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in gending out prospectors hundreds of miles.
Suppose the present Government were to
send a prospecting party from Kalgoorlie
200 miles cut, and that party found gold.
How long would it be before any practical
results would acerue, and what must the
show be worth before it becomes a payable
propesition?  To me there seems a better
system available, nemely, to devote energies
to areas lying close to railway lines and de-
velop well-known lodes. If they adopt that
course I am satisfied they will get better re-
sults, I recall that at the conferenca of those
interested in mining, I advocated the boring
system. There are many fine lodes between
Yalgen and Meekatharra; scme have shown
promise, some have gone down to water
lesel umd been abandoned there, and some
have petered out. If efforts were confined to
boring, better results would be obtained than
by sending prospecters out hundreds of
miles into the back eountry. I hope the Min-
ister for Mines will consider this point,
The Address-in-reply has now extended
inte the fourth week of the sitting,
and it is one o’clock n  the morn-
ing and everyone 1is pleased  that the
long discussion is nearing an end, Those
people who stand for c¢onducting the affairs
of the Honse in a husiness-like manner aro
not satisfied with this Address-in-reply farce.
That is rather strong langusge, but I do not
think that the time involved and the expense
entailed in printing the ¢*Hansard’’ reports
justify the resulis, namely. the desire of
members to have their speeches reported for
the benefit of their constituents.

Question put and passed; the Address
in-reply adopted,

BILLS (8)—FIRST READING.
1, Legal Practitioners Act Amendment.
Introduced by Mr. Hughes.
2, Closer Scttlement.
Introduced by the Minister for Lands.
3, Arbitration Ac¢t Amendment,
4, Workers Compensation Act
ment.
Introduced by the Minister for Works.
5, Private Savings Bank.
Tntroduced by the Premier.
6, Tnspection of Scaffelding.
7, Road Districta Rates.
Introduced by the Minister for- Works.
8, Jury Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Justice.

Amend-

House adjourned at 1.10 am. (Thursday.)
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Urgency Motlon: Adjournment—Qroup Bettle—
ments, Tmperlal Agreement. .
Leave of Absence . .- 486
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The SI'RAKER took the Chair at 1,30
p.m,, and read prayers.

URGENCY MOTION—GROTUP SETTLE-
MENTS, IMPERIAL AGREEMENT.

Mr., SPEAKER: T bhave received the
following letter from the member for
Katanning {Mr. Thomson):—

Dear Sir, T desirc to inform you that
it is my intentivn to move for the ad-
journment of the liouse as a matter of
urgency uwnder Standing Orders 47 and
474, to call attention to the serious and
alarming stateinents made by the Minister
for Lands (Hou. W, C. Angwin) in the
metropolitan  Press, wherein he states
that according to the interpretation of
the Crown Law authorities the agreement
made hetween the Imperial aml Western
Auystralian Governments if ecarried out on
present conditions would entail the loss
of ahout £+,000,000.

The Standing Orders referred to give the
Speaker power to decide whether or not
a motion of this kind is in order, and to
some extent that includes the question of
urgeney. It would be obviongly unwise
and out of order to permit a matter of
urgeney to he moved when it could be
maoved and properly dealt with on erdinary
notice, IHowever, the Standing Orders pro-
vide that the responsibility of urgency
shall be divided hetween the Speaker and
the hon. member, and seven other hon.
members who must stand in their place,
This matter is one of importance-———m

Mr. Holman: It is not a matter of
urgeney.
Mr. SPEAKER: And being of import-

ance, it may be one of urgency.

Mr. Holman: It may be nused for some
flag flapping.

Mr. SPEAKER: I will, therefors, allow
thizs matter to go, upon seven hon. members
rising in their plaees.

