of wheat and the price of
cattle would decide the question of advances
in the minds of those asked to provide
money. Even if it were 2 gift from heaven,
the tenure would not amount to anvthing
in the minds of investors. The questions
would be, “Can this property pay interest
on the money required? Can it return the
capital at the end of a period?’ They are
the only questions that would oeeupy the
mind of a man who was considering the
matter of advancing monev on pastoral
property. Security of tenure! I have
heard it so often. It iz mere elapirap stuff
to bulldose the people who do not know
anything about it.  The Minister says in
effect that if we can only give seeurity of
tenure for 50 vears. money will he thrown
in. Figures have been quoted and we know
from our own reading that the growing of
wool is being carried on at a loss. As the
Minister stated, there is no ouilet for the
disposal of surplu= stock in the North-
West. If a man were asked to advance
money on property in the North-West,
would he be uncencerned about the price of
wool, or ahount the possibility of disposing
of the stock, or would he say, “The term of
the lease is 50 yvears; all right.” What iz
the value of the lease tenure if the property
cannot be carried on at a profit? We should
not be acting fairly by the people if we de-
ctded this question at the moment. I would
not for one moment contend that the leases
ought to be allowed to run on unfil they
expire before the question was determined.
That wounld not he fair. Bnt there is a
difference between doing that and between
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granting an extension 16 vears heforchand.
Sixteen years is no very short period. It is
a pretty extensive period, and why should
the House at this stage decide what shall
happen 16 vears hence? T have the great-
est admiration for the men who pioneered
the North-West. Their names stand out in
the history of this State.
of great courage and great determination;
men possessed of the grit which is all ton
rare to-day. The men who went to the
Novth in their little sailing boats 30 or 44
vears ago settled on unknown territory and
opened up the North-West as part of the
State. To the Duracks, who travelled over-
land from Queensland to the Kimberleys
nearly 50 vears ago, this Stute owes a great
deal indeed. The natural thing was for the
pioneers to take up the land in the best
position and with the water frontages. I
have no. fault to find with them for* that.
So long as the pioneers live, I would npt
attempt to deprive them of the advantages:
that might accrue to them from water front-
ages heeause of their enterprise.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. P. COLLIER: At the tea adjourn-
ment I was dealing with the legitimate
claims of the pioneer settlers of the Novth-
West, I will not dispute for a moment the
right of those settlers to all that may come
to them because they endured very great
hardships and, indeed, added a new provinee
to Western Australin as a result of their
enterprise and courage and of the risks they
took. Whilst I agree it was quite, natural
in those days to take up the river frontages
and the positions of greatest advantage, I
do not admit that descendants are entitled
to the privileges accorded to their fathers
or ancestors, simply hecause they may have
inherited the holdings. I consider the man
who desires to take up a pastoral lease to-
day shonld not be hampered by the exclusive
rights and privileges that were aequired by
the predecessors of the present holders. Tt
is not fair that a man born in Perth and
brought up in the metropolitan area, who
has never experienced any of the trying
times of the pioneers of 30 or 40 years ago,
should he entitled to any more consideration
than the man who has aever been in ‘that
part of the State. I do not believe in an
hereditary right te privileges of thiz des-
eription, and therefore I claim that the

They were men

[ASSEMBLY.]

Lime is ovevdue for a complete examination
of conditions that obtain in the Narth-West.
1 remember very well the debate that took
place in 1917 with regard to the proposal to
extend pastoral leases. 1t was then pointed
out by those who supported the proposition
that it would probably he the last extension
agreed to.  Perhaps that was not exactly
what they stated, hut they pointed out that
in the meantime a thorough investigation
of the conditions in the North-West would
be made, and that possibly the position
would be entively different when the (ues-
tion of the esténsion of the leases was again
submitted to Parhament. That was one of
the most potent arguments advanced at the
tune.  Of eourse, when T refer to pastoral
leases throughout my remarks, I allude to
those in the North-West alone. On the ne-
easion | refer to, it was said that if the ex-
tensions were grinted for 30 years or so,
the whele position could be reviewed and
matters relating to the North-West conld
subseruently be dealt with in the light of
that investigation. My amendment is most
reasonable, and T ask the House serviously
to consider jt. The Bill proposes to extend
the term of the pastoral leases to 1982.
Thev have 18 years vet to run, but the ex-
tension eontemplated is for 30 vears. Bear-
ing in mind the fact that the leases halve
=till 16 vears to vun, 1 propose that a Royal
Commission shall be appointed to inquire
into the whole situation so that there may
be a ve-alignment of the houndaries of the
pastoral leases. T think that is a very rea-
sonahle request. 1f my amendment be car-
ried, the Royul Commission appointed will
he a fair one, and will investignie the posi-
tion, present a report to Parliament, and it
will he dealt with. The question of extend-
ing the leases could he econsidered next year
in the light of the report hased on the in-
vestigations of the Royal Commission. Ts
there anything vnreasonable in that pro-
posul?  Will the position of the leascholders
in the Novth-West he in any way jeopar-
dised? Will the possibility of securing
financial assistance be affected at all hy the
postponement of this question for another
vear? The only argument advanced in sup-
port of the extension has heen fthat it r.}vi".l
assist the leaseholders finaneially, Will Lheir
position be jeopardised by a postponement
for one year? T know it is suggested there
are fmancial institutions, including banks,
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companies and olkers, with open cheyue-
book~ and peus at hand, waiting to nake ad-
vances to the pastoral leaseholders if the
Bill be passed, and jprobably that assistance
will be withheld if the Bill be postponed for
another vear! T1s that a fair and logical
arpument?  \Who are these people that are
waiting with their chegue-books ready to
write advanees to the lenscholders to-
merrow, or, ut any rate, the duy after Par-
linment assents to the Bill? Will they close
their chequie-books and withhold advances, if
it i~ saidd that we intend to ingquire into the
whele sitnation and to deber the extensions
until next vear? Surely theve is no logie
in that. 1 have no beliel in the argument
that "it will make all the differenee in the
world to the teaseholders, [rom the standpoint
of their ability to oblain finaneial assistance.
1 have heard that argument before, and 1
do not think there is anything in it.  As-
stning that there is something in the argu-

ment, would the position of the lenase-
holders he prejudiced if we rvequired
them to wnit another wvear for the
extension, hearing in  wmind  that the

leases have 16 years to run? If my amend-
ment is agreed to, ‘the leases will still have
16 vears to run, but Parliament will not
decide upon the further extension of the
leases until next year. I have no doubt what-
ever that an impartial Roval Commission
would be able to suggest alterations to the
existing boundaries of the pastoral leases,
very mueh to the advantage of the State.
Surely the exclusive right to 80 or 100 milex
of water frontage would be altered. As
1 have pointed out before, although that
may have heen justified in the early davs,
it eannot he justified to-dax by any rea<on-
able, thinking man if he has rezard for the
settlent and development of the North-
West. How can that part of the State he
developed and settled if all the natural ad-
vantages are monapolised by a few indi-
vidual landholders? During the early part
of this vear, T was privilezed to he in the
North-West. in company with my friend
the member for Roehourne (Mr. Church}.
The Premier: What were vou doing there?
Hon. P. COLLIER: As it turned oni. T
was assisting the member for Roebourne to
win his seat.
The Premier; That was really good work.
Hon, P. COLLIER.: It was gond
wark and T have no cause whatever to re-
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gret it. Just out from Onslow, some 10,
15 or 20 miles, is the Minderoo Station.

Hon. W. D. John=on: Twenty-two miles.
I know all about it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T saw it. Tt is on
the Murchison River. [ think for a dis-
tance of 90 wilez the river passes through
that station, 1 found also that in Onslow
fresh vegetables were unobtainable.  The
only vegetables to he had were those whicli
were shipped ot infrequent intervals to Ou-
slow from the southern portion of the State.
[t was not even possible for any person to
chtain o garden arven on the river frontage
o the Minderoo Station.

The Premier: Under the law it can he
done.

Hon., P. COLLIER: Yes, but I under-
stand the proprietors of the Minderoo Sta-
tion have sufficient influence to prevent any-
one from obtaining a garden area there,

The Premier: T never heard of it.

The Minister for Lands: One was granfod
alter vou were up there.

Mr. Coverley: Tl has not been granted
by the Government.

The Minister for Lands: It has,
call at my office T will show yon.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I did not know that.
Lying bevond the Minderoo Station is a
great  stretch of country, but no peram
would take up any part of it while the pre-
sent owners of the Minderco Station are un-
titled to all those privileges. I admit the
original owner of the Minderoo Station was
entitled to them, because he went there and
took the risk of pioneering the area: but |
do not admit his descendants have anv right
or title to those particular privileges. It is
u very fine river.

The Premier: Tt is dry in the summer.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It runs in the rainx
seagson, but T suppose in the dry season there
ix no water in it.  The water eonld, law-
ever. he dammed.

The Minister For Lands: It would be very
sxpensive to dam it

Hon. P. COLLIER: T do not know that
it would,

The Minister for Lands: Tt is a very fast-
ruming river.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Anyhow, let me put
this point: 1z it contended now that there
is not any water in that river? If there is
not. what is the position of the pastoralists
who have na river frontage at all? At least,

I vou
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it 13 (rue there is water in the river at cer-
tain seasoils of the vear, What is the posi-
tion of those pastoralists who have apens
behind the Minderoo Station, but who are
without a water supply except such as they
may ohtain by the expenditure of money in
bures? Why should we hold up the develop-
ment of the North. [ met 2 man in Onslow
whose name 1 do not wish to mention, but
who, no doubt is well known to the mewmber
for Roebourne. He holds 300,000 aeres in
the enuntry adjoining the Minderoo Station.
That is a very small property as station pro-
perties go in the North-West.  Yet he in-
formed me that he did not owe any money
gither to the banks or anyhody else. Fle
was ina satisfactory position and doing
well, because he had confined his efforts to
a smaller aren. The history of land scttle-
ment in Australia shows clearly that where
very large aveas of land are held by ind)-
viduals, a very inadequate amount of devel-
opment takes place. 1f a man in possession
of a million acres of land can, by utilising
only 500,000 acres of it, make a comfortahle
living, he is quite content. There is no in-
centive for him to develop the remainder
of the land, noless he is a man who aspires
to beecome very wealthy and, after all, there
arc not many men of that temperament.
Most men are content to make a comfartable
living and to have a small surplus. When
they reach thal stage they are content. 1f
a man can do well on and be satisfied with
300,000 acres, why should we grant an ex-
tension of leases of far greater areas for
another 50 vears, until 19322

The Premier: The wan with the 300,080
acres will get the extension too.

