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Hon. E. ROSE: I do not think his work
bere has qualified him for recommending a
potato expert for the South-West. We want
a fully qualified man. A& a rule the men ap-
pointed to these positions are not qualified.
Mr. Baxter says that Mr. Wickens has control
of the State farms and of the butter and bacon
factories, Judging by the result of the Bus-
selton factory, I do not think he has proved
himgelf altogether capable. The State farm
at Brunswick is sending the whole of its cream
all the way to Busselton. That in itself should
condemn the aetion of the manager. Why
should not that eream be sent to Bunbury and
80 save many miles of railway carriage?

Hon. H. Stewart: Does not Mr. Wickens
know all about potatoes?

Hon, E, ROSE: I cannot say, but I know
we certainly “want a potato expert down there
to advise the growers. Mr. Baxter quoted the
tonnage of potatoes grown in Western Aus-
tralia during the past two years. Over 2,000
tons per annum are sent away from farms
along the Collie River. It waa that distriet I
had in mind when speaking of the blight. The
question there is very serious. Unless we learn
how to cradicate the blight, all the smaller
growers will be squeezed out of the industry.
We want to know the best and cheapest way
of eradicating the blight. Mr. Baxter also
stated that 43; acres of potatoes were growing
at the Brunswick State Farm, F¥rom what 1
have seen, the potatocs have not been o success
at TBrunswick. Only two or three years ago
they bhad a blight there, and I asked Mr, Con-
nor what was wrong with the potatoes. e
replied, ¢‘Trish blight.’’ I then asked him if
he had tried the spray and he said, <‘Ne.
Have you any other questions to ask?’’ That
was the attitude of Mr. Connor towards a
civil inquiry, T do not know that it is neces-
sary to say anything further, secing that Mr.
Baxzter has already appointed Mr. Young for
the time being. 1 hope that, if Mr. Young is
not found to be capable, he will be replaced
by an expert. There are only 18 eows milking
on the Brunswick State Farm, and how the
farm c¢an be financially successful, T do not
know.

Hon., C. F. Baxter {Honorary Minister): I
didl not say it was, T thought you were re-
ferring to the butter factory.

Heon. E. ROSE: If Mr. Wickens were the
mgn he is said to be, he would advise the Gov-
ernment to buy more stock and so make the
farm more profitable, I am pleased to hear
that it is propesed to purchase some cows and
to introduce good pigs down there. In view
of what Mr. Baxter has gaid, I will withdraw
the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

House adjourned at 959 p.m.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Legislative Hssembly,

Tuesday, Ird December, 1518.

The SPEAKER tock the Chair at 430 p.m,,
and read prayers.

[For f‘Questions on Notice’’ and ‘‘Papers
Presented’’ see ‘“Votes and Proceedings.’’]

PAPERS—WITHDRAWAL FROM TABLE.

Mr. SPEAEER: I would draw the atten-
tion of hon. members to the fact that the file
relating to the Goldfields Mining and General
Workers Industrial Union of Workers has
been asked for by the department, I shall be
glad if hon. members will peruse it before to-
morrow as I intend to permit its removal from
the Table of the House.

BILL—DISGHARGED SOLDIERS’ SET-

TLEMENT.

Resumed from the 29th November; Mr.
Stubbs in the Chair; the Premier in charge of
the Bill

Clause 24—-Restriction on right of transfer:

Hon. J, MITCHELL: This clavse will not
allow a soldier to transfer his land under a
period of 10 years. I think that is too long.
It seems to me that five years’ residence
should be sufficient.

The PREMIER: Wc should not allow a re-
turnel soldier to transfer under a period of
10 years a lense which has been granted to
him under such generous conditions. It would
be unwise to allow the lease to be transferred
too soon and five years is not long enough.

Mr. SMITH: I cannot agree with the Pre-
mier., I do not see why we should make any
distinetion between leases granted to soldiers
and leases granted to others. We are granting
these concessions to soldiers for serviees ren-
dered, and if they put in the ordinary term
of five years there should be no objection at
the end of that period to the soldiers deing
what they like with the property. They have
rightly earned it, and having spent five years
in improving the property, it would be hard
upon them to make any distinetion so far as
they are concerned. I move an amendment—

That the word ‘‘ten’’ be struck out and

‘ifive’? inserted in lieu,

Amendment put and passed;
amended, agreed to,

Clause 25—agreed to.

Clause 26—Power to extend Act to advances
made beforec the commencement thereof:

Hon, T. WALKER: What iz the scope to
be given to those who are interested, apart
from the Government or the beard, in settling
soldiers upon the land?

The PREMIER: This is intended to legal-
ise any concessions that have been granted to
the returned soldier in accordance with the
provigions of this Bill

Hon. T. Walker: By whom?

The PREMIER: By the Government. It
cannot apply to any scheme, but that which
has been set in motion by the Government.

the clause, as
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This merely makes the Bill retrospective in
regard to these matters,

Hon. T. WALKER: If it simply means
what has been done in anticipation of the Bill
the clansc should say so.

The Premier: That is all.

Hon. T. WALKER: That is not stated.
There are many private schemes that contem-
plate the settlement of raturned soldiers, and
this clause ought to be amended to prevent it
from embracing those schemes.

The Premier: There are no private schemes
in operation,

Hon. T, WALKER: The ¢lause should be
amended so that the Governor may extend it
to all things done with the sanction of the
Government in contemplation of the passing
of this measure.

The PREMIER: I-think the clause is de-
finite enough as it is. Power iz only given to
the Executive to extend the provisions of the
Aect in this way. It only applies to any scheme
which may be embodied in the Bill, and to no
other. I know of no scheme except those
which have been inangurated by the Govern-
ment.

Hon. P. Collier: There may be some.

The PREMIER: There are none now, and
after the Bill is passed it will not apply fo
any. I do not know that there is even a neces-
sity for the clause,

Hon. T. WALKER:
ment—

That after the word ‘‘made’’ in line 2
there be inserted ‘‘with the sanetion of the
Government. '’
Tha PREMIER:

that.

Amendment put and passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

C’lauscs 27 to 29—agreed to.

Postponed Clause 10—Special provision for
settlement of discharged soldiers:

The PREMIER: I move an amendment—

~ That in Subetause 4 all the words after

““he’! be struck out and ‘!remitted, but this

shall not apply to an area of more than

166,000 acres’’ be inserted in lieun.

This will mean that the payment of the rent
on o pastoral lease granted to a discharged
soldier may, for the first five years' term, be
remittad.

Mr, ANGELO: If this amendment is ear-
ried, will it debar a returned soldier from ap-
plying for more than 100,000 acres?

The Premier: No. If he takes up 500,000
acres, this will apply to 100,000 acres, and
no maore,

Amendmient put and passed.

The PREMIER: T move a further amend-
ment— .

That Subclause 4, as amended, of Clause
i0 stand as Clause 12.

Amendment put and passed.

Clanse, 23 amended, put and passed.

Postponed Clanse 11—Price of land:

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I wmove an amend-
ment—

That, in Iinea 5 to 8, the words ‘‘or (b)
before the eommencement of this Act, but
after his appointment as an officer or en-
listment as a member of the forces, ag aforo-

I move an amend-

I have no objection to
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said’’ be struck out.

The PREMIER: I have no objection to the
amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I move a further
amendment—
That, in lines 9 to 15, the words ‘‘by
orre-ha]f and any c]zscharged soldier who,
at the tlme of his appointment or enlistment
as aforesaid, was the holder of o conditional
purchase lease under the Land Act, 1898,
shall not, as from the date of hig appomt
ment or enhstment be required to pay more
than one-half of the balance of the purchase
money (exclusive of the value of improve-
ments, if any) payable in respect of his
holding’’ be struck out,
The proposal is to reduce the price of land
by one-half, The effect will be to let the sol-
dier select up to 640 acres of agriculteral land
just as he can sclect 100,000 acres of pastoral
lJand, the 640 acres being the same as the 160
acres free farm to-day. I shall later move
a subelause to give effect to that desire. The
G40 acres will really be a free homestend farm,
but the provision will apply only to the wheat
belt. It would be better to allow the soldier
640 acres free of all charges than to allow
him half rent on, say, 2,000 acres. If he
were selecting 2,000 acres he would be hetter
off under the half rent arrangement, but if he
were selecting only 1,000 acres he would be
better off by getting the 640 acres free. - If
we want to be liberal to the soldier, lct us give
him 640 acres free under the eonditions of re-
sidence and improvements.