Seven members having risen
places—

in their

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [4.35]: I
move—
That the House do now adjourn,
Mr. Holman: In which hand are yom
going to wave the flag?
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Mr. THOMSON: T approach this matter
with a good deal of diflidence, and yet
with a feeling of my responsibility as a
men.ber of this House regarding the serious
yosition with which we are faced on the
question of immigration. L eongratulate
the Minister for Lands upon the clear and
concise statement he made to the House last
week., 1 am convineed tl'at when he madle
the statement he gave to the Press as well
as to the House, the interpretation placed
on the agreement by the Crown Law De-
partment led bim to believe the positien
was as outlined by him. I am pleased tu
see the Leader of the Opposition in his
ylace in the House. I have no desire to
indulge in any carping criticism in dealing
with a question that is of sueh vital in-
terest to the State, The Minister for Lands
said—

In wy opinion due consideratien was
not given before the agreement was en-
tered into by the British Government and
the Commonwealth Govermment. How-
ever, while that might have bven s0 then,
Australia, after years of experience,
comes dearer to me now than even the
Ol Land. That has appealed to me on
several occasions when we have seen the
British Government offering millions of
maoney te foreign countries, not knowing
whether it would ever be repail, yet
squakbling over a shilling to their owm
people until it is hardly worth taking.
I think a good deal of the prisent posi-
tion of migration and group setilement
was hrought about through those who
make the agreements not comingz into
touch with the actual position out here
As you are aware, Sir James Mitchell
agreed we should take 6,000 settlers and
provide for 69,000 other persomns inelnd-
ing wives and families of the settlers,
For taking all those 75,000 people from
Fngland the British Government for five
vears are to assist us by paying one-third
of the interest on £6,000,000, and the
Commonwealth to pay one-third, while
‘Western Australia isx to pay the remain-
ing third,

He alse made this prepnant statement—

Tt has been found from experience that
it is impossible te put any settler on the
gronps for £1,000.

The course I am taking this afternoon
offers the only way to membera of diseus-
sing the position in this Assembly, State-
ments wade in the Press we cannot discuss
under ordinary cenditions.

Mr. Holman: You can discuss anything
on the Address-in-reply.

Mr., THOMBON: The matter we are
dealine with is the life-blood of Western
Australia. FEven if the Minister had made
a definite statement uvon the subject mem-
berg would mot he ahle to diseuss it.

Mr. Tavlor: What is going to be the
value of thia discussion?t

Mr. THOMSON: I have a few sugges-
tions to offer which may assist the Govern-
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ment out of their present difficult position.

Mr. Manz: Could you not have given
these privately to the Minister?

Mr. Taylor: He would have got mo
kudos.

Mr. THOMSON: Having had this state-
ment by the Minister, wherein he says he
is backed up by the Crown Law Depart-
ment, it is the duty of Parliament as the
custodian of publie funds to determine
whether the agreement entered into shall
he carried ont, apd whether we shall au-
thorise the Government to continue giving
each settler, who come out vnider the agree-
ment, an additional £700 as a gift.

Mr. Mano: Have the Tmperial authori-
ties repudiated the agreement?

Mr, THOMSON: T will not be side-
tracked by the hon. member. According to
the interpretation that has been placed
upon the agreement, and according to the
intentions regarding it as revealed by
“‘Hangard,’’ it was understood that the
sum advanced to the settlers should not
exceed £1,000 in cach ease, The ayreoment
was drawn in England, [ understand it
was not congidered by the Crown Law De-
partment, and there was some diffieulty in
the way of that being done. 1 maintain,
however, that it should have been perused
by those who are paid to safegmard the io-
terests of the State before it was signed.
Cause 6 of the agreement says—

The 8tate Government will provide
each settler to whom a farm is allotted
with reasonable equipment and stock.

Clause 7 says—

On taking possession of his farm the
settler will he required to enter into an
undertaking to reimburse the Staie Gov-
ernment for the amount directly expended
on clearing and otherwise preparing the
farm for oecupationm, imcluding statutorv
- survey fees, and providing equipment and
stock,

We must take the agreement literally.
Repeatedlv  Parliament, when passing a
Bill, intends that it should act in a certain
direction. But unfortunately, ag you. Mr,
Spraker, know from your own experience,
in the eyes of the law no note can be
taken of what was the intention of Par-
liament in framing the Aet, and the courts
must take the Act as it has been passed.
The clause, after providing the matters to
which T have already alluded, distinetlv
states that the Wesfern Australian Govern-
ment ean require from the settler repay-
ment

together with such amount of interest
as the State Government may have paid
in respect of leans raised to defray such
expenditure.