Hon. P. COLLIER : Of course. It secms
we have no veal apprecintion of our respon-
sibilities. This matter was not an issue at
the iast clection. Now, without reference
to the people whom we represent, without
their knowledge and at thiz late hour, behind
their haek:, and without giving them an
opportunity of knowing anvthing aboui
i, are we to decide to hand over all
ihe pastoral arveas in  the North-West
to the present halders until 1982%
What authority have we to do it? Have
we  any  mandate  from  the people to
do it? THave the prople been consulted
about it? We have no vight to do i, Tt is
not honest o the people whomm we repre-
sent. Therefare, ' eannot imagine any
member of ihis House who has auy sense
of vesponzilility or who has any reeasd o
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all for representative  Government voting
against my muendment. My amendment
does not say the leases shall not he renewed.
It wmerely savs that a Roval  Conunission
shall be appeinted to inquire into the whole
position with regard to the pastoral leases
in the North-West. Can there be any reason-
ahle objection to that? Only men whose minds
are closed fo renson, logie and argumen:
could opjose an amendment of that kind.
It the investigation 1 sngeest is made, then
Parltament can deal with the matter next
vear in the light of the findings of the pro-
posed Commission.  Ounly one year's delay!
What ohjection can there he to that? Ave
the Government determined fo push the Bill
throngh this year because they fear they
may hot be returned next year?

The Premier: We have no fear abont
that.

Hon. P.

COLLIER: Then T elaim the

“vote of the Premier.

The Minister for Lands: We want {o
clean up as much legislation as we can.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Clean up! T would
not use that word if T were the hon. ment-
her. The Premier savs he has no doubt
whatever that he will be here next wveoar.
Would anvthing tevrible happen to these
leaseholders in the intervening six months?
In June or July, having had the advantage
and henefit of the investigafion which 1y
amendment proposes shail  be made, the
Prerier will be able to hring down the Bill,

The Premier: If it will be a good pro-
posal next year, why is it not a good pro-
posal this year?

Hon. P. COLLIER: T hope I have not
heen speaking in vain. The Premier says
it it will he a good proposal next vear,
why should it not he a good ocne this vear?
I have been trying for the past ten minufes
to explain thai the difference is that next
vear the Government will have the benefit
of an investigation by a Roval Commission.
That is the all-important difference. To-
day members have no information. I accept
the Premier’s foreeast that he will be here
next year. \What has he to lose? Will not
he and his collengues be better equipped to
deal with this question after an investiza-
tion has been made? The Premier knows he
will. He will have three vears within which
te give effect to his desires. Voes the Pre-
mier sav the position is so ¢lear that an in
vestigniton iz unnecessarv? When the ex-
tension of the leases was made in 1917, they
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had then 11 yvears (o run. Things had gone
on all right up 1o within 11 years of the
expiration of the leases. Now the leases
have still 16 vears to run, Why the
urgency?  Must the matter be decided in
the last dav or two of this Parliament?
What is the extreme urgency! For nothing
but extreme urgency vould justify its being
dealt with in this manner. If it is
tremely urgenl now, it was not less urgent in
Aungusl and September last. Vet we did not
kear tfrom the Government in August or
Sepiember, they «did noi bring down a Bill
for the extenston ol the leases in  those
months, It has ~uddenly become urgent in
thiz ast week of ihe session, and it must
@t on, heranse nwmerous investors with
plenty of money are veady lo sign their
cheques as soon as the Bill goes through.
There ecan he no reasonable opposition fo
my amendment, which merely asks for an
inquiry.  Only members with preconceived
ideas amd hiassed and  prejudieed minds,
and vobing accarding to party lines and tae-
ties conbl eppose my amendment. So T
relv on the eommon sense and fairminded-
ness ol the majority of members to earry
the amendment.

ex-

MR. CHURCH (Rochourney [83]: 1
wizh to contradict some of the statements
made by the Leader of the Opposition and
other memhers nhaut the areas of countrx
up there.

Mr, SPEAKELR: The hon, member must
confine himself to the amendment for the
appointment of a Royal Commission.

Alr. CHURCH: When these leases were
reappraised in 1917-18 the Government said
that donble rents would have to he paid fo
allow uz to carry on until a hoard was ap-
pointed to reappraise the leases in the pas-
toral areas. That board consisted of the
Snrvevor General, and Messrs. McLean andd
Lefroy. They went through every lease in
the North-West and appraised the lot,
althoueh double rent was heing charged in
the meantime. Some of the appraisements
were increased by 50 per cent. on top of
that domhle rate. while others were lower, but
rever below 10s. per 1.000 acres. The con.
tenfion is quite wrong that these leases are
heing withheld from the puhlic heransz they
were granted in the first place to penple
whn pionegred the epuntrv. and have e
seended to their son=.  That i= wrong he-
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vause very few, indeel only one, station in
the North has descended fo the sons nf the
pioneers. That is Minderoo Station. The
Leader of the QOpposition said that station
extended for Y0 miles along the river bhanks,
precluding others from coming in to settle
that country, and he urged that as a reason
for the appointment of a Royal Commis-
sion.  But the hon. wmember was wrong, be-
eanse the whole of that station extends only
4: miles, not 00 miles, along the waicr
frontage. He satd also that these leases were
being taken up along ihe water fromtages
atdl {hat nothing whatever was heing done
with the outside eountry, whieh was left to
others to take up if they liked. That is not
s, becanse the people there now have im-
|'roved the eountry to such an extent that
most of it is being nsed 30 miles back from
the river frontages. I submit no case has
hren made out for the appointment of a
Roynl Commission, because the board has
already reappraised the leases and they are
to he reappraised every 15 vears.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That has no bear-
ingr on the reform vespecting the alignment
of the boundaries.

Mr. CHURCH:
jpoint, Sir?

Mr. SPEAKER: The subject matter is
the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition tor the appointment of a lioyal
Commission.

Mr. CHURCH: The hon. member  gave
reasons for that, and said (he alignment
showdd he altered heeause the sons of the
pioncers had picked out all the water
frontages, That i= nnl 0.  They were
picked out in the tivst place, and since
then the lenseholders have made improve-
ments on eaeh side of the rviver, and for
quite 30 miles away from ihe river there
i5 no idle couniry. Yo case haz heen made
out for a Roxal Cammission. hecanse every
15 years these leases are to be veappraised.
An  amendment was agreed to the other
day. when in reeognition that things in
the industry were sn bad the authorities
satd, “*Very well: we can see vou eannot
pay vour rents, so we will allow you to
pay on the price of wpol.’’ That is to
continne until 1941, Xo harm has been
done fo the State by the erantine of these
leases, and T cannot see that any harm
will he done in the future, heeause the de-
partment has the right to re-appraise the

May [ spenk on that
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leuses every 15 yenrs. One member's argu-
ment in tavour of this proposed inquiry
was that a leaselivlder near Minderoo Sta-
tion had 1% million acres locked up,
and no one could get intn it. But that s
not true. The man who was supposed 1o
have 1% million aeres had only 424,000
acres, and he did not say he would be con-
tent to give up that 424,000 acres for one-
tenth of Minderoo. I learnt that by ring-
inr up the gentleman jusi now. So that
is one of the wild statements made by
members opposite. | cammot see that the
granting of the extension of these leases
will  puf the State into any worse posi-
tion than it is in. £ we had 17 Royal
Commissions they would not be able to do
more than is being done. Quite 90 per
cent. of the sheep in the North-West ave
depasturing on ecountry watered by wells,
not by river pools, as suggested hy wmem-
hers oppesite. The leases are sulject to
reappraisement next year, so why shonld
we have a Roval Commission to  inguire
into it in the meantime? T eculd go on
farther, hut probahly vou, Sir, would =sav
T was out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER: [ hope the hon. member
will not get that into his mind. 1 have
no desire fo burke discussion, zo long as
the hon. member confines himself to the
subinet  matter before the Chair. The hon.
member may proceed.

Mr. CHURCH: I appreciaie whap ihe
Leader of the Opposition said in sympathy
with the pastoral industry, but he lost
sight of the faet that the maiters he sug-
gested should be inquired into by a Royal
Commission have alveady been investizated.
And we know that next vear there
will be a fresh appraisement. I am not
going fo say whether the banks and finan-
ciers will lend us more mouey hecause of
the extension of the leases. T think we
have got ta the end of eur tether with the
hanks, and if our securities are curtailed
by a refusal to mive usz the extension we
think necessary, there is rmall ghance of
our getling anv more money from them.
But if we had no extension of tenure at
all, and if there were a tremendonms re-
eovery in the prices of wool and stock,
it wonld take ns three vears of fine seasons
tn make up the leewax of the past three
vears, and until the remainine 15 vears of
the leases expired it wonld he a fine thing
for us if we could onlv keep our head:
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above water. 1 see nothing wrong with
the granting of the proposed extension,
for it would do the country no harm. It
cannnt he suggested that the North-West
has ruined Western Australia, for the
pioneer pastoralists opened np the country
for others. Next month, 1 myself will
have been up there for B0 vears, and I do
nat see any hope of recovering within the
15 years feft to ns the ground lost during
the period of frightful prices for stock
and cxtremely low prices for wool. So it
will he understood that we do really want
an assurance that we are frec to go ahead
with our work. (an the Teader of the
Opposition peint to anv ehance of prices
rising to such an extent as to allow us to
say, ‘‘Very well, let us have an ingniry
and reappraisement by a Royal Commis-
sion?'? Al the countrv up there outside
the viver frontages is being opened
wp by wells and consequently is being
utilised .to its full rapacitv. We are told
that it is overstncked. T do not
know that it is. exrept that we cannot sell
the sftock we have. T have killed 2,000
sheep on mvy stations in the Tast few month=
heeanse T have heen oblized to do so. TE
flocks arc kept as they are and no new
rams are imported and the flocks improved,
the stations will cease to pavr. T boneht
a station 30 vears ago. At that time the
sheen there were eutfing 414 Ths. of wool
per head, but to-day thev are cutting 9 [bs.
That was hrought ahent hy the expenditure
of a Iot of money on stock improvements.
That 1= the wav it has to he done. We want
to huy more stock now. Tt would he wise
if members opposite passed the Bill. he-
e¢ause it will give ns a chanee to earrv on
bevond the 15 vears that are left to us. Tt
has taken me 28 vears to improve mv flock
from 414 lhs. to 9 Ths. This was the resul:
of carefol and gradual seclection.  Sheep
farming is not an easy job. A floek eannnt
he improved in five minutes.  The Tonger
the Teases are made, the hetter it will be for
the North-West and the State. We have had
to kill off thousands of sheep to make Toom
for the younger sheep. We conld not sell
them. T wonld to-marrow give anv member
2,000 or 3,000 sheep if he liked to remove
them.