Mr, 8mith: What would be the average
value of 640 acres?

Hon. JJ. MITCHELL: The value may be
10s. or perhaps 15s. per acre.

Mr. Smith: Suppose the soldier took 2,000
acres priced at 20s, per acref

Hen, .J. MITCHELL: In that case, of
course, the soldier would save £1,000,

Hon. W. C, Angwin: Your proposal iz to
put 2ll soldiers on the same level?

Hon. J. MITCOELL: Yes.

Mr. Smijth: The Bill is really more generous
to the soldier than your proposal. .

Hon. J, MITCHELL: Only in the case of
those who take up very large areas,

The Premier: But one can only take up
2,000 acres of grazing lease.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: One cau take up
1,000 acres under Seetion 55 and 1,000 ncres

: under Section 56, neither of which would be a

grazing lease at all.

Hon. P. Collier: The one is with residence,
and the other is without residence.

Hon, J, MITCHELL: One can take up
5,000 acres of grazing lease,

Mr. Harrison: Section 56 carries deuble im-
provements,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes. I am anxious
to see all soldiers get equal treatment, and
also the treatment that will suit them best.

The PREMIER: I think I shall be able to
satisfy the House that the provisions proposed
by the Government are more reasonable than
those which the hon. member desires to insert.
In the first place, no one can take up more than
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1,000 acres of first-class land.  Of course, in
addition he can have a homestead lease of 160
acres and, if he wishes, he can take up 5,000
acres as a grazing lease, Under the provisions
of the Bill, the soldier will get 160 acres free.
To that every selector is enmtitled. Then the
soldier gets 1,000 acres at half-price. Sup-
pose the lpnd be valued at 10s, per acre, the
total value would be £500; at half-price, of
course, it would be £250. Sc the returned
goldiar would pay £250 for 1,160 acres. The
hon. member, in his amendment would allow
the returned soldier 640 acres free, but the
returned soldier would have to pay for the
balance at 10s. per acre, which would amount
to £260. Therefore, under the amendment the
goldier would be paying £10 more than he
would have fo pay under the Bill.  Bay a
soldiar takes up 3,000 acres of grazing lease.
Of that area 160 acres would be free. That
leaves 2,840 acres at 4s, per aere, or £568,
Half of that amount is £284. Under the
amendment ho would be allowed 640 acres
free, which would reduce the area to 2,360
acres, for which he would pay full priee, or
£472, whereas under the Bill he would be called
upon to pay £284 for the same proposition, Tt
will thus be seen that the conditions in the Bill
are more gencrous on the larger area than is
the amendment, while even on the smaller area
there would be an advantage of £10.

Hon. J. Mitchell: No.

The PREMIER: But it is so. He can take
up 1,000 aeres, and in addition he has 160
acres as a homestead.

Mr. Pilkington: But you are not giving
eredit for the 160 free acres under the amend-
ment.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: But that is wrong.

The PREMIER: It is proposed in the
amendment not only to give the returned
soldier 640 acres free, but also to give him the
right to apply for another 160 acres as a
homestead Jease. T am afraid it would cause
& great deal of trouble determining whether
the climatie conditions were unsnitable for in-
tense cultivation.

Hon. J. Mitchell:
that now,

The PREMIER: No, but the hon. member,
even in his first amendment, proposes to adopt
that proposal. The provisions in the Bill are
generous, and T hope the hon, memher will not
press his amendment,

We are not discussing

Hon. J. MITCHELL: On the larger area,

T muet admit, the Bill has an advantage avar
my amendment. I was not so much coneerned
about the larger area, but I do want to bhe
generous to the extent of a farm.

Mr. Munsie: And to give every man the
same conceagion,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes. An area of 1,000
acres would be a fair-sized farm on the wheat
belt. If the returned soldier took up 1,000 acres
he would be £45 better off under my proposal
than under the Bill, T was surprised to hear the
Premier say that a man could take up only
1,000 acres of first-clags Jand and 160 acres
‘of homestead, becanse I think a man can take
1,000 acres under residence conditions and
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1,600 under noun-vesidence conditions, or 2,000
acres in all,

The Premier: But the soldier must reside.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: Yes, but he may in
addition select 1,000 acres under Section 3¢
of the Land Act. Therefore he can take 2,000
acres in all,

The Premier; But I meant under resideuce.

Hon, J, MITCHELL: Any soldier may take
up 2,000 acres, I admit that on the Iarger
area he would be Detter off under the Pre-
mier’s scheme, but on the smaller area he
would be much better off under my proposal.
When T framed my amendment I was contem-
plating agricultural land, not pastoral areas.
I confess tliat for some injured men the graz-
ing farms might be of considerable advantage.
I should be sorry to interfere with the Pre-
mier’s proposal in that regard, but so far as
my proposal applies to agricultural iands, it
is absolntely right. If the amendment is
carried I hope the Premier will provide o new
clause dealing with grazing leases.

Mr. MALEY: I do not propose to support
the amendment with regard to the larger areas,
We have a definite illustration of the non-
success of farming in this country with men
holding areas not large enough to carry stock.
The people who have gone under have heen
those who have confined their attentiona solely
to agriculture, those who have not had suifi-
cient area to graze stock, My advice would he
to take as much area as possible and stock the
holdings instead of going in for agrieulture or
anything else solely.

Mr. MUNSIE: I do not like the clause or
the amendment. If we are limiting the area
to 1,000 acres, there is not the necessity for
the amendment that there would be if the avea
were not limited. If the clause is carried as
it is now, it certainly will give a man in a
position to take up a larger area a greater
benefit than the man who can only take up
1,000 acres. As it stands we are not giving
the man who has & c.p. lease a fair deal, If
o soldier has paid balf the money owing on the
land and he returns from the Front, the Bill
only gives him a rebate of half of the balance
owing, whereas the soldier who did not have
land and who enlisted and returns, gets the
full rebate. If there is to be no amendment
to give a man who has already taken up a
¢.p. area better conditions than the clause
gives him, I will support the amendment which
has been moaved,

The Premier: I have an amendment which
will meet the position.

Amendment put and negatived.

The' PREMIER: I move ar amendment—

That after the word ‘‘holding’’ at the
end of line 15 the following words be
added:~—‘“and one half of the amount of
instalments of purchase momey paid by him
prior to his a.ppmntment. or enlistment ex-
clugive of the value of improvements, if any,
may he applied towards the payment of
such balance of the purchase money,’’

Mr. MUNSIE: T agree that the amendment
makes the position fair. The Premior stated
the returnsd soldier may possibly be ta.klng up
land that has been repurchased with improve-
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ments on it. Therefore, this amendment will
not apply to repurchased land.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Often Crown lands are
improved before sale.

The Premier: The clause does not apply to
repurchased land.

Amendment put and passed;
amended agreed to.

Title—agreed to.

the clause as

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bill reported.

BILL—CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT.
Council’s Amendments,

Sehedule of six amendments made by the
Legistative Couneil now considered.

In Committee.
M. Stubbs in the ‘Chair;
General in charge of the Bill,

No. 1. Clause 7, Subclause (1).—Add the
following proviso: —Provided that if the
offender’s age does not exceed twenty-one
years he is guilty of a misdemeanour, and
liable to imprisonment with hard labour for
two years with or without whipping:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In this
amendment made by the Legislative Council a
differentiation in the case of carnal offences
has been made in the punishment meted out
between an offender under 21 and an offender
over that age. A gpomewhat similar sugges-
tion was made in Committee in this Chamber
by the member for North-East Fremantle.
see no reason to objeet to the amendment. I
move—

That the amendment bo agreed to.

Mr. ROCKE: T cannot see why a girl of
sixteen should be made responsible, whereas a
boy is not made wholly responsible until he
is 21. When the Bill wag in Committee I
moved to raise the age of responaibility of a
girl to 18. In order to be consistent I move
an amendment on the Council’s amendment—

That the words ‘‘iwenty-one’’ be struck
out and ‘‘eighteen’’ inserted in lieu.

the Attorney

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

Ayes 13
Noes 19
Majority against ]
Avms.
Mr. Angwin Mr Jones
Mr, Broun Mr. Lambert
Mr. Cbesson Mr. Rocke
Mr. Collier Mr. Walker
Mr. Davlens Mr. Willcock
Mr. Foley Mr, Munsie
Me. Green (Teller.)