There i3 a point, a highly debatable point,
but one that must be cleared up. Accord-
ing to the interpretation of the Crown
Law Department of Clause 5, and acenrd-
ing to my reading of it
Mr. Hodman: That ought to settle it.
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Mr. THOMSON: —this State is not in
a position to charge the settlers more than
2 per cent. interest for the fizst five years
on the moncy it is spending on the groups.
I sincerely hope, in the interests of West-
ern Australia, that this interpretation by
the Crown Law Department, and the
meaning of the clause as I read it, are
wrong. Unfortunately, however, we are
dealing with a contract entered into by
the State of Western Australia with the
Imperial Government, whereby we as a
State bave undertaken to place upon the
land in Western Australia 6,000 farmers,
and according to that interpretation we
ean charge only 2 per cent. interest on
expenditure up to £1,000 per farmer.

M. George: I thought these were settlers,
not farmers.

The Premicr: What is the difference?

Mr., THOMSON: Seeing that the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington is so anxious
to aplit straws, I will substitute ‘¢ settlers’’
for ‘“‘farmers.’” But why quibble about
words when we are dealing with so im-
portant a question? It 18 a question
whether we as a State are going to lose
£1,200,000; that is, if we place 6,000
settlers  on  groups, The ex-Premier
stated throughout Western Australia that
all losses arising in connection with the
settlement seheme would be recouped by
the interest the State was saving.

Hon. Sir Jumes Mitehell: T still say it.

Mr., THOMSON: My sincere hope is
that the hon, gentleman is right,

Mr, Richardson: There is no doubt about
it.

Mr. THOMSON: There are many people
like the ostrich that puts its head in the
sand and refuses to face a critieal position.

Mr. Richardsen: There are people whe
uge common sense in reading an agree-
ment.

Mr. THOMSON: We have the opinion
of the member for Swbiaco, who poses as
an authority on legal documents.

Mr. Richardson: You posed as an
authority yourself just now.

Mr, THOMSON: On the other hand we
have the opinion of the officers of the
Crown Law Department, who are trained
lawyers and whose business it is to inter-
pret a doecument as it stands. Though
with reluctanece, I feel compelled to say
that in my opinion the interpretation of
the Crown Law Department is the correct
one.

Mr. Richardson: You cannot find any-
thing in the agreement to that effect,
though.

Mr. THOMSON: I ask the hon. member
to read the agrecement.

Mr. Richardson: I have read it and
studied it.

Mr. THOMSON: Having dealt with the
question of rate of intereat, we now come
to the latter part of Claunse 7, reading—
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The debt eharge, including charge for
supervigsion, shall not in any case exceed
£1,000. Subject to the reimbursement
of the State Government’s expenditure
on the foregoing basis, the settler shall
not be required to make any payment
for the farm allotted to him, either on
accoont of the land in its undeveloped
state or of the construction of railways,
roads, and other general developmental
works, apart from drainage, water econ-
servation, and similar work which
directly benefits the farm,

Probably the member for Subiaco <ill
again say that T am wrong aud that the
Crown Law Department are wrong. He
may even say that to discuss the position
is an absolute waste of time. 1 say in
gorrow that it appears to me as if the late
Government have been guilty of wilfully
misleading this Parliament and the people
of Western Australia. When the late
Administration found themselves unable
to keep within the agreed cost of £1,000,
they should have taken Parliament ioto
their confidence,

Mr, George: Are youn impeaching tha
late Government?

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, as regards that
portion of the agreement, There seems to
be reasonable ground for my assumption.
When the ex-Premier entered into that
agreement, o one knew better than he
did what was its intention, Furthermore,
the ex-Premier administered all affairs
connected with group settlement. The
present Government are to be commended
for their aetion in preventing the inmitia-
tion of further groups until the position
has been defined by Parliament. If Par-
liament then gives the Government auth-
ority to proeeed at the same reckless rate
of expenditore, very well, the responsi-
bility will belong to Parliament and will
not rest upon the shoulders of the Collier
Administration. Were I oceupying a seat
on the Treasury bench, I would take ex-
aetly the same attitude as the present
Ministers have adopted.

Mr, George: There iz no chanee for you.