Hon. P. Collier: Cash on deliverv?

Mr. CHURCH: For nothing. T think T
have made out a elear ease for the passing
of the Bill. The statements of the Leader
of the Opposition were probably correct <o
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far as he knew the faets, but they were not
correet in the light of the actual facts. The
member for Hannans (Hon. 8. W. Munsie)
said something about a man who had said
so-and-so to lim, but those statements were
absolutely wrong. 1 hope the Bill will he
passed.

MR. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [8.17]: The

amendment  proposes  to  strike ont  cer-
fain words. and 1 want members o
vate agmin<t it. 1 is a pity members
do not realise that in the North-West

there are two distinet provinees, namely, the
Nimberleys, that is. the land north of the
20th parallel, and Ihe area south of that
parallel.  The eonditions of the two areas
are totally dissimilar. A gnod deal of what
mewmhers opposite have said is true as it re-
latex o the Kimberlevs, but the ennditions
in the Middle North are ruite different.
The Leader of the Opposition aud the mem-
her Tor Guitdford-Midland (Hon. W. T.
Jahnson) talked a great deal about some of
the early settlers taking up tremendons
arcas along the rviver frontages, and sug-
aosted that this land was held to the detri-
ment of other people. The value of thesze
frontages iz mxthieal. Tn my electorate
manyv of them have heen fenced off, becanse
it ts found that the watering conditions are
not as satisfactory as thev are when the
water is supplied through the thonsands of
mills, windmills and tanke. and the hund-
reds of arvtesian bores that have heen pui
down in the Gascoyne. Tn the early days
the pastoralists had to depend on the san:l
wells of the rivers. and the frontages were
of zome value. To-day many of the pas-
fornlists have fenced off the rivers, because
ihe banks sre a mmas< of double-rees which
ennse lamenes< in sheep.

Hon. W, 1), Johnson: ¥f smaller holdines
were arranged For. the doable-gees could he
caoped with.

M. ANXGELO: They cannot be kept
down in 20acre paddocks.  The tropical
fruiterowers are hard put to it fo cope with
them on their small holiling=.

Mr. Kenneally: Haw will an exten-ion of
3t venrz heip you to overeome the dilficulty?

Mr, ANGELO: The Leader of the Op-
position stirgested  the  appaintment of &
Roval Commission. During the time I have
heen in Parliament many Roxal Commis-
sions have been appointed, have taken evi-
dence and sulmitted their reports. Some of
these have dealt with the Kimberleys aund
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the pastoral industry a2 a whale,  These
have all urged the neeessity  for  wiving
greater security to the financial institutions
which are helping the pastoralists to keep
in the industry.

Hen, P. Collier:
do you refer?

To what Commissions

AMr. ANGELO: One Commission was ap-
pointed fo inguire into the cattle industry
in the Norih, and ancther appointed by the
Minister Jdealt with the pastoral industry.

Hon, P. Collier: Which was appointed hy
the Minister?

The Minister for Lands: That was only
a departmental inquiry.

Hon. 1. Colliecr: WWho constituted the
Comntission?

The Minister for Lands: The aceountant
of the Lands Department and Mr. Pelloe, a
retived officer of one of the private banks.

Hon. P. Collier: What did they report,
and what did they know ahout the matier?

Mr. ANGELO: 1 am sorry the Leader
of the Opposition should say that ihe pro-
posal recently made by the Federal Govern-
ment for the development of the Northern
Territory and the northern districts are n
myih. Aceording te the paper, certain fin-
aneial people in the Old Countrey ave pre-
pared to develop the North hy stocking it
with cattle on a big seale, and to spend
15,000,800 on railwavs, meat works, ete.
One of the conlditions is that theyx must
have a lonz tenure. The Leader of the Op-
position has said that all a francial man
wants to know is. “Can you make a profit
on woal at a eertain price, and are the con-
ditions safisfactory 7 Seenrity of tfenure
is one of the condition~. .\ shopkecper wmay
serure cerfain premises, and appeal to |h’u
banks for an advance. The banker wants
to know what security he has. Tf the land
iz freehold he may make the necessary ad-
vance, but if it ix a leaschold he want: to
know the length of tenure, and if this will
Inst long enough to enable the shopkeeper,
out of profits, to repay the amount of the
loan. That ix the pesition of ihe pastoral
industry to-day. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition was right when he =aid the last time
the leases were extended hyv 20 vears they
had only 11 vears to run, and that now there
are 16 years to run.  The conditions to-day
are quite different from what they were in
M.

Hon., |2, Collicr: Thexy always are.
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Mr. ANGELO: Eleven years agoe the fin-
ancial institutions could expeet their ad-
vanees to be repaid in five years at the most.

Hon. P. Collier: No fear.

Mr. ANGELO: Yes. To-day they do not
know how long this will take; it may be 10
or 20 years.

Hon. P, Collier: And it may be never.

Mr. ANGELO: They are preparved fio
take the risk provided the leases ave long
enough to give them a sporting chance of
getting their money back.

Hon. W, D, Johnson: And saerilice the
State.

Mr. ANGELO: Not at all. "The Leader
of the Opposition stressed the necessity for
giving security of tenure to the farmers.

Hou. W, D. Johnson: Of three vears.

Hon. P. Collier: You want 50 vears.

Mr. ANGELQ: No interest and no vents
were to be paid in those three vears,

Hon. P. Collier: I did not say anything
of the kind.

Mr., ANGELO: The hon. member did nat
cxpect them to pay interest.

Hon. P. Collier: T did not say that, |
would expect them fo pay if they conld pax.

Mr. ANGELO: We all know they eannut
pay interest,

Hon, P. Collier: T said nothing about rent
or interest,

Mr. ANGELO: Tf they can pay rent
and interest, why ask for seenrvitv of tenure?
They ave unider C.I°, conditions. The pas-
tovalists only ask for a eontinuance of the
present conditions. They are not asking for
any coneession.

Hon. P. Collier: The present conditions

must continue for 16 vears, and vou are ask-
ing that they should continue for 50 venrs.

Mr. ANGELO: They do not want any
eoncessions i the way of money, or exemp-
tions from the pavment of interest or renr.
Instead of the present conditions running
for only 16 vears, they want them continned
n few more vears.

Hon, P, Collier: Ts the difference hetween
16 and 50 vears only a few years?

Mr. ANGELO: Another 30 vears., What
is that in the building up of a station? The
linancial institutions are not allowed by
their divectors or shareholders to go any
further into the industry unless they have
a reasonable chance of having their advanees
repaid. They are saving to the pastoralists
to-day, “We will allow you tucker. That is
all we ean afford, hecause we are nof sure
of your security heyond the 16 vears.”
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Hon. P. Collier: That is nonsense.

Mr. ANGELO: 1 know of specific eases,
Pastoralists have said they want to renovate
their fences, and pnt their wells and wind-
mills in order. The reply has been, “Yon
will have to patch them uwp and go along
as you are doing unlil we are wore satis-
fied about the security. If vou can improve
our security in any way, we will give vou
a little extra money to enable you to effeet
such improvements.” 1 wish to tell the
Leader of the Opposition what all this means
to the pastoral workers. The member for
Hannans (Hon. 8. W. Munsie) says that
the population of the North is diminishing.
He is quite right. The depopnlation, how-
ever, has heen brought about further north
than the (inscoyne where mining for gold
and  tin was in full swing some vears
apo. When the leases were last extended
the number of cleciors on my roll was be-
tween 700 and 800. At the last elections
the number was inereased to 1,450, showing
that the popnlation, so far as the workers
are concerned, had almost doubled. T re-
eret to sav that the roll shows a decrease
of 230 and nearly all are pastoral workers
who nfortunntely have been paid off.
Many of them ave down liere and some arve
on the dole.

Hon. P. Collier: They have not been pnid
off hecause of the tennre, but heeause the
price of woal will not permit of their heing
employed.

Mr. ANGELO: 1 agree that the price of
wool and the fact that sheep cannot be sold
has made it very diflicult fo finance so as
to keep these people employed. But if a
little more confidence is restored by the pass-
ing of the Bill and money is mnade available
to earry out improvements, a good number
of those men who have spent their lives in
that part of the State and are deserving
of every consideration, will he re-engaged.
1 ask members opposite to do what they ean
to help us to zet donfidence restored. It
has been =aid that pastoralists have spent
a great deal of their money down here. [
am aware that some of them did buy houses
in the city, but T am not exaggerating when
I say that nine out of ten who hought
houses in prosperous times have had to
morteage or sell those properties to keep the
¢tations going. 1 know of one station pro-
perty which, sinee the tenure was last ex
tended, spent no less a sum than £50,000 on
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water conservation, and laving pipes. That
is where the profits have gone. All put

their money hack into our Crown lands
leased to them for a number of years. T
speak for my own districi when I say em-
phatically that 90 per cent. of the profits
made by the pastoralists have gone back
info improving the station properties. Per-
haps hon. members are not aware of what
it ecosts 1o hore for water. One pastoralist
spent £6,0800 in sinking an artesian hore,
and, Eailing to get any water, lost the

lot. He did not ask for consideration,
but stood the loss himself, There are
many others who have Jost a good denl

of money in endeavouring to improve the
Crown lands that ave held by them on
lease,  The extension of tenuve will also
be wvery helpful in the development of the
Kimberleys.  We want new money there.
From certain investigations in the carrying
ot of which 1 have been associnted, T have
learnt that the gcondition of the cattle indnstry
in the Kimberlevs is deplorable and that the
only way to save it from ruin is by the in-
troduction of foreign woney. But hefore
any money 15 mvesied there, the interested
people want to bo assured of a faily long
tenure. The Leader of the Opposition knows
that. During his term of office, there came
undér his nofice ¢ proposal from a London
syndieate which intended to spend £7,000,000
m the Kimberlevs. That swvndicate was
headed by fwo ex-Austealian Governors,

Fon. ', Collier: There was no proposil
to spend seven millions, hut io try to raise
that much, which 15 a different matter,

AMr. ANGELO: T admit that.  Anyway,
the proposal was put befvre the Collier
Government, and it was pointed out that the
million-zere holding was not suflicient for
the investors with hig money, aud that the
tenure was too short. The Leader of the
Opposition will remember having  sent a
cable fo the Agent-General asking him to
inform those people that “the size of the
holding aml the length of tenure would be
no har te negotiations.!” That showed he
realised then, as T am sure he does now,
that long tenure is most necessary.