1325

Nogs,
Mr. Angelo Mr, Nairn
Mr. Browno Mr. Pllkingtor
Mr. Duft Mr. R, T, Robinsonm
Mr. Gardlner Mr. Smith
Mr. George Mr., Teesdale
Mr. Hudson Mr. Underwood
Mte, Lelroy Mr. Veryard
Mr. Maley Mr. Wilimott
Mr. Mitebeli Mr., Hardwiclk
Mr. Muallany (Teller.}

Amendment thus negatived,

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 2. Clanse 7, Subelause (3)—Strike out
this subelause, and insert the following in lieun
thereof:—(3.) A proseeution under this see-
tion must be begun within three months after
the offence has been committed:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This amend-
ment ig in connection with the lapse of time
during which a prosecution may be made for
the actual committal of an offence upon a girl,
and also for the attempt to commit such an
offence. The amendment made by another
place substitutes for the term of six months,
as was contained in the Bill when it reached
the Council, 2 period of three months, When
a girl of 16 has carnal knowledge with 4 man
it is reasonable to assume that she will not
own up to it until circumstances reveal the
fact; and discovery camnot probably be made
before the lapse of three or five montha,
Women’s associations and mothers complain
that three months ia too short a time, because
it renders it possible for persons, who should
be liable, to get off secot free. Under the orig-
inal Eunglish Act of 1885 a charge had to be
made within three months, and that was the
Statute copted when the amended Criminal
Code was brought forward by the member for
Eanowna. In 1904 in England that three
months was extended to six months, I find by
the Criminal Law Amending Bill of 1018,
which, according to the report I have, had
passed its second reading, there was a pro-
posal to inctease the period to 12 months. If
it is suggested in Emngland to increase the
term to 12 months it is not unreasomable to
oask the Committee to pass legislation fixing
it at six months. I therefore oppose the
amendment made by the Couneil. I move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Mr. ROCKE: We have had two cases re-
cently, one in' Perth and one in Subiaco, in
which assaults have been committed against
girls, and in which proceedings could not be
instituted, when it was found necessary to do
80, becauge the period of three months had
clapsed. T hope the Committee will disagree
with the Council’s amendment.

Question put and passed;
amendment not agreed to.

No. 3. Clause 8, Subelaunse (1), paragraph
(iii).—After the word ‘‘guardian’’ insert the
word ‘‘employer,’’ and add the following pro-
vigo:—Provided that if the offender’s age
does not exeeed twenty-ome years he is guilty
of a misdemeanour and lable fo imprisonment
with hard labour for two years with or with-
out whipping. ’

the Council’s
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is pro-
posed by this amendment to add to the cate-
gory, provided in the clause, persons who are
employers of girls. It is quite right that girls
ghould be protected, not only from school-
masters or teachers, guardians, and se on, but
that they should@ also be protected from those
who stand to them in the relation of employers
who for the time being may be said to have
the eare of them. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to,

No, 4. Clause 3, Subelause (3}, omit the
first two lines and insert: ‘‘If a person ac-
cused of the offence of unlawfully and inde-
eently dealing with a girl under the age of
sixteen years proves that the aet was done
with the consent of the girl’’:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: While the
Bill was being discussed here, an hon. member
took exeeption to Subelause (3) and an amend-
ment was carried providing that if the act
was done with the consent of the girl and the
accused believed the girl to be over the age of
sixteen years, then he should stand in the same
position as if the girl’s age had in fact been
what he believed it to be. While the Bill was
passing from this House to another place, it
occurred to me that the provigion had been
made too wide; and I took steps to induce the
leader of another place to confine the pro-
vision solely to girls between the ages of thir-
tecn and sixteen years, and nof let it apply o
idiots’ or imbeciles. In the case of idiots or
imbeciles, age should be no protection what-
ever to an offender, Similarly, in the case of
girls under the age of scventeen years it should
be no defence to a guardian or school teacher
»r employer, all of whom would have means of
knowing the age of the girl, to say, ‘‘I be-
lieved the girl was over the age of seventeen
yoara.’’ Girls under guardiauship should have
protection up to the age of sevenieen years. I
accordingly move— .

That the amendment be agreed to.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I fail to under-
stand the reference to ‘‘the age of thirteen
years,”’

Hon. T.
wrong place.

Mr. Pilkington: It iz quite right.

The Attorney General: The word *‘proves’’
enrries it right through,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The provision re-
fers to girls botween the ages of thirteen and
sixteen years.

Mr. Pilkington: Yes.

Hon, P. COLLIER: As I understand the
pogition, if the amendment is agreed to, any
person aceused of indecently dealing with a
girl between thirteen and sixteen years of age
offers a sufficient defence if he proves that he
had the consent of the girl.

The Attorney General: No. If he proves
that he believed the girl to be over the age of
sixteen years he shall stand in the same posi-
tion as if she had in faect been over that apge.

Mr. Pilkington: He would be guilty as if
the girl were, say, 1614 years old.

Hon, P. COLLIER: What does the refer-

c-ence to the act having hcen done with the
girl’s consent mean?t S

Walker: It scems to be in the
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The Attorney General: Go on reading the
clause,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I want it to be per-
fectly clear that consent on the part of a girl
under sixteen years is not to be deemed a
sufticient defence.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That is not
s0. Before an accused man can get the benefit
of belief as to the girl’s age, he must prove
her consent. If there is no consent, the case
is one of rape.

Question put and passed;
amendment agreed to.

No, 5, Clause 9, after the word ‘‘by,’’ in
line 2, insert the words *‘inserting the word
‘employer’ after the word ‘guardian’ in line
1, and by’’:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The pune-
tuation of this amendment appears to be
wrong.

the Council’s

Sitting suspended from 611 to 7.30 p.m.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Before tea
T was a little confused as to the meaning of
amendment No. 5. The difficulty about it is
that it is an amendmeat on an amendment.
Tty object is to insert after ‘‘guardian,’’ in
Section 190 of the Criminal Code, the word
‘“employer,’” and to do this the amendment
of the Council bas taken the peculiar form
presented on the Notice Paper. It is quite in
order, and it is really consequential on our
having introduced the term ‘‘employer’’ into
the privileged class intimately associsted with
young persons. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council’a
amendment agreed to.

No. 6—>BStrike ont Clause 13:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1i will be
remembered that Clawse 13 is an amendment
of Section 211, Tt deals with racing, and it
was introduced at the eleventh hour. It was
eontended that we should state plainly in the
statute whether betting on racecourses was or
wad not allowed, The Committes took upon
itself to amend the section as provided ia
Clause 13. At the time I was in favour of
leaving things as they were, and so I agree
with tho amendment. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Comneil’s
amendment agreed to.

[The Speaker resnmed the Chair.}

Regolutions reported and the report adopted.

A committee consisting of the Attorney
General, Hon. T. Walker, and Mr. Davies drew
up reasons for not agreeing to the Counecil’s
amendment No, 2.

Reasons adopted and a Message accordingly
retnrned to the Couneil.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL TLANDS PUR-
CHASE ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.
Mr. Stubbs in the Chair;
charge of the Bill,
Clauges 1, 2—agreed to.

the Premier in
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Clause 3—Amendment of Section 4:

Hon, W. ¢, ANGWIN; When speaking on
the second reading I made a mistake in re-
gard to this clause. I apologise to the Pre-
mier for that error,

Clause put and passed,

Clauges 4, 5—agreed to.

Clause 6—Amendment of Seetion §:

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: This strikes out
from the Aet the words ‘‘and is likely to be
immedigtely selected for agricuitural settle-
ment.”’ I think some explanation shonld be
given. Does it mean that the Government de
not intend to purchase land likely to be
selected for agricultural settlementf 1In any
case I think the Lands Purchase Board might
well deal with this.

The PREMIER: It is considered by the
Lands Department that this has cansed some
inconvenience. The land may not be all re-
quired for agricultural settlement; some of it
may be suitable only for grazing purposes.
I conclude that the Lands Dopartment has
found some diffeulty in this matter and hag
thonght it better that the words should be
struck out. As it is, the provision hampers
the operations of the department.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 7, §—agreed to.

Clause 9—Extension of the term of leases:

Hop. W. C. ANGWIN: This clause ig very
indefinite. In almost every case the matter is
left entirely to the diserction of the Minister,
Under the eclause no person can state what
actually can be offered to a soldier, beeause
the Minister may vary the conditions consid-
erably. Paragraphs (a) and (b) extend the
terms for payment, but when wc come to
No. 2 we find that they ‘‘may’’ dispense with
certain things, that they ‘‘may’’ impose cer-
tain econditions or ‘‘may’’ do away with the
lot. The pogition shonld be definitely set out.