Mr. THOMSON: I do not worry abuut
my chance; but, having a econsiderable
stake in Western Australia, T do worry as
to how long the State will be able to carry
on at the present rate of expenditure, if
the existing condition of affairs with re-
gard to groups uader the agreement is
permitied to continue. T shall show that
the matter was within the knowledge of
the previous Government. Some of my
friends on this side are quite willing to
aceept the interpretation of the Crown
Law Department when it soits them, but
when that interpretation does not suit
them they say the Crown Law Department
are wrong. Xow let me quote what Mr.
Colebatch, when Minister for Education
and Leader of another place, is reported
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by ‘‘Hansard’’ for 1922-23, page 545, to
have stated—

When the Premier placed his seheme
before the Prime Minister, it was sug-
gested between them that the average
cost of settling the newcomers under
gronp settlement conditions would be
£750. That was the idea that both of
them had. When the agreement came
to be finaliged, the Premier realised that
if we were going to have an average
cost of £750, we must not definitely pin
onrseives down to £750 as a maximum,
So, schedule A which is referred to in

the agreement reads, ‘‘The debt
charge, including charge for super-
vision, shall not in any case exceed
£1,000.*

That statement was made by Mr, Cole-
bateh, the previous Government’s repre-
sentative in another place. He proceeds—

It is not a matter of the Common-
wealth or of the State Government ad-
vancing £750 per settler or £1,000 per
geitler. Neither of those questions enters
into consideration, It is a matter of the
State uondertaking to settle the 6.000
peaple on the land, and of sctting out in
the agreement how we propose to do it
and what is to be charged against them.

Then le again makes his former state-
ment-—
ITn no case will we raise a debit charge
apainst any one of these settlers exeeed-
ing £1,000. ’
There are members e¢f this Chamber whe
say I am doing wrong in drawing attention
to this important phase of the group
settlement scheme, I consider that T am
doing my duty by the clectors of Western
Australin and am trying to assist the
present Government ocut of the extremely
difficult position in which they find them-
selves.

Mr. Sampson: Do not protest teo much.

Mr. THOMSON: Tt has pleased the hon.
member to protest a good deal. I have here
the report of the British Overseas Settie-
ment Delegation te Australia. We know
that the memhers of the deputation came
out brere at the request of the Overseas
Committees, and of course at the Tmperial
Government's request. Dealing with Weet-
ern Australia, their report states, on page
63—

At the time of our visit mo group had
vet reaehed the stage of individual work-
ing of the various blocks, and the scheme
must therefore be considered as not vet
having passed the experimental stage. At
present the settlers are working under
direction, and receiving a weekly allow-
ance at a fixed rate, The real test for
them, and for the whole scheme, will-come
when the control of their affairs is put
into their own hands, and each man’s
income depends upon his own industry
and ability.

The report then says that the Government
handed the deputation a statement show-
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ing the estimmated expenditure for bring-
ing the blocks to . the producing stage,
and also showing the sources to which settlers
may look for their returns. It continues—
It will be seen from this that at the pre-
gent time the State finds it necessary to
import very considerable quantities of
farm produee from the Eastern States,
and that there is thus a home market for
exploitation by the settlers in the first
instance, particularly in all kinds of
dairy produce.
Now comes a pregnant declaration to which
I hope members will lend ear—
St1ll, the cash returns from a holding of
this kind will not be large, and we lave
no doubt that to be sucecessful the settler
will need to farm, in part, for the sub-
sistenee of himself and his family, and
show some degree of entcrprise in dis-
covering thie most profitable use to which
he can put his cultivated land, and to ad-
vanee the value of his holding by ns-
sidluous improvement.
That is the statement made by the delega-
tion who came out to Western Australia,
who had the whele of the facts placed
before them and what I bhave quoted is
part of their report to the Imperial Gov-
ernment. On page 115 of the report there ap-
pears the basis upon which the British Over-
seas Delegation reported that it would take
the settler 2ll his time to make a living on
the land as it is to-day, This is the basis
that was supplicd to them by the Govern-
ment—
The aim of the acheme is to keep the
expenditure within the following schedule:
—Clearing, £3350; fencing, £75; house,
£230; sheds, £25; stock and improve-
ments, £200; cropping and incidentals,
£120; or a total of £1,000.
That is the position with which we are faced
to-day. That is the scheme as we entered
into it and as the QOverseas Delegation un-
derstnod it. Thuat is the scheme as they
repottad it to the Tmperial Government.
Theyv made it clear that the amount was net
to excesd £1,000,

Mr. Richardson: Is that their estimate?