Hon. P. Collier: But that was a wild eat
proposition.

AMr. ANGELQO: The Leader of the Op-
position did not think that at the time.

Hon. I, Collier: The men at the head of
it were not prepared to pmt a shilling into
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it themselves: they were hawking the pro-
posittion around bondon.  Their interest was
o et i commission out of the money that
might be raised.

AMr. ANGELO: The Leader of the Op-
position must have believed in it when he
sent the cable. :

Hon, P, Collier: 1 was not prepared to
discuss it and negotiate with them.

My, ANGELO: He told them by cable
that the size of the holding aud the length
ol the tennre would be no har to the negotin-
tions.

Hon, I Collier: 1 said it would he con-
sidered.

Mr, ANGELO: 1 should like, in vonclu-
sion, to say o word or fwo ahout the Gas-
covne vermin fence, to which reference was
made by the Leader of the Opposition, who
saird thai a large sum of money had been
written-off

Ilon. . Collier: I did not say that. I
asked for information. L was informed it
had bheen written-off.

Mo ANGELD: A certain section of the
Gascoyne settlers undertook, it the Govern-
ment lent them £60,000, (o put up a fence,
and they would vepay the loan hy instal-
wents with interest.  The loan lhas been
repmid  with  the exception of £17,000
whivh is =till bheing repaid as was ar-
ranged at the time the money was bor-
1owed.  Some vears ago it was decided that
as the pahbits were as numerons inside as
they were ontside the fence, and that as it
was an expensive matter to keep the fence in
repair, the Government <hould give permis-
sion for the abandenment of the maintenance
of the fenece. That was agreed to, the seftlers
undertaking to repay the halance of the
money that had heen borrowed. Repayments
are still being mnde. The maintenance of
the fenee was taken on by the Government,
and vears later it was Found that the Gov-
crnment had bheen dehifing the settlers with
the maintenanee costs, of rconrse illemsliy.
The matter was put hefore the Crown Law
authorities, apd [ helieve it was conceded
that that was an ineorvect chaveo, and the
amount was adjusted.

Hon. P. Collier: The stafement was that
£17,000 had heen written-off.

Mr. ANGELQ: No, only the maintenanee
costs had heen written-off,

Hon. P. Collier: That does not matter.

Mr. ANGELO: T am glad to know the
Leader of the Opposition i= =atisfied.

Hon. P. Collicr: No. T am not zafisfied.
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My, ANGELO: 1 am very jealous of the
livnour of wmy friends in the Gaseoyne, who
think as much of their signatures as I am
glad to know the British Government do of
theirs.

Hon. I'. Collier: Faney coupling yoursely
up with the British Government!

MR. XENNEALLY (East PFer:h)
[8401: I saould like to know how the pro-
posal to extenid the leases Tor a period ol
34 years at the expiration of the 16 vears
that they have still to run is going to im-
prove the quality of the meat, as sugwestel
by the mentber far Swan carlier. 1 -hould
like abzo 0 know how the hurried proposai
L. make provision for the sugwested exten-
slon 13 going to seene what the member for
Gascoyne said it would do. in 1917, these
leases had 11 vears to ran, aud at that e
they were extended toy 200 veazs,  To-day
thex have 16 years to run and, worked out
in a sum of simple proportion, we find that
wlien they had 11 years to run, the exten-
sion was granted For 20 vears, and with 10
venrs to run, the extension asked for js 34
years.

Hon. J. C. Willcoek: Almost doubling

eneh Lime,
NENNEALLY: 11 we do not adopt
the amembment, we shall not he doing the
vight thing by the people in the North-Wesi,
The memher for (Gascovne referved io the
depletion of the mining papulation but what
he failed to add was that on some of the
vasl sfations there was not a white man or
a white woman. How will he account for
the depletion of the population in those
places? When the previous extension was
granted, a period of 11 years had yet fo
run. Thus if we were to allow the propo-
sition to remain in abeyance for the next
two Parliaments, and the applieation fov
extension were then made, the holders of
the leases would be no worse off.

The Minister for Lands: A different wet
of cireumstances altogether,

Mr. KENNEALLY : Just a= vood a case
conld he put up six yvears hence by which
time, perhaps, more normal eonditions woulll
prevail. There is a different set of eir-
cumstances as compared with 1917, and
they necessitate inquiry being held. If a
Royal Commission were appointed as pro-
posed by the Leader of the Opposition,
maybe an entirely new set of conditions
would he agreed upon owing to the abnor-

My
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mal times through which we dre passing.
it the elaims of members oppusite could
he subLstantiated, an inguiry might result
in lar more benehicial conditions being
runceded to the people of thie North,

Homn, P,
104 years

My, KENNEALLY: Serious considera-
tion should be given to the question of
populating the Novtl, and il that question
is not investigated by a Royal Comnmission
inquiring into all aspects, how can we
hope to do it by extending the pastoral
Jeases without any imquiry whatever? The
amendinent wonll vive the Government an
apparturiiy to do the right thing, Durinhg
the Iast three vears the Government have
not had rime to give attention to the
quesiion of security desired by the farm-
ers.

The Minizley for Lands: That argument
iz worn ont.

My, KEXNNEALLY: Bat they can give
attention to the question of grunting the
pastoralists 30 years. The Government
should call a halt, 'They should be able
to give some attention to the requirements
of the farmers. 1t is cssential that con-
sideration be given to the yuestion - of
security of tenure to Iarmers pather than
to extending pastoral leases that have 16
vears to run. 1f the amendiment be not
carried, 1 hope the second reading will
not be passed. Then the next Parliament
will he able to give attention to the mat-
ter and, even if it is deferred until the
end of the last session, the pastoral leasecs
will still have 13 years to run as against
11 vears when they were previously ex-
tended.  TFf people argne that 13 years
tenure is not sufficient in which to negoti-
ate business transietions regarding pas-
toral leases, what abong the lack of fenure
to other people?

The Premier: As a malter of faet, se-
curity of tenure is the zame for everyane.

The Minister for
know. .

Mr., KENNEALLY : Then I am in good
company with the Minister for Lands. He
has shown hiz ignorance in this Chamnber
repeatedly.  The Minister would be well
advised to oive attention tn cleanliness of
government and nof talk nbont what other
people know., He is not an intellertnal
giant, although he posez as sneh.

Collier: We might give them

Lands: He does not
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My, SPEAKEG: Ordec! The hon. men-
ber must discass the Bill.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Three years secu-
rity ol tenure For the Unrmer as against
0 for the pastoralist is fon big a margin.
TF the Government nail their colours to
that mast, it is as well for us to know it.
If we have an inquiry, the next Govern-
meng will he in o position to form an
opinten. It the amendment he defeated,
the Bl <hashit nee be paszel, 3o that dur-
e the nexr three vears the Government
iwicht consider the ruestion of extending
the leases.  Any question of lease exten-
ston will scarcely affeet (he meat supply
either nx resards quantily or quality. The
argument of the member for Swan that
it the quality of eat is to be improved,
an  extension of the leases should be
granted for 30 years, will not hear inves-
tigation. T am hepeful that we shall have
an inquiry te get information about the
North-West. Then if the statement of
the Minister for Lands is proved to he
correct, that other people do not know as
much as he dnres about the North-West—

The Minister for Tands: Yon might as
well stiek to the trath. T did not =av that.

Mr. RENNEALLY: Did the Minister
say he knows nothing about it?

The Minister for Lands: T &id not, and
neither did T sax that T knew more than
other people.

Mr. KENXNBALLY: Then an  inquiry
would give evervhody an opportunity to
leavn more about the Nevth-West and the
Minister eould support the amendment on
that ground. Having the information he-
fore us, we ecould then give altention to
the question of extending the leases.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mit-
chell—XNortham) [8.52]: There is one
point T should like to clear up and that is
recarding security of tenure. By seeurity
of tenure we mean that the pastoralist or
farmer is not to he dispossessed. That is
one thing, hnt fixing the term of pastorai
leases iz fuile another thing. The one has
no connection with the other. A man might
have freehold property which is morigaged.
and he micht bo iven zecurity nf tenure
becaunse of his debts. The member for East
Perth confnses protection under such cir-
cumstances with an extension of pastoral
lenses, whereas the one has nothing to do
with the other. As a matter of fact the
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lemislation that protects the farmer, proteets
also the squatter and the man whe has pro-
perty in Perth.  All of them have precisely
similar protection. 1f the member for Jast
I’erth turned up the Aet, he wounld see that
the protection of mortgagors acainst mort-
aavees gues very far. True, the Aet will
operate only until the 30th December next,
but the Leader of the Oppaosition approves
of sueh proteenion, just as we do, and it will
be renewed vear after year so long as it be
neeessary to afford such protection.  We
will disen=s that matter later, and the hon.
menther will he stagzered to learn the length
tn which we have gone to proiect the mort-
gagor, whether he he [armer, squatfer or
househnlder,

Mr. Kenneally: The Premier shonld have
heen present while his own supporters were
claiming that they wanted 50 years' exten-
sion for the pastoralist for that proteetion.

The PREMIER: The pastoralists want
the right to use their leases while they paw
rent, interest and other charges. That is
what they are asking, but seeurity of tenure
s a thing gqwite apart.

Mr. Kepneally: They have shat right Lor
the next 16 wyears. Why the haste to put
this Bill through?

The PREMIER: Ts there anything we do
not know about the North-West? Do not
we know the rainfall? That is an important
point.  We know that the North-West is
noi wenerally suitable for agriculiure he-
cause the rainfall is too light. Tt is a pity
that the rainfall is so light. U is verv light
nver the whole of the North-West. hut
cevervhody knows (hat. There is nothing
we o not know about it. We know the
nnmber of rivers and just what they are
like. We have an officer skilled in tropical
agriculture and we know what tropieal agri-
culture ran he undertaken in the North-
West.  We know that it cannot be under-
taken except under irrigation or in other
than very favoured spots. Are not we as
capable of dealing with the matter here to-
uight ax we would have heen three months,
six months or 12 inonths age or on any
night in the week?

Mr. Kenneally: Could not the Bill have
heen introduced three or six months ago?