Mr. MALEY: Paragraph {(a) of the clause
oxtends the period of the lease of all eondi-
tional purehase leases from 20 to 30 years,
and this was a measure of relief that was
brought about by fhe people on the repur-
chased estates in my distriet, and it is a form
of relief which the Government extended. T
question the measurc of relief, because those
settlers are on high priced land and the burden
of interest is almost unbearable. Apropos of
this I would like to ask what has been done in
connection Wwith the recent deputation to the
Premier from those people on repurchased
estates. T would like to know whether this i
all the alleviation which is $o be given to these
partienlar settlers in that regard.

The Premicr: The price of land has been
reduced.

Mr. MALEY:
seme cases, no.

Clause put and passed,

Clanse 10—Rate of
lessees:

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: What is the reason
for charging 1 per cent. in excess of the rate
payable for the money raised for the acquisi-
tion of land? This Bill has been brought in
to deal with returned soldiers with the idea of
settling them on land adjacent to our rail-

In many cases, yes, and in

interest payable by
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ways. Why charge them 1 per cent. in addi-
tion to the rate paid for money raised? In

all probability the Treasurer will have to pay
G per cent. and these people will be made to
ay 7. :

# Hon. P. E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): To make it cover extra expenses.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No, not at all
What cxtra expense can there bef

Hon. P. E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Subdivision aad survey.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: No, the expenses of
subdivision and survey are added to the cost
of the land. This clause merely deals with
the rate of interest. I move an amendment—

That in line 2 the words ‘‘one per cen-
tum in excess of ’’ be struck out.

The PREMIER: These words were inserted
so ag to provide for the payment of adminis-
tration.

The Colonial Treasurer: It costs from 14
to % per cent, for the administration,

The PREMIER: And it was thought that it
would tzke more than % per cent. It was
considered, therefore, that it would only be
right that we should protect the State by
adding 1 per cent. in excess of the rate pay-
able.

Hon, P, COLLIER: I hope the amendment
will be agreed to, The proposal in the clause
seems to savour of the pound-of-flesh attitude.
I would not mind it so much if this principle
applied all round in regard to the use of
publie funds, but we know perfectly well that
in many directions money is being used and
nothing more than the actval interest paid,
and even not that much sometimes is agked for.

Mr. Smith: What was the rate proposed to
he charged to the ship builders?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The interest proposed -
there was 514 per cent.

The Colonial Treasurer: That was 1 per
eent. more than we were paying for it.

The Attorney General: Tt was insurance
money.

Mr, Smith: Confiscated money.

Hon, P. COLLIER: We were generous to
the proposed shipping ecompany with funds
that really did not belong to us, funds eon-
fiscated from other sources; but that is by the
way. It seems to me even allowing for ad-
ministration, assuming that it would absorb
¥ to % per cent., it is a charge that the
State might well pay. ITf we only recover
the interest that we paid we should be doing
very well

The Colonial Treasurer: I think we would.

Hon. P. COLLIER: As a matter of fact,
we do not recover it in dozens of other dirce-
tions, and I think we should not impose condi-
tions more stringent upon the people who will
be affected by this measure than we do in
other directions, )

Amendment put and passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 11—Deferment of rent payable by
discharged soldiers:

Mr, MALEY: In the Discharged Soldiers
Bill we struck out the word ¢‘deforred’’ and
substituted ‘‘waived.’’ I think the conces-
sion could equally well apply to the returned
soldiers settled on conditional purchase lands
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as to those following pastoral pursuits. The
initial outlay is not nearly so great in regard
to pastoral pursuits as it is in respect of agri-
colture. I move an amendment—
That in line 2 ““deferred’’ be struck out
and ‘‘remit’’ inserted in lieu..

The PREMIER: The two cases are in no
wuy analogous. Pastoral leases are Crown
lands, but this provision deals with repur-
chased estates. If the amendment be agreed
to the State will be losing the rent for five
yoars and will still have to pay the interest
on the outlay. Tt iz a totally different posi-
tion from that of the leasing of ordinary
Crown lznds. The amendment would mean a
very serious thing for the State. 1 hope the
hon. member will not press the amendment,

Mr. ANGELOQ: T agree that the two cases
are not analogous. The relurned soldier go-
ing on to a pastoral lease has to be content
with land inferior in quality to that already
acquired. Several applicatious by rveturned
soldiers have been received for pastoral land
in the Guseoyne district which has lain idle
for the Iast 20 years. It ig but a small con-
eesgion to give those soldiers that laud rent
free for the first five years, but I do not think
we can afford to give land on repurchased
cstates free, as proposed in the amendment.

Mr. MALEY: The Government have power
to repurchase lands held under pastoral leases.

Houn. F. E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): We cannot resume a pastoral lease.

Mr, MALEY: Well, if that is so, I ask
leave to withdraw the amendment,

Awmendment by leave withdrawn,

Clanse put and passed.

Cianse 12—Power to acquire land compul-
sorily for the settlement of discharged sol-
dicrs:

Hon, W. . ANGWIN: I move an amend-
ment— .

That the provise be struck out.

Suvme of our landholders have more Jand than
they ean work, and it would be belter if por-
tion of that land were taken from them and
cultivated by somebody else. Under the
¢lause, land cannot be acquired unless it ex-
ceeds the valoe of £10,000, exclusive of im-
provements. T thinle this question of limita-
tion should be left entirely with the Gov.
crnment. L€ there be unused land and it can
be acquired without hardship to the owner,
the Government should have power to acquire
it, whatever its value may be, There should
be no limitation. The striking out of the pro-
viso will achieve this object. Along the Won-
gan ITills railway there are thousands of acres
Iying wnimproved. If the owners of that land
paid their rents they counld not earry on. It
would be in the interests of those owners if
the Government deecided to aequire some of
that land.

The PREMIER: The amendment is vory
drastic. Tt means that the Government muy
eompulgorily acquire any private land in
Western Augtralia. Already we have gone
farther than has - any other State Govern-
ment. In Queensland the value is limited to
£20,000, and in all the other Btates it is higher
than is set down in this proviso. T cannot
agree to the amendment, for it would frighten
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everybody out of the country, Some people
have tos much land and would be very much
better off if they had less. Therefore I do
not think it is any hardship to give power
to mequire land where it erceeds £10,000 in
value; but it would appear very much like
confiscation if we made it legal for the Gov-
ernment  to compulsorily acquire, under this
provision, any man’s laud, ne matter what its
value,

Mr. ANGELO: T am inclined to support
the amendment. We must realise that a great
deal of the lack of developmient in certain por-
tions of the State is due to the holding of
large unused arens. I should prefer the limi-
tation to tanke the form of stating the time
for which the land must have been previously
held without improvement. The Premicr has
said that there are men in the State holding
land which they will not improve. Surely
those people should be made to disgorge that
land. If a man has held land for 10 years
and has not improved it, whether it is one
acre or 20,000 acres, the Government should
be autherised to resume it for the benefit of
returned soldiers.

Mr. BROUN: T hope the Premier will leave
the proviso as it is. The clanse gives all the
powers that are necessary to bring about the
compulsory sale of these large cstates. In the
old ostablished arcas along omr railway lines
there is a good deal of land which is worth
up to £2 and £3 an acre. The men who are
holding those lands are experienced farmers.
Are we going to leave it open for any Gor-
ernment to compulsorily resume those estates,
and replace the experienced farmers by inex-
perieneed farmers?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Yes, if they are not
improving their lands.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The amendment would
confer upon the Government the power to take
n holding away from any person. The mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle, however, na-
sumed that this power would be exercised with
judgment. He did not think for a smoment
that land would be taken from an experienced
farmer and placed in the hands of an inex-
perienced farmer,

Mr. Broun: That can be done.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Of course, if we have
any Government foolish enough to do sueh o
thing. There are not many agrieultural es-
tates in Waestern Australia of an mnimproved
valee execeding £10,000, Tf the Bill is to

be effective, we must bave a  fairly
low limitation.  Much of the settled
lands alongside our railways have not

been properly developed, and scttlers as a
resnlt, have been foreed into inferior parts of
the conntry, The interest of no individual
owuning these old estates should he per-
mitted to stand in the way of the interests of
the State. e should be pushed off, if
he will net improve his land, in order
that others may have an  opportunity
of doing se. I should Ilike to know
from the Fremier the number, area, and
cstimated value of estates which have been
offered to the Government for repatriation
purposes, In cases where estates of 10,000 acres
have been lying idle for gencrations, we
should have power to resume them for re-
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turned soldiers. Whilst it might be dangerous
to strike out the proviso, I think we might
reduge the limitation mentioned in it.