Mr. THOMSON: That was the estimate
arrived at by the Western Anstralian Gov-
ernment and I have no doubt the detaiis
were handed to the delegates by the ex-
Premier himself. Thus we have three sem-
arate and distinet statements that the
amount would not exceed £1,000. We have
it in the apreement itself; we have it in the
report of the Overacas Delegation: and we
have it in ‘“Hansard’’ in the statement
made by the then Minister for Eduncation
in the Upper House, He made the definite
statement that on mo account could the
Government charge the settler more than
£1,000. Now we c¢come to the position
to-dav. We have had a definite statement
by the Minister for Lands, a gentleman
who, I think, everyone will admit, has
never made a statemeat in this House
that he could not prove.
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Mr. Taylor: We cannot say that abont
you, anyhow.

Mr. THOMSON: We will put that aspect
aside.

My, George interjected.

AMr. THOMSON: You tried your hardest
to put me out but you did not suceeed.

Mr, Holman: What a pity!

Mr. THOMSON: I agree it was a pity.
However, we are faced with the position
that the Minister for [ands has made a
definite statement ag to the estimated cost of
placing a settler or the groups to-day. Hon.
members should bear in mind that his state-
ment referred to an estimate only, for the
figore mentioned was not a definite price.
On top of that we have the statement by
the member for Collie (Mr. Wilson), who
has kad years of experience in the South-
West, that the cost would exceed £2,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitcheil: The member for
Collic has never farmed in the South-West
in his life.

Mr. THOMSON: I am repeating that hon.
member’s statement.

Mr. Holman: Do you question his verac-
ity

Mr. THOMSON: s the State to saddle
the general taxpayer with all this expendi-
ture if the scheme is cartied out in its em-
tiroty and we go on along the old lines?
On the estimate supplied to the Minister
for Lands, it cannot he done. No one
would deny that when the Minister made his
staterment on the floor of the HWouse it was
clear, definite, precise, and withont biag or
feeling. His statement was a dispassionate
one, placed before Parliament and the peo-
ple generally as an outline of the bhare facts.
L have no desire to repudiate the contract;
we could not do so. TIf I aeccept a comtract
to constriet a railway or a building from the
Gorernment:

Mr, Tayler:
down,

Mr. THOMSON: It does not matter it T
lose all I have, I must carry out my coe-
tract.

Mr. George: Wkat are you preaching now?
Repudiation?

Mr. THOMSON: No. I desire to know
whether we can afford to go on with this
settlement scheme. As a State, I claim we
cannat afford to go on with {he scttlement
of 6,000 igrants—

Mr. Tayvlor: What is your remedy?

Mr. THOMSON: T will give it in my
own time. I am dealing with this question
as T thmk fit,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The member for
Mount Margaret thinks he is atill Speaker.

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, but he is not the
Bpeaker now.

Mr. Taylor: I am glad you said yon
were ‘‘dealing with the guestion.”’

My, THOMSON: If hon. members have
taken the trouble to peruse the migration
agrecment, they will have found that it dis-
tinetly states that only so far as we place
a proportion of those 6,000 migrants on the
land, will we have money advanced to us.

Sometimes buildings fall
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In the present cireuinstances, we should have
an opjporiunity of saying that we cannot
earry on, unless a more asatisfactory
bargain is made with us.

Mr. Mann: There is a proviso.

Mr. THOMSON: As it is, we get ouly
a proportion of the money according to the
number of settlers we placo on the land,
(lause 4 of the agreement reads——

1f at the end of five years from the
date of this agreemtent it shall be ascer-
tuined that the State Government shall
have praovided for Jess than 75000 new
migrants from the United Kingdom, or
shall have established less than 6,000 men
stlected drom mnvng such nigrants on

6,000 farma——

That shows that the ex-Minister for Works
has not read the agreement. It states speci-
fically “forms’ and  clearly demonstrates
that the interjection of the hon. member
was not correet.

Mr., George: Every man who goes into 3
builder's yard is not a builder.

Mr. THOMSON: But when a man is
placed on a farm under this agreement, it
is only right te consider that he will be a
farmer.

Mr, Taylor: And if he goes into a stable,
he is a horse.

Mr. C. C. Maley:
a dairy, he is a cow,

Mr. Holman: Anyhow, I think this bomb
is a dud.