The PREMTER: Of course it could have
heen. introduced six years ago or at anv
other time, but would not the hon. member
he as likely to understand as much about ir
on the 16th December as on the 16th An-
cust.  We have lived in this country a



2590

long time. We have an interesy in the
whole of the State. All of us know the
North-West, the member for BEast Perth in-
cluded. He knows what the people do there
and of what the country is capable. The
North-West is light-carrying stock country
for the most part begause of the light rain-
fall. Given a considerable rainfall like that
of Queensland, it would be a very different
proposition. The hon. member knows, too,
that the lessees of pastoral lands are pro-
tected in their improvements absolutely, and
that if they were not given a renewal of
iheir leases, the improvements would havg
to he paid for.

Alr. Kenneally: There is no question of
not giving them a renewa!

The PREMTER : 1f it cane to a question
of 2 renewal of mining leases, as it did a
few wyears ago, there might be the sama
trouble. The hon. member might say that
he did not know anything abont the ques-
tion on the 16th December but that he would
know all about it on the 16th August. That
will always be so, regardless of what party
may be in power.

Mr. Kenneally: There is no question of
not giving them a renewal.

The PREMIER: We know what the
North is capable of and what the land will
earry. We know that stocking is the only
use to which we ean put the land, unless we
undertake irrigation at great expense in a
fow places.  There are rivers in the North,
but not a large number, and they are not
vivers that give a permanent supply of
water. They dry off into pools and are not
permanently running streams.  There are
millions of acres of land in this State that
never have been taken up and anybody can
have them Eor the asking. 1 should think it
was clear that in these extraordinavily diffi-
enlt times, when wool and wheat prices
are so low, we should do something to make
it possible for the work of lmproving the
pastoral holdings to be continued, or make
it possible for the people there to hold on
and not drive them off their properties be-
rause of the want of a lease that would give
them the right to use the properties, There
is no question of scenrity in their right: the
iden is to give them the right to use their
properties. Tt is a fact that the quality of
the stoek in the North-West, particularly in
the Wimberleys, has deteriorated consider-
ably, and a good deal of wmonev must be
spent on improvenents and on the purchase
of hetter stock.
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Mr. Kenneally: They hove the vight of
whith you spenk for 16 years.

The PREMIER: Yes, but if we did not
intend to renew the leases, we would have
to give them at least ten yéars’ notice. But
whe wants that land or who is likely to want
it for the running of stock? There are
millions of acres, alinost hundreds of mil-
lions of acres of land in the North-West not
taken up anit not likely to he tuken up. Life
there is full of troubles, trials and hard-
ships; it is not the sort of life that attracts
people nowadays. 1 should think there is
nothing we could learn about the North-
West from inguiry by Royal Commission.
Mr. Wise could tell us all abont the possi-
bilitics of tropieal agriculture. We know
what is possible in the North with regard to
stock. We know what part water supplies
play in the development of that industry.
The land hag to be improved and feneed and
the enttle proteeted.  Vermin must be got
rid of and water supplies have to be cou-
served.  There is nothing that a Rovel Clon-
mission  eould ascertain that we do not
aleeady know. 1o fact, it would be strange,
after all these years, if we did not know
what there is in that part of the State. We
know that the country is fairly uniform, and
that applies also to the ruinfall. We ean
wet the records any time we desire. I hope
the House will not agree to the nmendment,
but will aceept the Bill. T hope the Hounse
will not trv to fool the farmers or anyone
else into thinking that we are extending
preferential trentiment to the pustoralists in
the North and the Novth-West. [ hope they
will not try to fool the farmers by saying
that we allow them three vears, whereas we
avie prepaved 1o allow the pastoralists a
tenure extending  over 50 yemrs, whether
they pay their rent or not.  That is entively
wrong, The pastoralists ave treated just as
we treat the Farmers, and the security of
tenure provided for the pastoralists is as
good, but no better, than that afforded the
faurmers. There is no difference in onr treat-
ment of the twy scetions.

Hon. 3. €. Willeock: You are the only
one who has suggested there is.

The PREMIER: No. The hon. member
who has just resumed his seat talked about
three yvears for the farmers and 50 years for
the pastoralists.

Hon. J. C. Willcock: He said nothing
shout the non-pavment aof rent.
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Mr. Kenneally: Of course not, and the
Premier knows 1 did net.

The PREMIER: Yes, he did. He talked
about three vears for the farmners and 50
years for the pastoralists.

Mr, Kenuneally: But | said nothing about
the nun-paviment of rent, and vou know it.

The PREMIER: Some of these people
cannot pay.

M. Kenneally: You know you are say-
ing what 15 not true.

The PREMIER: [ am not iu the habit
of saving what is not true.

Hon. Jf. . Willeock: The member for
Fasit Perth «did not menlion the point vou
raised.

Mr, Kenneally: And the Premier knows it,

The PREMIER: The hon. member re-
forred to seeurity of tenure und it will be
recognised that that means security aguinst
claims that ein be made aguinst property. 1
refer to clanns for the non-payment of in-
terest, rent, aml so on. That is what security
of tenure means in thal sense.

Mr. Kenneally: The Farmers will tell you
what they think of security of tenure when
they wet the chanee.

The PREMIER: No doubi the clectors
of East Perth will deal with the hon. mem-
her, and Northam will deal genceronsiy with
me, as it always has done.

Mr, Kenneally: There is a suggestion of
insincerity about that remark.

The PREMIER: And the hon. member
will take the high road this time.

Mr. SPEAKER: Ocder! That is not in-
cluded in the Bill, and we had better stick
to it.

The PREMIER : 1 really ruse to make it
clear that wu appreciate the possibilities of
the North, and we know what sceurity of
tenure is available. The member for Kim-
berley (Mr. Coverley) knows just what use
the land can be put to. There are places
where we will be able to go in for tropical

agriculture, That ean he done at Campden
Harbour and other selected spots.  The

Tropical Adviser in Agriculture, Mr. Wise,
knows all the spots, and they ean he taken
from the pastoral leases if required. The
pastoralists do not own the land, and if we
want a part of it for tropical agriculture,
we have the necessary power to take it. We
will do s0 when necessary. [ hope the RBill
will be apreed to, and that the public will
not think that we are not as capahle of
dealing with thiz matter on the 16th Decem-
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ber as on the 14k August. We renewed the
mining leases 20 vears ago, and they did not
have to be dealt witlr by Parliament. I ven-
ture to say that had the matter come before
Parlinment there would have been the same
sort of diseussion, although I do not know
that there is any real oppositidn on this
oceasion,

on. I. . Willeock: There is ne opposi-
tion frowm that standpoint.

The FREMIER: No, but the suggestion
iz that at sone other time it would he quite
all right. It is just as right new as it con
be at any other time. Surely, in view of the
Eact that we do know what the position is in
the North and what we are asked to grant,
we ean pass the Bill now before the House.

MR. COVERLEY (Nimberley—on amend-
ment) [9.6]: On this occasion 1 will go
some distance in supporting the views of
the Premier. 1 shall oppose the amendment
moved hy the Leader of the Opposition,
although not for ihe reasons that the Pre-
mrier has advanced. 1 have on more than
one ocveasion in this Hounse expressed the
vpinien that Kimberley will he nothing but
a pastoral and mining proposition for mauy
years to come. I suffer under ne illusion as
to the possibility of tropieal agricuiture in
that part of the State, from the standpoint
of a commercinl proposition. There are
many selected spots where {ropical agricul-
ture conld be wndertaken suceessiully, but
nevertheless wy apinion is that the distriet
will remain & pastoral and mining proposi-
tion for many vears (o come. [ have not
much  faith in Roval Commizsions. select
committees, and so on.  In the early part of
my  Parlimnentary carecr, 1 supported a
maotion for the appointment of u Roval Com-
migsion 1o inquire inte the development of
the North-West. Effect has not yet heen
given to that motion and, if T may be per-
mitted to proprhesy, it will be many years
before effect is wiven to it. I find that the
new position has arisen in connection with
the pastoral industry in the North, and per-
haps i the exrreme North-West.  Due to
the financial depression or to whatever term
we nay choose to adopt to deseribe what the
{inancial institutions are doing in this part
of the Commonwealth, most of the pas-
toralists are in difliculties. The majority of
them are unable to spenil wmoney on improv-
ing their holdings. On account of the drop
in the price of their procduets, the finaneial
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institutions have 1o carry them on, and difli-
culties have arisen in that regard. My
opinion is that that explains the introdue-
tion of the Bill. Most pastoral properties
are involved with one or other of the finan-
eial institutions, and the lessees find they
cannot meet their commitments. 1 do not
subseribe to the stalements made by the
member for Gascoyne (Mr. Angelo) and
others, to the effect that if the term of the
leases be extended, money Lor developmental
purposes will fall from the clouds. In my
electorate, there are from 46 to 50 stations,
20 of which are owned and controtled by
eompanies, the remainder being owned hy
individnnls. 1 have heen shown linancial
statements by some of the resident owners,
and T am satisfied that unless Parliament
grants the voncession embodied in the Bill—
the pastoralists ave not asking for it but the
finaneial institutions are foreing them to do
so—many of them will have to roll up their
swags and leave their properties. 1 agree
with most of the remarks of Opposition
members with reference to the principle of
oxtended tenure.  We are tying up our
national assels for a fnrther generation. |
am prepared to agree to it, however, becnuse
T believe that, in the course of time, we shall
have in power a CGrovernment strong enough
to comumandeer these properties and ocut
them up into smaller holdings in the inter-
asts of the development of the State, which,
in turn, will be in the interests of the Em-
pire. I imagine that, when we have a Gov-
ernment strong enough to do that, the Im-
perial Government will supply the cash
necessary to enable the North to he developed
along scientifie lines.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison — on
amendment} [9.10): I oppose the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. It ecannot he argued that we are un-
aware of the possihilities of the North-West.
They are well known te us. Tt is a matter
of water conservation (o a large extent, and
expensive and elaborate plant will be essen-
tial hefore we can engage, with any degree
of success, in industries other than the de-
pasturing of stock. T dissociate myself from
the suggestion that the North-West will re-
nain a pastoral proposition for all time.
There are some heautiful partionus in that
part of the State, and in the course of time
the areas will be eut up and tropical indus-
tries will be carried on suecessfullv. White
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people will live there, and produce commodi-
ties for which there will he a ready market.