Hon., W, . ANGWIN: The general opinion
seems to he against the striking out of this
proviso, When I moved my amendment T had
no thought of party politics. There arc areas
which are held by men who do not make full
use of them, and that is detrimental to the in-
terests of the State. I have confidenee in the
Government not exercising these powers with-
ont wsing their diseretion. I do not think they
would tnrn off experienced men and put inex-
perienced men in their places. If a man has
5,000 acres, however, and leaves half of it
nnimproved and has no intention of improving
it, the Government should be able to see that
this land is dealt with in such a way that it
ean assist in paying the interest and sinking
fund of our railway system. In view of what
has taken place I desire to withdraw my
amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon, P. COLLIER: I move an amend-
ment—

That in the proviso the words ‘‘ten’ be
struek out and *‘five’’ inserted in liew.
Hon, J. MITCHELL: It would appear

from the remarks of hon. members that no-
thing has been done with the land in this
State. T would remind them that we have bad
a war during the past four and a half years,
and it has been difficult to get labour or money
as a resnlt, .

Mr. O'Loghlen: Settlers take up too mueh
land nz o rule.

The CHAIRMAN: Hon. members must
confine themselves to the amendment before
the Chair.

Men, JJ. MITCHELL: The improvements
effected wpon lands adjaceut to our railways
daving the jast 10 years are far greater than
they were for the previens 70 years, There is
no doubt at all that we arve using our lands
o great denl. Where is our wealth coming from
if not from the land?

Mr, Smith: You will admit that some es-
tates have not heen improved?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Yes; but no other
Btate has done as mueh as Western Australia
hag in the way of improvement,

The CHATIRMAN: T think the hon, member
is petting beyvond the clanse.

Hon, J. MIT'CHELL: I maintain that the
Committee should be in possession of the facts
on the subjeet.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Every school child
knows that the company have made improve-
ments.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: But this eclause ap-
plies to improved land. In two or three years,
if the land increases in value, there may be
another attack on the man’s homestead, be-
cause there is mo limiting period in this Bill.
I am perfeetly willing that uaimproved Tand
should be acquired; but I see no good to the
country from putting o man off an improved
farm in order to put a returned soldier on in
his place. We want to inerense production,
but we do not inerease produetion by simply
putting one man in the place of another.
Some of the men along the Great Southern
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railway are doing probably more for this
State than three or four men would do on the
same helding. They are breeding high class
stock and using their land to the best ad-
vantage. This clause will apply to improved
land, or certainly to land partly improved,
We must not leave the administration of this
clause to ehance. Let ns remember that dur-
ing the past four years neither labour nor
money has been available for the wnaking of
improvements. Grave injustice would be done
to any man compelled to sell his laud at pro-
sent prices. Land worth £10 per acre prior
to the war is now unsaleable. There are many
landholders who need not pay the Treasurer
any taxation under the existing taxation law,
because their improvements are equal to the
nnimproved value of their land. Would the
member for Boulder compel the owner of land
worth £6 or £7 per aere before the war to sell
it now for, say, £3 per acrc?

Hon. P. Collier: That has no bearing what-
ever on my amendment.

Hon, J, MITCHELEL: The lwmitation to
£5,000 is not going fto make any real dif-
fercnce. -

Hon. P. Collier:
get the land?

Hon. J, MITCHELL: The Bill should be
designed to apply to land which is not being
vsed, and the limitation shonid be £10,000.
Let us avoid doing any injustice.

Mr. MALEY: TUnder this compulsory pro-
vision a landholder with 2,500 or 3,000 acres
of an unimproved valve of £4 per acre, but
every aerc of which he has under erop, may
have his land taken from him in order that
it may Dbe used for the sams purnoses by
others.

Hon. P. Collier: Not necessarily.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Do you think the
Government would take such land®

Mr. MALEY: If this provision is allowed
to stand, » similar provision should apply to
pastoral lands. As regards the amendment of
the member for Boulder, there are large areas
of land alongside existing railwpys which are
valued by the Commissioner of Taxation at
£4 per acre mnimproved. I should be inclined
te support something in the nature of compul-
soTy nequisition as applied to huge pastoral
areas.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: The limi-
fation of £10,000 is merely fair, The leader
of the Opposition suggests £5,000. The owners
of land along the Midland Railway are not
similarly situated to holders of land along
Government railways, for the former paid for
the price of the railway in the price of their
land, TPlenty of land alongside the Midland
Ratlway has been sold in its virgin state at
453, or 50s. per acre, I agree with the mem-
ber for North-East TFremantle that certain
things ought not to be done, but one does not
know what certain Governments might do if
they had power to do it. I have a farm pro-
perty, and T have two sons at the Front, and
also another son, and T want to put the three
of them on that property. Yet it might be
argued that I am not putting that land to its
fall uge. Who is to be the judep of that? Tt

Where are you going to
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might be argued that the land should be all
under eoltivation. I may reply no, and that
it is better to put sheep on part of the land.
Where land alongside railway lines is not be-
ing used, I consider the Government ought to
aequire it.

My, Munsie: The Bill will not allow you to
acquire it if you retain the limitation of
£10,000.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: By going
to extremes we may take the land from a man
uging it and give it to 2 man who will not use
it. Numbers of landholders in the Midland
distriet will be affected by the amendment of
the member for Boulder. They are men who
have paid for the railway in the price of
theiz land. They use their land principally
for the breeding of high class stock. If com-
pelled to zell, I may not receive from the Gov-
ernment half the true value of my land, which
has for me a sentimental value, since I intend
it as a home for my gons. The leader of the
Opposition, whoe I know {oes not want to do
an injestice, had better leave the amount at
£10,000. In the Midland distriet the unim.
proved value for taxation is as much as £2 10s,
per aere, T do not think the Committee want
to make 5 mess of o man’s holding.

Mr. Munsie: I am sure the leader of the
Opposition does not want to do that.

The COLONTAL TREASURER: Tand own-
ers will have no redress it we pass this amend-
ment.

Mr. MUNSIE: I have never heard mem-
bers of a Government ¢ondemn themselves to
such an extent as members of the present Gov-
ernment are doing to-night. They have no
confidence in themselves.

The Colonial Treasurer: We are not asking
for the power.

Mr, MUNSBIE: The Colonial Treasurer is
afraid to take the power for fear that some
of his colleagnes will misuse it,

The Colonial Treasurer: Oh, no!

Mr. MUNSTE: The member for West Perth
saiil that if the amendment was carried it
would mean the eompulsory purchase of all land
of an unimproved value of £5,000. I do not
think this elansc does compel the Government
to resume any estate, no matter what its value
may be. Jt only gives them an option of
doing so when estates are of a value up to
£10,000.

Mr. Broun: No one contends otherwise,

Mr. MUNSIE: Fhe Government would not
compulsorily resuma one man’s holding be-
cause it happened to he worth over £5,000
in order to give it to someone else who wonld
do just what the previous owner had hecn
doing. Does the Colonial Treasurar not know
of dozens of estates in Western Austra-
lia the unimproved wvalue of which is over
£3,000 and less than £10,000, that couid be
used to better advantage than they arve to-
day, if resnmed under this Bill?

The Colonial Treasurer: That is matter for
argument.

Mr, MUNSIE: ¥ do not agree with the
principle of compulsory resumption. No re-
turned soldier will make good on land resumed
under this Bill, because he will not get it at
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a reagonable price, If the arguments put up
by members on the Ministerial benches hold
good, why limit the amount to £10,000% They
will apply equally to estates worth over
£10,000, just as they will apply to estates
worth over £5,000. If the Committee have to
pass legislation for fear that some future Gov-
ernment may de an injustice to someoune, God
help the Parliament as a Legislatore.

Hon. J. Mifchell: We must bave some re-
gard to the effect of legislation.

Mr. MUNSIE: I think this £5,000 is too
high.

%.{on. J. Mitchell: Make it £50.

Mr. MUNSTE: T would make it £1,000.

Mr. Duff: Wipe it ont altogether.

Mr, MUNSIE: T wonld rather do that and
leave it to the diseretion of the Government.
If we made this £1,000 instead of £10,000,
we wonld not be doing anyone an injury.

Hon. J. Mitchell: If the amount is over
£10,000 it will disturb values all over the
State.

The Colonial Treasurer: I want to put sol-
digrs on my land. I do net want the Govern-
ment to put them there.