Mr, THOMSON:
followa:—

. ., . from among such migrants on 6,000

farms under the said scheme, the contri-

butions by the Secretary of State and the

Commonwealth Government, as defined in

the preceding clause, shall be abated by

the deduction of a perceninge thereof
equivalent to the percentage reduction in
the number of new migrants provided for
below 75,000, or in the number of men
established on farms helow 6,000, which-
ever percentage reduvetion shall be the
greater.

In spite of interjections from hon. members

who are emdeavonring to discredit me——

Mr, George: We never try to do impossi-
bilities.

Mr. THOMSON: —I simply assert that if
we, az a State, unintentionally repudiated
the scheme, as we cannot carry out the whole
conditions as laid down in the agreement, we
can urge thai the Jmpterial Government have
protected themselves in that they only pay
on such settlers a3 we have provided ifor.
It is not an act of repudiation to say that,
as the Tmperial Government have gafe-
guarded themselves regarding the payment
of interest and the money to be made avail-
ahle to the State under the agreement, West-
ern Australia shonld be able, in view of the
extraordinary circumstances confronting us,
to have the position reconsidered. [ wish to
deal with the matter on the figures supplied
ta us hy the Minister for Lands, He told
the House that if we carried out the agree-

Or if he goes into

The clause goes on as
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ment as it stood, we would be practically
making 2 present to the new settlers of
£4,500,000.

The Minister for Lands: I did not say
that; I said approximately £4,000,0uv.

Mr. THOMSOXN: If the estimates are cor-
rect, and we multiply the 6,000 settlers by
£700, that gives us £4,200,000,

Houn, Bir James Mitehell: And if you
multiply by £1,400, you will get mueh more.

Mr, THUMSOX: But I have dealt with
the position we are actually faced with re-
garding the settlement of the migrants! On
top of that, the State is faced with the
necessity for huge expenditure for the con-
struction of ruilways, roads, hospitaly, edu-
cational facilities and all manner of other
requirements for such a acheme. The esti-
mated cost approaches £10,000,000

Mr, Mann: You had that consideration
e¢xtended to the wheat beit.

Mr, THOMSON: It is most remarkable
that I am now met with interjections just as
when I was sitting on the Government side
of the House,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have been
treated with great consideration.

Mr. THOMSON: I want it to be clearly
underatood that I and my party are not
opposed to group settlement.

Mr. Taylor: That is refreshing to know.

Mr. THOMSBON: As to the figures
quoted by the Minister for Lands, he stated
that we had 2,287 settlers on the groups, ot
whom 1,375 were migrants. He also said
we had 286 on the Peel estate, who do not
come under the acheme. Tt will thus be seen
that we have 1,089 on groups under the
scheme.  On the estimates supplied by the
Minister, which I am sure are hacked up by
sofficient doecumentary evidence to prove the
aceuracy of his figures, it will be seen that
we are faced with a loss of £762,300 in re-
spect of the present settlers.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: But you have to
treat all men on the same basis,

My, THOMSON: T admit that is correct
if we carry out the strict letter of the
scheme. In view of the fact that we have
Australiang on the groups as well, we can-
not morally, even if we can legally,
say to the British settler on  the
groupa: **As you eame out under the group
settiement scheme, we cannot charge yon
more than £1,000,”' and, on the other hand,
say to the Anstralian settler: '*We must
charge yon whatever it costs ns, and we
estimate that it will be £2,000.°° We must
remember that the Australian may be able to
work as well as any two of the overseas
migrants., I do not say that offensively, but
gimply because the Australian would know
wore ahout the conditions here and th» work
that had te he carried out. We could not
adopt the attitude I have sugeested but that
ig the vosition ve are faced =ith today. T
am safe in ventnring the assertion that we
are lecally bound to that position under the
agreement, and, therefore, we are faced with
a loss exceeding £1,000,000. What is our
remedy? Legally, we have none. We have
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had the merits and dewmerits of various agree-
ments made by Western Australia, New
South Waleg and Vietoria, with the Imperial
Government, discussed at length., It is most
amazing to know that the Premicr of New
South Wales and the Premier of Victoria
have euch said, aeeording to reports in the
Press, that the Western Anstralian land set-
tlement agreement and migration scheme
constituted a2 stumbling block, preventing
them from making proper and adequate
agreements with the Imperial anthorities. De-
spite  that, however, these States are
in a muech’ better position than is Western
Australia. During the election I was severely
chastised by the ex-Premier for my attitude
towards group gettlement.