Hon. J. €. Willeock; We already have
power to resmine land for that purpose.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is why I oppose
the muendment. [ do not want the Minister
for Lands to be under any misapprehension;
we have all the power we need to enable s
to resums iy portion of the Novth-West
that we tequire for the purposes I have
indicated. For my part, 1 do not desire any
expensive inquiry concerning the North, We
have had an expert in the North-West for
many vears, and he has proved a nost valn-
ahle officer, Possibly many members of
Parliament ave nut aware that he is theve.
If his serviees are retained to the State,
gradually but surely we shall find areas such
as that at Carnarvon, where closer settlement
will be prometed and tropical fruits will be
grown. .

Mr. Angelo: He has been a most unseful
officer.

Mr. MARSHALL: VYes, and in vears to
come we shall ore fully appreciate bis
valuable work, [t may not be in my time,
but 1 am sure that in due conrse the North-
West will be us thriving and prosperous as
the South-West, although, of eourse, in a
different divection. There is no necessity
far the appointment vf a Royal Commission.
We kuow the possibilities of the North-
West: it is all a matter of money and water
vonservation.  Until we do, that portion of
our State can he wsed for no other purpose
than raising heet and producing wool and
mutton. | oppose the amendment, but when
ll'-le. Bilt :s hefore us | want to express my
views on it.

HON. J, ¢. WELLCOCK {Geraldton)
[936]: 1 do not desire to deluy the House,
l?llt [ think we have got away from the suh-
Ject matter of the amendment, which raises
the ruestion of whether or not there should
he a readjnstment of the houndariez of the
shations with a view to increasing the pro-
duetive capacity of the leases. That was a
point made by the Leader of the Opposition.
The member Eor Rochonrne spoke about the
revaluation or reappraisement of the lenses,
but that is not the pnint at all. There are
some 400 or 500 stations in the State. all
af which appear to have been taken up pro-
miscuonsly.  People have come along and
pezged out leases without the land having
heen wurveved. That method of selecting
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land is nol i the best interests of the de
velopment vf the country.  Some stations
have an area of a wmillion acres, others
00008 acres, while sume have an area of
only 30,000 to 40,000 acres. As explained
by the wembers for Hunnans and Guildford-
Midland, we should bhave some evidence
that the pooling of the leases will tend {0
their hetter development, =0 that existing
watercourses and roads can be uzed to hetter
advantage.  We have not had any evidence
that the land has been (aken up or worked
in the most economieal manner. The Pre-
mier  spoke abounf the rainfall and about
what the laud is capable of producing: hui
in some instanecs people are holding oo
much kand. Tf people are hollding too muci
land and ave not developing it, bat mercly
holding it for the benefit of their wrand.
children, then it will not be in the interests
of the Stale to grant them an extension of
their leases for a further term of 50 vears.
I remember that on the last oceasion when
Parliament extended the leases, in 1917, it
was stated, “We will agree at this stage in
the  extension of the leases for 20 years:
but hefore any further extension is granted,
it should be the duty of Parliament to sec
that the land has heen selected in the hesi
interests ¢f the developuent of the north-
west portion of the State, and with a view
to the production of wealth”™ That was
another point raised by the Leader of the
Opposition.  The observations made hy the
member for Guildford-Midland on this mat-
ter are classical beeause of their appre-
piiateness to the subject of the development
ol the North-West, He has evidently made
an iutenze stndy of the matier. He had
opportunities of deing so during the time
he was residing in the North-West and when
he was Minister for Lands. He made it very
clear that we could not intelligently discuss
this matter until a ihorough investigation
had been made hy experts.  Why should we
grant an extension of these leases 16 years
priav to the date when they will expire?
No doubt seven or eight vears hefore the
leases expire we should arrive at some de-
finite poliey for the development of the
pastoral areas. We should make it easier
for the people of the North to produce
wealth in the pastoral indusiry. Some pas-
toralists with comparatively  =mall areas
have been forced to take up land itwo
or three hundred mile< in'amd. while other
pastoralists are holding a million acres, por-
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tion of which is within 14 or 15 miles of a
port. I all the areas were pooled, so to
apeak, arrangeents might be made whereby
reasonable aceess to ports conld be given to
all pastoralists, That is what has been done
in the agricaliural arveas. 1 see ho reason,
unless, "of course, there is some political
reason, why these leazes should be extended
now. | know of a number of people in the
North-West who are not satisfied with the

way in which the land has heen selected
there.  The member for Hannans gave

striking inscanee, which nobody contradicted.

AMr. Chureh: 1 did.

flon, J. C. WILLCOCK: i Distened ‘o
the hon. member and did not hear bim
contradiet the member for Hannans,

Mr. Chureh: 1 bhave spoken to the man
referred to by the member for Hannans and
he said it was absolutely wrong.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: Do you mean
Mr. Barrert-Lennard?

Mr. Chureh: Yes, he told me.

Hon. J. C. WILLCDCK : Dill he =ay that
what the member for Happans said was
wrong !

Mv. Chureh: Yes, 1 rang him up and asked
him. That is your answer.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: But the hon.
member did not say that during the course
uf hiz %peech.

Mr. Chureh: T did say so.

Hon, J. C. WILLCOCK: That is a matter
hetween Mr. Barreti-Lennaml and the mem-
Ler for Hannan=. T eannot deal with it at
this stage. What is a reasonable fime to
extend the Jeases?  We might decide that
30 vears iz not long enough and say they
should be extended for 70 years. We might
he able to ohtain intormation from a finan-
einl institntion us to whay is a reasonahle
period fo extend the leases. The last Gov-
ernment made a guess aml said 20 vears
was long enough.

The Minister for Lands: Weol was then
1z, 5d. a b,

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: | am talking
about what is a reaszonable time lo exten
the leases. We have had no information
ahont that. The present Government say
50 vears iz a reasonable time. but we want
to knew from somebody in authority, who
has had  experience, what a reasonable
period is.

The Minister for TLand«: You could not
arbitrarily fix a periad which would satisfy
cvervhody,
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Houn. J. €. WILLCOCK: No, but what is
a rveasonable peviod ! 1t would net be right
to grant an extension for 50 yems if 30
years would serve the purpose.  Goodness
knows what is going te happen to this
conutry 40 or 50 years hence. What does
the member for Roehourne suggest is a
reasonable time?

Mr. Church: Just what is in the Bill.

Hoen. J. C. WILLCOCK : The member for
Roebourne, in common with his colleagues
in the North-West, was entirely and de-
finitely satisfied when, 10 years ago, he got
an extension fov 30 years. What has altered
his opinion since then? Now he savs he
wants an extension for 50 vears.

Mr. Church: I did not. According to the
Bill, it is 33 years,

Hon., J. C, WILLCOCK: Thirty-three
vears on top of the present term, which
makes 49 years altogether. ! am sorry the
Government will not agree to the amend-
ment. The Bilt will be passed and not a
single individual in the Novth-West affected
hy it will know anvthing about it.

The Minister for Lands: T guarantee their
members know a good deal about it, particu-
larly the members for Kimberley and Gas-
coyne.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK : T object fo n
close arrangement being made hy two or
three men,

The Minister for Lands: We did not say,
se vou know, that the Bill was nnt being
introduced.

Hen. J. C. WILLCOCK: The Bill will be
passed by Parliament before the people in
the North-West know anxthing ahount it

The Minister for Lands: If they knew,
they would ask for 100 years, so it is just
as well not to let them know.

Hon. J. C. WILLEOCK : There are prob-
ably some people in the North-West who
would not he in favour of the Bill. Theve
was a considerable amount of opposifion to
the previous extension of the leases. The
Bill is heing rushed through so quickly that
it will he impossible for the opposilion to
it to make itself articulate. T guoarantee
that not one of the constituents of the mem-
her for Roebourne knows anything about
the Bill, unless the hon. member sent a wire
telling them the Government were introdue-
ing it. Did he have zome understanding
behind the back of Parliament with the
Minister for Lands?

[ARSEMBLY.)

The Minister for Lands: 1 mentioned it
cn the Estimates.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: There may he
1,000 of the 3,000 or 4,000 pedple in the
North-West who might desire to express
their opposition to the Bill. They may
think the Bill is not in the best interesis of
the North-West. 'We certainly silence their
opposition by not telling them anything at
all about the Bill. 1 do not think it is right
or honourable for Parliament to pass legis-
lation in this way. Why should not the
Government agree to delay the measure w0
that the people of the North-West may have
an opportunilty of expressing their views
upon it? If we do something Dbehind their
backs, they will not forgive us. Not one
of them has had an oppertnnity of acquaint-
ing himself with the provisions of the RBill.
Yet here we are legislating for millions of
arres of land. We are not justified in doing
that without lefting the people interested
know ahout it. Reasonable delay would not
mean any injustice to the pastoralists.
Why then should we have alt this hurry? 1
will support the amendment.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Flon.
C. @. lLatham—TYork—on amendment)
[9.31]: | appreciate the way in which the
Opposition have stated their ease, but T ean-
not help feeling impressed with some of the
statements made. One has onlv to look at
the map on the wall to see the tremendous
area of Crown lands still left in the North-
West. Tf any man sclects a piece of that
land, he has only 16 years of a lease left.
Flow could he possibly obtain money
to ennbhle him to develop and improve
that land within 16 years? The shyest
thing I know is money. If a person has
money to invest he requires substantial
security. The area of Crown lands left wp
North alone justifies the extension of the
lcases. If we extend the leazes, when there
are any land rents in arreas we shall have
a longer period over which to spread those
arrears and so make the payments easier.
Again, the capitalisation of the stations is
very much greater than it was in 1917 for,
as. I have already sald, properties have
changed hands at a figure exceeding £55,000,
and with the fall in the prices of wool and
stock, it is impossible for the leaseholders
to make their annual payments. So the
cxtension of the leases will eaze the pozition.
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As to the proposed Roval Commission, in
1926 the House carried a motion for a Roval
Commission, a motinn moved hy the mem-
ber for Pilbara (Mr. Lamond).  The pre-
sent Leader of the Opposition was then
Premier, and he told members it would re-
guire millions of monex to do anything np
there. So it would. T could not make out
u better eaze agninst the appointment of
a Royal Commizsion than if T were to use
the words then used hy the prezent Leader
of the Oppozition, for the view he holds to-
day is the same ns it was in 1926, No Roval
Comuission was appointed, hecause the
hen. member then told the Honse that the
tagsk before the Government in developing
the Sounth-West. was quite enough, withont
seriously attempting the development of the
North.