Mr, MUNSIE: Even if the previse wag
wiped out the Colonial Treasurer eould still
do that, and the Government would not intee-
fere with him. If anyone is holding land
alongside onr railways worth £10,000 and nat
putting it to proper use, the Government
should have the right to resume it for use hy
returned soldiers.

The Colonial Treasurer: Qnite right.

HWaon. J. Mitehell: The same thing may be
said of 1,000 acres. ‘

Mr. MUNSTE: Quite so. The Treasurer is
afraid to trust his own Government if the
amount is reduced from £10,000 to £5,000. T
do not think the Government would attempt to
take land from anyone who is using it legiti-
mately. How are we to get land for returned
soldiers alongside our railways under the con-
ditions set down in the proviso?

Mr. Smith: You will not get it at all,

Mr. Duff: Put a time limit on the improve-
mients.

Mr. MUNSIE: T venture to say that when
the first resemption is made it will be found
that the owner of the land iz not paying tax
to the State on the amount that he gets for
it. This is a Bill to enable us to get land for
returned soldiers, but if we have no land for
the purpose what is the use of the Bill?

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I would point out
that this .also deals with unimproved land as
well ag improved land, Clause 16 provides for
the improved land that the owner may retain,
and this, therefore, profects the right of the
owner. The mun T wish to get at is the omne
who does not use his land to the best advan-
tage. There arc holdings which have never
been used, and which will never be wsed by the
owners, They are only holding them for specu-
lative purposes. T wigsh the Government to
have power to resume land adjaecent to our
railway lines, that is not being used, whether
large or small holdings. I do not belisve any
Government would use a clause like thiz un-
fairly.
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My, Broun: If the Government did so the
owner would have to walk out.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: If the Government
did all they have power to do they could
drive the majority of men off the land if they
wished.

Mr. BROUN: I hope the Commitice will
not agrec to the amendment. An experieneed
farmer knows that to farm successfully he
must work on the three years’ system, If a
man has 2,000 neres, working on the three
years’ system, he ean only put in 800 aeres,
that js, provided he is going in for agriculiure
alone.

Mr,
every

Munsie: If you ean only erop land
three years it is not worth £4 an acre.

Mr. BROUN: The hon. member does not
know anything about farming.

Mr. Munsic: I have probably lived as long
as you have on a farm.

Mr. BROUN: The hon. member does not
.own one te-day,

Mr. Munsie: I do not, and T am thankful
for it.

Mr. BROUN: We should certainly not go
Lefow the £10,M0 nnimproved value. No doubt
the Premier should know by now how many
cstates arve avaitable that he can aequire under
the measure. Surveyors have heen out for a
consgidernble time and surely the Premier
knows how mauy properties there are.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I hope the Premier
will give the Committee any information that
he may possess of the kind referred to by the
member for Reverley., T read in the newspaper
the other day that the Govermment had under
offer a considerable number of estates. We do
not expect any particulars as to where the es-
tates are sitnated. The whole of the opposi-
tion to the amendment ranges around the sup-
position that we shall have some day in office
a set of Ministers who will be absolutely in-
same amd will go to Beverley and tear an hon.
member oft his faris. If any Government were
to adopt the poliey of turning a genuine far-
mer oft his property, they wounld not remain
loug in offica. Where therc are cstates of logs
than £10,000 improved or unimproved value,
the Government should have the power, where
it is desirable, in the interests of the country,
to aequire those estates. T presmme an attempd
will be made to provide small holdings of 10
or 20 ncrves for our soldiers. There nre places
in the South-West where families con do well
on 10 acres. Suppose a person had a holding
of 500 ncres eapable of producing fruit and
maintaining a mumber of families, that area
would be held up out of wse.

Mr. Broun: What would be the uwnimproved
valne?

Hon. P, COLLIER: Perhaps a few pounnds
an aerc, We purchased the Harvey estate of
2,000 acres for £3 an aere. That was first
elass fruit growing land and it has been held
up out of use. Under this Bill a similar pro-
perty wounld remain out of use and the Gov-
crnment would not have power to purchase if.
If we reduce the amount to £5,000 we will
bring within the possibility of purchase a
greater number of areas in connection with the
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purchase of which the Government ¢an exer-
cise discretionary power. I may remind hon.
members that it i8 just as possible for the
Government to commit an aet of injustice in
conncetion with the £10,000 limnitation as with
o £5,000 limitation.

Mr, ANGELO: There seoms to be an idea
that if the amendment is earried it will inter-
fere with some of the Inrger farms. I do not
care how much 2 man holds provided he util-
ises the land and helps to make wealth for the
State. What we waut is to pget ot those men
lolding large estates without making use of
them. It is uscless to say there arve not, people
of this sort. I know of a town along the
South-Weatern railway which has not made any
progress during the past 20 or 30 years, I
refer to Pinjarra. T asked some of the resi-
dents why it was that it had not gone abead
and [ was informed that it was because the
Iand was held by a few people. That land
would be suitable for dairy farming but no- .
thing of that kind is taking place and the dis-
trict is being kept back.

Hon, T. T. 8 Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): Would you pick the gyes out of the es-
tates and leave the uufortnnate possessors with
stuff that was only rubbish?

Mr, ANGELO: T would like to ask whether
it will be possible for me to move another
amendment, if the one before the Committee is
defeated. The amendment that U would move
to the provise would have reference to pro-
perty held by private owners for at least 10
years in an unimproved condition. That would
eover all the ground, The people who are hold-
ing the land are those we want to get at,

Mre, MULLANY: I support the amendwent,
I am snrprised at the opposition shown to it,
espeeinlly in view of the faet that so many
members have recently declared their readi-
ness to (o everything possible for the returned
goldicrs. I think the amount set out in the
amendment is not too small,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T should like to sec
some amendment which would give the Pre-
micr the right to take partially improved or
unimproved land, If we give him the right
to cut down estates already improved, as pro-
posed by the member for Boulder, we shall
he deoing a good deal of injustice and even
interfering witk employment. The Bill will
apply priveipally to the South-West, because
in the wheat areas it will be impossible to
buy improved farms and sell them in thous-
and-nere blocks to rcturned soldiers. I think
the clause should give to the Government the
right to aequire unimproved land. The
limitation largely destroye the value of the
provision. The Premier requires to get cheap
land and good land for the goldiers, withont,
of course, disturbing anyone who is doing hig
best with his land.

Amandment put and a division taken with

the following result:—
Ayes
Noes

—
o o

A tie .,

ol
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AYES,
Mt. Broun Mr. Money
Mr. Draper Mr, Plesse
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Pilkington
Mr. George Mr. R. T. Robinson
Mr. Harrizon Mr. Underwood
Me, Hickmott Mp. Veryard
Mr, Hudson Mr. Willmott
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Maley (T'eller.)
Mr. Mitchel)
Nozgs.
Mr. Angelo Me. Mullany
Mr, Angwin Mr. Munsie
Mr. Brown Mr. Rocke
Mr, Chesson Mr. Smith
Mr. Colller Mr. Teesdala
Mr. Dult Mr. Walker
Mr, ‘Green Mr. Willeock
Mr. Holman Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr Jones (Teller.)
Mr. Lambert
The CHAIRMAN: T will give my casting

vote with the ayes.

Amendment thus passed;
amended agreed to.

Clanges 13, 14—agreed to.

Clause 15~—Procedure for taking land:

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following new subelanse be
added to stand as Subelanse (3)—In ae-
quiring land eompulsorily under this Act,
the following shall e deemed to be added
to paragraph (2} of section sixty-three of
the Public Works Act, 1902:—(al) The un-
improved value of the land at the date
aforesnid. (a2) The amount stated by or
on behalf of the claimant to be the unim-
proved value of such land in the last return
preceding the date of the notice of re-
sumption rendered by him to the State Com-
missioner of Taxation under ‘‘The Land

and Inecome Tax Assessment Aet, 1907,

but if in the opinion of the court such value

has been overstated, the court may award a

less amount than that stated in sweh return.

Hon. F. E. 8. Wiilmoit (Honorary Minis-
ter): That is morc stringent than the New
Zenland Act,

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: The amendment
means that the owner of the land will fix his
own price, provided it be just and fair. It
js the valne om which his land tax has been
based. If the land is to be acquired for the
settlement of soldiers there ean be no injus-
tice done to the owner of the land if he is
paid his own fair value.

Mr. Broun: It would be the unimproved
value of his taxation return?