Mr., Holman: And you want yonr re-
venge.

Mr. THOMSOX: My revenge came when
T had a gloriens vietery., At that time T
was not aware that the ex-Premier was not
justified in hoasting that we had £1.200,000
as a safeguard apainst lorses, Acrenting
his statement, as I did, I sfill «aid {hat
Vietoria had a better agreement than owrs.

Mr. Mann: We can amend ours, can we
not?

Mr. THOMSON: T hope we ean, and I
hope also to indicate to the Government the
way in which it ecan he amended.

Mr, Mann: Do you think you are going
the right way ahout getting it amendeid?

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, T think T am
doing mv duty in moving this motien.

Mr. George: Let us consider Western
Australia, The State is of more import-
ance than any of us.

Mr. THOMSON: My mhotion is devised
to help Western Australia. The Vietocian
Government, under their agrecment are pro-
tected against loss for 14 years, They have
from the Tmperial Government a guarantee
up to £300 per settler,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
gooil a3 ours.

Mr. THOMSON: TIs it not? Onr posi-
tion to-day is that whereas the blocks were
esfimated to cost £1,000 apiecz, they will
cost £1,700. Tf we bad the Vietorian nzree-
ment, we should he gnaranteed up to £300
per settler. The average cost per block in
Western Augtralia ie going to he £€1,700.
That is the position.

Hon, Sir Jamea Mitchell: No, it iz not.

Mr. THOMSON: Then you say the state-
ment made by the Minister for Lands is
wrong?

Mr. George: Fren so, the Minister wonld
not take it ag being offensive.

Mr. THOMSOXN: There nre none so
blind as those who will not see.

AMr. SPEAKER: The hon. membar must
keep to the subiect.

Mr. THOMSOXN: We have heen blind to
the true position of the group settlonents.
We are now dealing with the position as it
is to-day.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
not.

That is not as

No, we are
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Mr. THOMSOXN: Each block is costing
the State £700 more than was estimated.

Hon., Sir James Mitehell: No, it is not,

Mr. THOMSOX: I leave the Dremiar
and the Minister for Lands to reply to
that. We tave been told that if any other
State seeures a more advantageous asree-
ment than onr own, we are to bhe allnwed
the benefit of it. Tt is nearly six months
since Mr, Colebatch, the Agent Gencrnl,
eabled ont that he was endeavovring to set
the Tmperial Government to apgree to West-
ern  Australia coming under the terms
secured by Vietorin. So far as T ean
gather, no alteration has yet becn made in
our agreemont.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The Minister
for Lands told you he had hgen advised by
the Agent General that our agreement vould
be bhrought irto line with that of Vietoria.

Mr. THOMSON: We can only deal with
facts; our agreement las not yet heen
amended.

Mr, Mann: Arc you tasing your case on
the newsnapers?

My, THOMSOX: Tn Thursday's paper
appeared the following:—

Negotiationa are still proreeding he-

tween the Australian and the Pritish
Governments regarding the migration
agreement.  feveral points have 1o he

cleared up before Mr. Bruce can put ihe
matter hefore the House of Reprosenta-
tives, Britain i3 desiroun that all loan
moneys for the secheme shall be spent hy
1927, but the Commonwealth Governerent
want an extension bevond that year.
When the matter is finalised the Common-
wealth will ask the States to say how
many people they can absorb. The fun-
damental idea is that eackh millian will
settle 14,000 people.
That is what the Imperial Government are
affering to-day. The Premier will be in a
rosition to sa¥ what negotiations he and the
Federal Government have entered into.
The Premier: T have not had any
negotiations with them at all.
Mr. THOMSOX: Ye they tell us it is
all right. This report continues—
The alocation of an amount to each
State will he kased on the eapability of
the Siate to settle men. So Queensiand,
New South Wales, and Western Australia
will be given gnarantees for settling a
far larger number of migrants than will
the other States.
Now what suggestions have we 1o offer?
Tn view of the seriousness of the position I
suggest the Premier should immediately
proceed to the Eastern States to discuss
with the Federal Government what they pro.
pose to do. In the interests of Western
Australia our present agreement eannot he
continued, but must be secrapped. T hone
that whatever agreement be entered into
it will be made retrospectire,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: It will, of
coursce.
My, TUOMSOX: Also, when the new

agreement is being framed, I should like to
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see the South-West division cut out. The
present agreement handicaps the Govern-
mert in respeet of group settlements,

Mr. Tayior: Tt merely confines tham to
an arca.