Hon. P. Collier: That has no bearing upon
this,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Exeept
that it shows haw difficult it is for us to-day.

Hon, P. Collier: That is admitted.

. The MINISTER IFOR TAXNDS: We
are not giving away this land, hut only
leasing it for 50 years. And, after all, the
leaseholders have no security of tenurve, for
anyone ¢an enter upon those leases and
seleet land for agricultural purposes.

Hon. 1. Collier: But it is not agricultural
land.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: That is
admitted, hut Mr. Wise, the tropieal adviser,
has told us there ave along the coast places
where tropical fruits amd pastures conld be
grown.  Fowever, it is a guestion, not of
goowing those products, but of marketing
them. The only way to use the North to any
real advantage is to wait until our popula-
tion is sulficiently dense.

Hon. W, D. Johngon: We have no room
for a den=e population.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
mimber cannof be earnest in that.  All coun-
tries have heen developed the same as we are
developing  Western  Australia:  first  the
aborigines, then the pastoral industry, then
the agricultural industry tollowed by indus-
trialism and eommercialism. Hud the member
for Guildford-Midland accompanied s on owr
trip ihrovgh Kimberley T am sure that any
assistance he could give to leascholders there
to enable fhein to get more money for
development purposes, he would have heen
only too glad ta give. My one regret is that
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the member for Milbara, who was with us on
that trip, is unable to he here to-night, for
lip would certainly echo the vemarks of the
members representing the North. There is
np politieal significance whatever in the Bill.
We want to relieve the feclings of the pas-
toralists in the North, who are performing
a very important function. [ am afraid we
do not appreciate how much we owe to them.
What is required is to let them have some
security of fenuve to offer their financiers, so
that thev may get monev to enahle them to
Lhang on nntil things improve. The Leader
of the Opposition said the Bill was late in
being introduced, 1 admit that,  Probably
it was any own fanlt. T assure the House
that in my oifice the pring of the Bill to
amend aml consolidate the Land Act em-
hodied this Bill, whieh was lifted out of the
consolidation Bill in an attempt to expedite
the work and allow the session Lo ¢lose hefore
Christmaz. T am sure the hon. member
would not helieve that 1 would put up any-
thing which was not frue. ITad it heen
possible to gel that Land Aet consolidation
drafted earlier, it would have been intro-
duced earlier,  Probabiy it was due to my
lack of knowledge as to what was entailed
in the preparation of a consolidating mea-
sure. It is an enormous joh. EHowever, that
task 1= now completed, and I hope that who-
ever may he Minister Tor Lands in the next
Pacliament will be ahle to introduce that
Bill in the first session. [ aan sorey members
as a whole cannot agree to support the Bill
as we have introduced it, hut 1 can assure
them iliere is no olterior motive behind the
Bill. There is a misunderstanding in respeect
of the seenvity of tennre.  [f the pastoralists
do not pay their rent, their leases are <ubject
to forfeiture just the saine as any other fand
held under lease from the Crown. There is
no security for them against vheir creditors,
any more than there is for the wheatgrower;
s0 we are not giving them a securitv which
we do not give to other seetions of the com-
munity, The Mortgagees' Rights Restrie-
tion Act gives exactly the same security to
pastornlists as to agricnhurists. I want to
clear up that point. because the farmers to-
day are having a very desperate time, and
T am sure no member wonld  desire in-
correctly ta inform any farmer aud let him
think we are giving to others what we are
not giving to bim. By this Bill the pas-
toralists will nat get any more security of
tenure than the wheatgrowers have, Any
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man doing a fair thing has no reason to fear
& forfeiture of his land beeause lie is unable
for a time to pav his rent. T oppose the
atmendment,

Amendment put and negatived,

MR. MARSHALL {Murchison) [9.45]:
While T ngree to an extension of i(he
leases, | am not prepared to go as far as
the Government propose. A period of 50
vears is far too long. I shall support the
seecond reading of the Bill in the hope of
wetting the period reduced in Comnittee.
Quite a lot of exeuses have been made by
the Minister to justify the proposal to
extend the leases for 30 vears. Fe said
that extension was neeessary to enable
the pastoralists to securve finance to de-
velop their holdings. T am not under any
misapprehension abont that. T do not
think the extension of the leases will as-
sist the pastoralists to the extent of en-
abling them to get one extra penny of
new money for developmental work., If
the pastoralists suceeed in getting any ad-
ditional funds from the Fnancial institu-
tions, the money will be advanced only
to enable them to.carry on. I am not so
faolish ax to believe that they will get a
flood of money for new work. The posi-
tion now as compared with 1917 is quite
different.  The associution of pastoralists
who in 1917 prownpted the then Govern-
ment, 11 years before the expivation of
the leases, to grant an extension, did so
conditienally, They made a fifty-fifty pro-
posal, and the result was that the Govern-
ment proposed that the leases be extended
from 1928 to 1948, provided the rents were
inereasced 100 per cent, That was agreed to.
The squatters eonsidered it was falr and
reasonable, in return for the extension, to
pay double the previous renis.

Mr, Cliurch: For how long did they
agree to pav the double rents? Only un-
til they were re-appraised.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, but no squatter
knew what would happen under the re-
appraisement. They certainly admitted
that they were paving loo Iow a rent, and
thev were prepared to pay donble until
the reappraisement was made. To-day the
position i different.  Although an exten-
sion of the leases is propoesed, the rvents
have heen redured materiallv.  They were
redaeed last yenr.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Alv, Chorch: Meeording to the priee of
wool.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes. The rents were
reduced in a haphazard way, Any member
with experience of the Murchison or the
North-West will admit that a large area
of land 15 being and has been held tor =
considerable number of years without be-
g improved. It the land is held by the
same lessees for another 50 years, it will
not he improved. My argument of last
vear applies to-day. Rather than roncede
i reduction of reut haphozardly, each
case should have heen taken on its meriis.
Fach pastoralist should have been ques-
tioned to this effect, **What aren of land
are vou holding?  How long have you
held it? How mueh of it have youw im-
proved?’” Thus we could have aseeriained
that many lessees vequired, not se mueh a
reduction of rent as a reduction of area,
whieh would have saved them monev in
the  pavinent of rent. That course was
not adopted. Now it is proposed to extend
the leases, but we are not to consider
whéther the properties held will be made
fuily productive. We are asked to say, in
effect, *“We are not coneerned about the
area vou hold, or vonr development of it:
vou ean have it for the next 50 vears.’’
The Bill also proposes a farther reduction
in rent. | agree that the postoralists are
having a hard time, but the farmers are
also suffering acutely, The eanse in each
instance, in my opinion, is the same. In
the wheatbelt ave farmers holding 2,000
or 3,000 acres of land. Men hecome land-
hungry: they hold aveas far in excess of
what they ean develop, and they have to
pax rates and taxes on land that is pro-
dueing nothing. That condition of affairs
15 as glaring in the pastoral areas as in
the agricuitural areas. To grant a reduoe-
tion in rent when pastoralists are playing
the part of the dog-in-the-manger is not
richt. They are to be given extension of
their leases, not Lo enable them ta produce,
hut to prevent ather people from produe-
ing. If they want to hold iand out of
nge. thev should pay a reasonahle priee
for it. espeeciallv as they are depriving
ather people of the opportunify of lakine
it up and developing it. That i= ane of
the veasons why T dislike granting an ex-
tension  withent first having a therorgh
review of the position. One station has
heon held hy the present lessee for the
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past 25 years, lle haz gradually ab.
sorbed the coumtry avound his original
=election and, with a partner, is holding
about 2%, million acres of land, which is
fraversed by a railway. 1 suggest that not
half a million aeres of it is thorouzhly im-
proved. Yet that land will he held out of
production for the next 30 years. Tf the
pastoralist= want a voncession, the Stage
should grant it anly on the condition that
they do the job reuived of them hy law.
If thex will not nse the land, thev should
not be allowed to hold it. The pastoralists
are f(inancially bogged, but I am not too
sure that the finaneinl instituiions do nat
encourage the holding of large aveas. Tt
seems necessary to hold a large area, even
thongh the major portion of it be produe
ing nothing. in order to get assistance from
the lnanecial institutions,  We should have
many more people producing wheat. wool
and mutton. What has retarded scttlemens
has been {he holding of large areas and the
using of only a fraction of them. It is frue
that the fixing of the alignments of the pas-
taral lenses haz heen a matter of guess-
work. Thongh eertain lines have heen
struck and divigions made in the Murchison
and North-West, T do not suppose 50 of the
pastoral leases have heen surveyved or hal
the houndaries technically defined.

Hon. J. ¢, Willcaek: Some of the lines
on the Murchison were run out by lavmen,

Me. MARSHALL: Sceveral stations have
surveyors wlho survey the heoldings, and oun
one station it houndary was found to be 18
miles out. The fixing of houndaries has
been approsimate. A man wounld mount -
horse and start from a datum ‘pee. He
would estiinate that the horse trotted six
miles an hour, and after travelling for four
hours, would arrive at the eonclnsion that
he had gone 24 miles. That iz the way pas-
toral leases have been surveved.

The Minister for Agriculture: I wonld
not put my money on that horse.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Minister, being
Seoftish, would not put it on any horse. 1T
agree with the remavks of the Leader of the
Opposition, and the member for Geraldton
about endeavouring to seeure a hetter align-
ment ol the leases, bat there will he trouble
when the task is undertaken and a gond deal
of expense iz likelv to he involved, especi-
ally if leases ocrupying good positions are
interfered with. The time will eome when
it must he done. [ doabt if we shall be able
to linanee it for many vears. Tt will he a
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costly job. Compensation will be paid to
the onc and possibly taken from the other.
Ultimately the Treasury will be ealled upon
to foot a fairly large bill to get anywhere
near correcting the present awful align-
mentz of our pastoral leases generally. Tt
s wrong to extend the leases for 50 years
when they still have 16 years to run. Tt
will he time enough to think about an ex-
tension three or six years hence. T con-
gratulate the Government upon their con-
sistency: whenever they do tackle the ques-
tion of leases they carry out the job effi-
ciently, They have got up to as high as 99
vear lenres.  They have a penchant for ex-
tendling certain leases for a long pericd. In
Committee 1 shall move to reduce the tern.
The pastoralists could not expect to get
seeurity of tenure for 50 vears when tliey
have 16 vears already to go. I admit that
portion of the State cannot he used for any
other purpose for a long time. I have no
desire to be 2 dog in the mwanger, and pre-
vent people from doing what 1 carnot do
myself. T compliment our woo! growers and
beef raisers. They have heen Very generous
to the Stzte and have huilt up a wonderful
industry which has not cost the Govern-
ment anvthing to speak of. Our wool in-
dustry has been developed by privatr enter-
prise and often at great sacritice in the
carly days.  Pastorlists do deserve some
consideration, and in so far as thev do 1
zhall be prepared to let them have an exten-
ston. I disagree with that portion of the
Bill that permits ope manager to manage
more than one station, Tt is & had look-ont
for us if our milllon-nere propositions can-
not run one white man.