Hen. W. §. ANGWIN: That is so, and the
eonrt has power to give him an additional 10
per cent. If he arrives at a settlement with
the Government, the Government exercise the
provigions of the Public Works Act, and that
js always taken into consideration by the de-
partmental valuers. I do mot ohjeet to giv-
ing a man 10 per cent, The reason the amend-
ment does not provide for that iz because it

the clause as
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is already econtained in the Pablic Works
Act.
Mr. Smith; But the Government will not

pay 10 per cent.

Hon, W. . ANGWIN: When the Govern-
ment have had to aecquire the land the value
has been increased above the value diseloscd
for taxation purposes. No onc is entitled to
any more that he has put upon his land for
tuxation purposes. 'The latter part of the
proposed new gubelause is in order to protect
the State where knowledge is obtained in ad-
vange before the land taxation retarns were
put in that in all probubility the land will he
acguired hy the Governmeunt, This is for the
purpose of protesting the State.

Mr, Draper: The court would not take any
notice of them if that was so.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: I pnt this here in
order to make the position seeure. The State
should see that fair and proper values are
placed on the land in the taxation returna,
I do not think this propesed amendment will
inflict a hardship on anyone. .

Hon. J. Mitehell: 1t would not matter iff 1t
did.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The only hardsmp
would be in that it would make a man puy
hig just dues should he wish to evade them.

Mr, PILKINGTON: I oppose the amend-
ment. It will be extremely difficult to nnder-
stand. The clanse will rezd as amended that
the court has to have regard, in arriving at
the value of land, to certain things. The
court must have regard to the real value of
the land and have regard to the valuation put
upon it by the taxpayer. Whdit econclusion
ean the court arrive at in these eireumstances?
It is a very unsatisfactory form of legisla-
tion. The right way to compel people to put
a'proper value wpon their land for taxation
purposes is by the penalties provided under
the taxation measurcs, No doubt mauy peo-
ple evade their land tax by putting an inade-
quate value upon their land, hut they only
de so for a certain time, The court also has
to have regard to the value put upon the land
by the taxpayer on the last return that he
sends in. T would point ont that returns are
not sent in every year, and that the land may
have increased in value since the date of the
submisgion of the last return.

Hen. P, Collier: I have to put in a valua-
tion on my small property each year,

Mr. PILKINGTON: What happens in ses-
ual practice is that the department puts their
own valuation on the land. -

The Colonial Treasurer: The Taxation De-
partment send out men to put values upon
the land. :

Mr. PILKINGTON: And the taxpayer ac-
copts that value as a rule, and pays en it
from year to year.

Mr. Smith: The department rarely reduces
the vaine of the land.

Mr, PILKINGTON: A street is valued by
the various houscholders in it, and the de-
partment send out men to put values upon
the street, That is my experience. That often
results in a reduetion of values.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the ob-
jeet of the member for North-Egst Fremantle
js to deal with taxation and so make taxa-
tion values wore stringent, it should he
achieved by an "amendment of the Taxation
Act.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: That is not the ob-
jeat.

! The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If it is for
the purpose of making more siringent the
valuations nuder this Bill, it is not neces-
sary. Section 63 ot the original Act already
provides for this, and wnder the Federal Aet,
regard shall be had to the value of the land
at the timg of resumption. The Tederal Act
of 1910-11 provides that for the protection
of the revenuc against under values of land,
if the Commissioner is of opinion that fhe
owner of any land is under-stating the unim-
proved value of it to the extent of 25 per
cent., he may apply to the High Court for a
declaration that there has been an under-val-
uation of 25 per cent. The application ghall
he heard by a judge of the Supreme Court,
and the owner shall be entitled to be heard
by that court. Tn all proceedings of this
tlass, the rule adepted is, what would a will-
ing buyer and what wovuld & willing seller
give? TIn the valuations under the TPublic
Works Act it is the full valuc of the land,
with the improvements, that is taken. That is
provided for already, and yet tho hon. member
would have us add to the clause, ‘‘we shall
also have regard to the unimproved value of
the land.”” It is almost impossible to ascer-
tain the unimproved valua of the land now.
As the member for Perth pointed ont, it is

no criterion at all

" Hon. P. Collier: Why is it no eriterion?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Because, to
start with, very few persons value any land
at the same value. The Taxation Depart-
ment have their own officer who values land
in a given district, Tf one applied to six of
the leading valuers of Perth to value Perth
¢ity land, they wounld not agree, but would
vary by large amounts. In every case cowm-
ing hefore the eompensation court as to value
of land there are half a dozen withesses on
the one side all giving different values, and
half a dozen on the other side all giving dif-
ferent values. And the general run of valuers,
Jike the gencral run of pcople, are honest.
Any court assessing land values gets to the
bottom of the concern and fixes the value.
Thero is hardly ever a case tried where the
taxation return does not find its way into
evidenee. When the owner goes into the box
one of the first questions he is asked in
eross-examination is, ‘“What have you valued
the land at for taxation purposes?’’

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Can you produce a
case where that has been dome?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is done
frequently. ‘

Hon. P. Collier: Can one demand the pro-
duction of the taxation return?

Mr. Pilkington: The Government have it
and produce it.

The Colonial Treasurer: I have sat in 15
or 20 of these cases, and in every case the
taxation return was produced,
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The amend-
ment proposes to load up our statute-bhook
with useless words., The court already has
the power here suggested. The law as it
stands is quite good, Iu fact, the hon. mem-
ber let the cat out of the bag when he said
bhe wanted to get at the taxation return.

Mr. DRAPER: I have had perhaps the mis-
fortune to appear in a number of compeusa-
tivn cnses, und the member for North-East
Fremantle admits that he always keeps away
from the courts. The hon. member scems
rather confused as to the principle of the
Bill, whieh is not to interfere with the me-
thods of valuation for land taxation, but te
obtain land for returned soldiers.  Surely,
if we are going to apply the principle of
compulsory purchase of land for returned
soldiers, we should adopt the same principle
as is enforced when the Government acquire
land ¢ompulsorily for other purposcs.

Hon, P. Collier: We must make a start
somewhere.

Mr. DRAPER: Then let us make the stars
in a preper place. The mover of the amend-
ment, I feel sure, wounld desire to deal only
with the majority of taxpayers. Merely for
tho snke of a fow men who may not assist
the department in the way they should, le
would not desire to inflict & hardship on the
ordinary taxpayer, The ordinary taxpayor
making returns is not an expert land valuer.
Expert land valuers are very few., Gener-
ally speaking, the ordinary taxpayer puts
down what lie considers the fair value of
the land. In compensation cases the owner
of the land mostly is not put inte the box,
beecause not much value would he attached
by the court to his evidence. The evidence
is generally given by experts, What an in-
experienced man may have honestly put
down as the value of fand for tasation pur-
poses cannot be taken as the value of the
land when resumed, not for gencral purposes,
but for the purposc of the settlement of sol-
diera.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Land tax payers are
not generally as innocent as all that.

Mr, DRAPER: The staff of the department
have a gencral knowledge of land wvalnes
throughont the State, and in properly deing
their duty they would detect any under-
valuation of the kind suggested, and wounld
prosecute the man making it. When dealing
with taxation matters there is a Federal mar-
gin of ten per cent.; but no margin iz snp-
gested here, That margin has nothing what-
ever to do with the question of compensa-
tion. The ten peor cent. is never allowed hy
the compensation conrt in the case of unim-
proved land.

Hon, P. Collier: Tt is compensation
disturbanee, is it not?

Mr., Pilkington: Tt is allowed for re-invest-
ing the eapital,

Mr. DRAPER: Yes; and it may be given
where a man is making his living on the
land, or it may be allowed for sentimental
reasons, such as the demolition of a home,

Mr. PIESSIE: T hope the Committee will
not agree to the amendment. To make it
compulsory to aceept the taxation return as

for
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a valuation would uot be fair, In the ma-
jority of instances, when making those ve-
turns the landholders endeavour to fix a fair
value; but I know that property valued by
the owners at comparatively low figures, and
aceepted by the department at those figures,
bas earried o very high value. T could give
instuneeg in point, There is fand on the
Rwan River, probably valued for taxation
purposes at £2 or £3 per acrg, which, if sab-
jeeted to intense eulture, say, for the grow-
ing of raising and emrrants, woull be worth,
if sitnated in the Eastern States, about £40
per aere. and here at least £20 per nere. The
valwe placed on land in taxation recturna
wonld not be a fair value to place on it if
applied to closer seitlement. Therefore the
fair wmeans of arviving at the value iz by
arbitention, T should like to see a provigion
inserted in this Rill that the fair value of
the land shonld be fixed,

HMon, P, COLLIER: I am ‘of opinion that
no very strong ease has been made out against
the amendment. The Attorney General says
that it is already provided fer in the other
Acts. Tf it is mercly repeating somcthing
which is already in the Acts, why object to
it here? ’

The Attorncy General: T said the custom of
the eourts has been to take evidence.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The peint has been
stressed that in gvery ease that comes before
the court the unimproved value put upon the
land for taxation purposes is taken into con-
sideration,

The Attorney Gencral: The courts take very
littla notice of it,

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
under this amendment.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am surprised, then,
at all the noise which has been made about it.
I thiuk we should have it in the form as set
down in this amendment so as te compel the
court to take motice of it.

The Attorney General: It is worthless.

Mon. I*. COLLIER: 1 am not prepared to
believe that the owners of Iand are so un-
sophisticated that they do not kmow the real
value of their land, T do not think that any
injustice will be done to anyone if we say to
hini that we will pay to him the amewnt which
he declared upon his taxation return to be
the value of the land.

Mr, Broun: Plus 10 per cent.

"Hon. P. COLLIER: TYes, in order to com-
pensate the owner for being turned out of his
property, amd disturbed and inconvenienced
through the resumption by the Crown. T hope
the Committee will agree to the amendment.,

Mr. WILLCOCK: I move an amendment
on the amendment—

That in paragraph (A2) after the figures
£41907%° there be inserted ‘“plus 10 per
cent.

Amendment on amendment pub and passed.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The strongest argn-
ment in favour of the amendment is pub for-
ward by the Attorney General. I hope hon.
members will pass the amendment as amended
50 that the court will be obliged to take notice

They wounld have to
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of these returns, We are toid that pecple in-
nocently undervalue their land. 1 doubt that
very much, I have here a list of some valua-
fions which were put upon the Tand by the
owners. A piece of land was' valued at £4,000
by the owner, and when the State took it over
the owmer’s valuation was £20,000. Ie knew
something about the valuation of land. ‘Then
there was the case of one of the prineipal land
surveyors in the Government serviee, who
placed a valuation of £2,500 wmpon his land.
The eourt, however, took no notice of it and
made the State pay £4,000 for it.

The Minister for Works: Were there any
improvements on the land?

Houn. W. C. ANGWIN: That was the full
value of the land with improvements, One of
the chief hnsiness firms in Perth knew nothing
about the value of their land, but when the
Government wanted it they put up the value
£10,300. Tt shows that it is necessary that we
should give only a fair value and that the
court shonld not take the valuation returns
sent in at the value fixed by the owner in his
calm moments, hefore knowing that the Gov-
ernment 1ntended to acquire the land compul-
gorily, and when, of conrse he did not Jook for
a ligh price. The clause now provides that
they shall get 10 per ¢ent. in addition, I am
justified in asking hon, members to support
my amendment,

Mr, PIESSE: T hope hon. members will
not be led away by the leader of the Opposi-
tion or by the member for North-East Fre-
mantle. If we took these gentlemen to the
Swan district they would not have as muoch
idea of the value of the land there as a China-
man.

Hen. P. Collier: We are falking about the
owner.

Mr. PIESSE: The leader of the Opposi-
tion talked in his charncteristic strain aboug
farmers not knowing the value of land. One
can go to the Swan and find there land which
is of extremcly high value.

Hon, P. Qollier: And the owner does not
know it.

My. PIESSE: No, he cannot pussibly put
the land to its fullest use beeause it would be
tao costly to do so. But if sold for intense eul-
ture, it would be of extreme value. In South
Anstralia T saw Jand fetch as high as £100 an
acre for intense culturc and on the Swan we
have land equally as good.

[Mr. Foley took the Chair.]

Hon, J. MITCHELL: If the land is to be
sold, it ought to be sold at a fair valne, not
neeessarily the amount set wpon it for taxa-
tion, which might be high or low. But I ven-
ture to say, the man who nequires land after
it has been compnisorily taken by the Gov-
ermment would not want it other than al a
fair price.

Amendment a8 amended put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes ‘. .. .
Nges

Majority against

[wl &5
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AVYES,

Mr. Angwio Mr. Mullany

Mr. Brown Mr., Munsla

Mr. Chesson Mr. Rocke

Mr. Collier Mr. Hmith .

Mr, Green Mr, Teesdala

Mr. Holman Mr. Willeock

Mr. Jones Mr. O'Loghlen

Mr. Lambert (Teller.)
NOES.

Mr. Angelo Mr. Mltehell

Mr, Broun Mr. Money

Mr. Draper Mr. Plesse

Mr. Duff Mr., Pilkiogton

Mr, George Mr. R. T. Roblnson

Mr. Harrison Mr, BStubbs

Mr. Hickmott Mr, TUnderwood

Mr, Hudson Mr. Willmott

Mr. Lefroy Mr., Hardwlick

Mr. Maley (Tellcr.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Clauso put and passed.
Clanses 16 to 25—agreed to.
Title—agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Bill reperted with amendments.

House adjourned at 10.30 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Wednesday £th Deecember, 1918,

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pm,, and read prayers.

[For ¢‘Question on Notice’’ and ‘‘Paper
Presented’’ see ‘‘Minutes of Proceedings.’’])y

PAPERS-—MILLING WHEAT.
UHon. J. DUFFELL (Metropolitan-Sub-
wban} [4.35]: T move—
That all papers in relation to the disposal

of wheat below milling quality be laid upon:

the Table of the House.
My reasons for moving this motion spring
from an interjection made by Mr. Baxter when
I was speaking on this question a few days
ago. On that occasion the Honorary Minister
stated that the sale of wheat below milling
quality was entirely outside the Wheat
Scheme which he controls. With a view to
ghowing hon. members what part the Wheat
Scheme were playing in this connection, I now
move for the papers; and I am quite satisfied
that the result of the carrying of the motion
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will be to enable me to prove to hon, members
that the action of the Honorary Minister con-
trolling the Wheat Scheme in this connection
has bad a grave effect on the poultry raising
industry of this State,

Hon, A. SANDERSON (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban) [4.36),: I second the meotion.

Question put and passed,

BILL—CRIMINAL. CODE AMENDMENT.
Agsembly’'s Message.

The Counecil having made an amendment
which was not agreed to by the Assembly,
the reasons for such disagreement now con-
sidered.

In Committee.

Hon. 'W. Kingsmill in the Chair;
onial Becretary in c¢harge of the Bill

No. 2—Clause 7, Subclause 3, strike out this
subclanse and insert the following in liew
thereof: ‘/(3) A prosecution under this sec-
tion must be begun within thrce months after
the offence has been committed—Reasons of
the Assembly for net agreeing to nmendment
made by the Couneil: 1, That evidence of the
oftence frequently consists, in the first in-
stanee, of the condition of the girl, which
would not be apparent until three months hail
elapsed. 2, That six months is the period
adopted by the English Statute of 19047’:

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: I move—

That the amendment be not insisted upon,
There is, I know, considerable differeuce of
opinion in this Chamber on the matter. The
amendment was first made here and then re-
versed,. and then again adopted. The reasons
set out hy the Assembly are, in my opinion,
very strong reasoms. Fn addition to the faet
that the English Aet of 1904 makes the period
gix months, the English Bill of 1918, whieh,
when the Iast mail left England, had passed
its second reading, still further extended the
term to 12 months; so that in making the
amendment we are certalnly not going beyond
what is being done in English legislation. T
know of at least two enzes which have oeccur-
red in the metropolitan area alone within the
last three months in which prosecution has

the Col-

.been prevented because the condition of the

girl was not known until affer the period of
three months had expired. T am aware that
arguments may be raised on the other side,
but T consider the arguments in favour of ex-
tending the time to six months are the
stronger. Tt must be borne in mind that un-
der this section of the Criminal Code no per-
son can be convicted upon the ungorroborated
evidence of any one witness, so that no jury
are likely to conviet unless the evidence is
absolutely convineing,- It does seem to me
ngeessary to extend the time dwring whieh
prosecution may be taken heyond the three
months at present provided.

The CHATIRMAN: Tor the information of
hon. members, I may state that if the amend-
ment is not insisted mpon the subelause will
resume its original form.

Hon. 8ir E. H. WITTENOQOM: I must
enter my profest against the Colonial Seere-
tary’s motion beecause I have held all aleng,
#nd hold now, that the innovation of allowing