The Minister for Lands: What
dealing with that in Commnutrtee ?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes. I support the
second reading, conditional on there heing

a reduction of the term of leases provided
thercin.

ahout

MR. COVERLEY (Kimherley) [10.3]:
I support the seeond readine, but in Com-
mittee will endeavour to sccure cortain
amendments.  The three principles involved
in the measure sre—the extension of the
leases. the reappraisement of the leases, and
the limitation of areas.  Will the Minisier
explain how (he reappraisement will affect
the parent Aet?

The Minister for Tands: T will do so in
Committee.
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Question put aud passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Mr. Angelo in the Chair: the Minister for
Lands in eharge of the Bill.
Clause 1- -agreed to.

Clapze 2 -Extension of term for which

leases may be granted under prineipal Aet
ns amended by No. 19 of 1917 and this Aet:

Mr. MARSHALL:

went—

1 move an amend-

Phat in line 15 the words “eighty-two™’ be

struek out and ¢¢sixty-two’’ be inserted in
lieu. ‘
This wonld ensure a total tenure of 30 years,
and should satisfy the squatters. When the
{ime comes for a review of the position the
right thing, [ am snre, will be done by these
people.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T cannot
aceept the amendment. We have submitFed
sufficient evidence to justify an extension
{or the full 50 years. The people will not
be deprived of any rights. On much of t‘hiq
land it is neeessary to put down artesian
bores belore it can he used for stock,
These hores are verv expensive, and have to
he relaid from time to time. If people are
wiven only n short lease they wounld not be
iikely to ineur the necessary expense in de-
velopment,

Mr. MARSHALL: Does the Minister
arene that it will be more expensive to put
down bores in the future than it has been
in the past?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Mr. MARSHALL: Pastoralists have spent
buge sums of money in the past. without a
lease extending over 30 years. As a mattey
of fact. no money will be spent on borer,
feneing or sheds for many years to come un-
less the price of wool improves, T agree that
the leases shonld he extended, Imt T think
the sugwestion that a term of 50 vears i:
necessary to enable money to be raised for
horing is ridienlous.

Hou. 8. W. Munsie: At Wiluna £€1,250,000
has been spent on an 18-vear lease,

The Minister for Lands: That is a wast-
ing asset.

Mr. MARSHALL: Then the risk is all
the greater.

[ASSEMBLY ]

The Minister for Tands: There will he
very little left behind at the end of 18 veurs.

Mr. MARSHALL: Eighteen years is no-
thing in the life of 2 mine.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. COVERLEY : Will the Minister ex-
plain how the annual rental is to be applied

when the reappraisement iz effected next
rear!?
The MINISTER TOR LANDS: The

rental will be assessed by the board. I be-
lieve the rental basis, as hetween Kast and
West Kimberley, 15 wrong. The board have
been instructed that thev are to take no
notice of the differential basis as hetween
the two Kimberleys, bnt to fix a rental fur
the whole of the Kimberleys.

Mr. Coverlevy: Then the next appraize
ment will he 13 vears after the one fixed
next vear?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, it
will be fixed without consideration for the
amending Act last vear. Afier visiting that
part of the State, | believe a mistakn was
niaile when we passed that measure.

Clause put and passed.

Clanse 3---agreed 1o,

Clavse d—Amendment of Section
No. 19 of 1917:

Mr. COVERLEY . Paragraph (a) does
nwot appeal to me with regard (o the limita-
tion of areas. We are doing our utmuost
te eneonrage pastoralists to emplox labour
and we want to inerease the population in
the onter aveas. T move an amendmeni—

30 of

That presgraph () be struck out,

Amendment put ad passed: the clanse,
A= amended, agreed to,

Clase H—agresd to,

Clanse - -Amendment of Seetion 107 of
principal Aer:

Mr. COVERLEY:  The clause provides
that the natives may enter any enclosed or
nnenelosed bur otherwise unimproved parts
of a lease, to seek their sustenance in their
acenstomed manner.  \i present the natives
can visit water holes and get roots and
whatever thev reynire. [ eannot sec any
reason for the elonse. T hope it will be
deleted. .

Clanse pul and negatived.

Clauses 7. 8- aceeed to.
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Schedule, Tiile—agreed tu.

Bill reported with amendments and the
report adepted.

Third Reading.

Read o third time and transmitted to the
Couneil,

BILLS (2)—RETURNED.

1, Secession Referendum,
With amendments.
2, Land and Income Tax Aszsessment Aect
Amendment {No. 1),
Without amendment.

BILL—-ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2.)

Received from the Council and read a
first time.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2.)

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
J. Seaddan—>Maylandg) [10.23] in moeving
the secend reading said: This is o Bill
which has rveached us from another place.
Jt was introduced in eonsequence of gz re-
solution passed by that Chamber drawing
attention to the fact that on the goldfields
of the State there were quite a number
of tuilings dumps in respect of which, al-
though apparently it was not possible to
find nn owner for them, it wus not lawful
to issuc a license to enable them to he re-
treated.  Members will of course know
that quite a quantity of tailings which
econld not he re-treated profitably when
the standard value of gold was £4 45, 11144,
per ounce, can be profitably re-treated to-
day. As it was not possible to give a
legal title to those tailings, ther have
remained untreated. The Bill will amend

the existing Mining Act to permit of their

being retreated. The Bill applies to tailings
dumps on tailings areas, mining leases and
water rights. Where they exist on mining
leases that have Leen abandoned since 11104,
licenses c¢an be and have been grunted for
their re-treatment, Those dumps that ex-
isted on leases abandoned prior to 1904
(and there is quite a number of them) ave
not in the same ecategory. They ecannot
be re-treated. Small leases wore taken up
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of about 12 acres eaeh and, in ovder to
avoid putting the tailings dumps on the
lease itself, the lessee made application to
the Crown for nnd obtained the right to
put his tailings on what are known us
tailings areas or maehinery areas. While
the mining lease itself wuz abandoned,
there was no abandonment of the owner-
ship of the tailings on the tailings areas
or machinery areas. Tt is not possible to
establish who are the owners of such tail-
ings dumps, but notwithstanding that, the
Crown have not been able to grant licences
to re-treag them. The Bill, if passed, will
perniit of that being done, The granting
of the licenses will provide additional work
angd will also mean the production of more
gold at a time when gold is being sold at
a high price. T move—

That the Bill be now read it seeond time,

In Committee.

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

Third Reading.
Read a third time and passed.

BILL—MARRIAGE ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Keading.

ME. PAREER (North-East Fremantle)
[10.31] in moving the secondl reading said:
This i~ 2 short Bill to rectify an anomaly
i the existing law,

Hon. P, Collier: 1t
Couneil?

Mr. PARKFER: Yes. At present a man
may narry his deceased wife's sister, buf
he zannot marry his deceased wife's sister’s
daughter. The same applies in the opposite
degree in respect of a womman marrving the
son of her deceased hushand’s brother. The
Bill is purely to rectifv nn anomaly of the
law, and that is all there is in it. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

comes  from  the

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

fu Committee,

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported withouf amendinent and the
report adopted.
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Third Reading,

Read a third time and passed, and
a  message accordingly returned to  the
Couneil,

Howse adjonrned wt ELIT pom,
Ncgislative Conncil,
Tuesday, 20th Derember. 1932,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and vead pravers.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from the Licut.-Governor recvived
and read notifying aszeunt to the undermen-
tioned Bills:—

1, Tenantz, Purchasers
Relief Act Amendment.

and  Maortgagors’

2, Municipal Corporutions Act Amend-
ment.
BILL-LAND AND INCOME TAX

ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT
{No. 2).
Tu Commitlec.

Resumerd {rom the 16th Treeemher. Hon,
J. Uornell in the Chair, Hon. .J, J. 1Tolmes
in charge of the Bill,

Title:

Hon. 1. J. HOLMES: At the last sitting
of the Cowmmitice, Mr. XKitson raised the

point that a similar Bill to this amended
the Land and Tneome Tax Assessment Act,

[COUNCIL.)

1907-1931. This particalar Bill amends the
Acets of 1907-1924. | find that this measure

is in no way complicated with the other une,

and I3 quite in order.
Titlo—agreed to.

Bill repoited without amenduient, and che
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Read a thivd tine, and pussed.

BILLS—BILLS OF SALE ACT °
AMENDMENT.

Third Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (llon. (. F.
Baxter—~Fast) [4.40]: 1 move—

That the Bill he now rend a third time,

HON. J. M. DREW ((‘entval) [$41]: I
oppose the third reading. T was ahsent
for a hrief period when the Minister made
his seeond reading =peeel, hut 1 have ex-
amined the Bill since and come to the con-
clusion thal it is not as innoeent ag its size
would indieate.  Its object is to validate
cortain bills of sale which have not heen
registered in acenrdance with the Aet. Tt
does not =ay =0 in as many words, but that
is its objeetive. Under the Bills of Sale
Act, notices of inlention to vegister must
e miven exeept in a few specified eases. Tt
would seem that snch notice wns not given
when it sheuld have been given. and bilis of
sile luwve heen registered contravy to the law.
The law is to he altered and made retrospee-
tive =0 as (v protect the interesis and serve
tie fulure purpozes of the gentlemen vitally
conrerned, whoever they may he. 1 do not
knew who they arve, and have not had time
in which ¢ make inyuiries. Notice of in-
tention to register is net necessary in certain
circumstances when the security is wool or
=tock on a station. A siation is interpreted
to mean “any land used whelly or partly
for the purposes of depasturing stock,
whether the same shall consist of frechold
Tund or land held under lease or license, nr
partty of freehold land or partly of land
vo leld”  Seetion 18 of the Bills of Sale
et Amendment Aet, 1906, is amended hy
Section 15 of the Bills of Sule Art Amend-
ment Aet, 1914, Clause 2 of the Bill amends
the Act by deleting the words “on a station,”
adl deleting the pryasraph wbi-h defines a
sfatinn, The Iaw exempts Nom natioe of