Mr. THOMSOXN: Tt handicaps them, be-
cause they cannnt put group settlers auy-
where bot in the South-West area. Clause
2 of the agrecment spys—

The proceeds of aneh loans shall he
us~d hy the State Government for the
drvelopment of the said South-Westiern
division.

Therefore the position is that no matter
how desirous the Government may be of
putting in groups outside that area, they
earnot do it under the asrcement. The
Government should be allowed to decide
w"ere groups shall be placed. This for two
reasons: 1, that they should give an ade-
anate return for the money expended, and
2, to see that the eettler shail have a reasnn-
able chance of wchieving suecess. We fre-
quently hear our friends from the North-
West  expatiating  wpon the wonderful
potentialities of that vast area. Qur policy
is that of a white Australia. Yet under the
agreement we ¢annot put a group in the
North-West. Whatever agreement we may
enter into in futvre, it should provide that
t"e Covernment, hucked by expert advice,
showld have the right to say where groups
shall go. When the Premier visits the
Eastern States to discuss the agreement with
the Prime Minister, he should lay down ton-
ditions, After all, the position is that the
Commonwealth Gavernment are giving us
a paltry two per cent. of the interest.

Mr. Richardson: We never got that be-
fore. -

Mr, THOMSOXN: While they are robbing
us right and left in other directions, az I
will show——

Mr. Taylor; XNot under this motion,
surely!
Mr, THOMSON: The object of the

Commonwealih Government in paying part
of the interest is to encourage migrants to
come from overseas., The Commonwealth
Government pay two per cent. of the in-
terest, and then more than get their money
back through the Customs. If this State,
carrying the whole of the financial re-
spongibility for group settlement, wants to
build a railway for the settlers, it has to
pay Customs duty on the rails and fasten-
ings brought in. If we get the rails from
the Eastern States the price iz fixed aec-
cordingly. The Premier, when dealing
with the Prime Minister, shonld insist that
if swe are to have a big scheme of settle-
ment, and if we are to open up the North-
\west, railways and machinery and other
things will be required; and that being
g0, whatever material we require for group
settlements, the Commonwealth should ad-
mit duty free or make a rebate of the duty.

Mr. Taylor: On a point of order. Under
the motion, is the hon. member in order inm
discussing the Federal tariff?
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Mr, SPEAKER: In so far as the Fed-
cral tariff affects the group settlyments, he
is in order in diseussing it.

Mr, Taylor: It is pretty wide.

Mr. Richardson: It is the Address-in-
reply ever apgain.

Me. THOMSON:
position,

Mr. Jiolman: And made a mess of it.

Mr. THOMSON: If the Government so
desire, a delegation from this Iouse should
proceed to the East to discuss the serious
position that has arisen, and get down to a
solid basis as io the intentions of the Im-
perial Government.

Mr, George: How about sendine you as
a deputy?

Mr, Taylor:
and failed.

Mr. THOMSON: If the Premier does po
to the Eastern States to discuss the matter
with the Prime Minister, I do not want
him to stop at that.

Ar. Richardson interjected.

Mr. THOMSOXN: The interjections and
talk on my right are tvpical of the sense
of responeilility of some members for their
position in the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member must
not lecture other members.

Mr. TIIOMSON: The Premier should
also proceed to England. Tn the *‘United
Empire’’ magazine for July, issued hy the
Royal Colonial Institute, appear the fol-
lowing remarks by Sir Daniel Morris:—

The question paramount to-day was
how to make the best use of the Kmpire.
The population of the Home country and
of our posscssions abroad has increased
in recent years, and we could not well
afford to negleet consileration of those
problems which sprang from that faet.
... We are an Imperial estate covering
a quarter of the land surface of the
globe, the greater rart of whieh is in
temperate climes, As yot it is only in
the rodiments of its development, and its
¢hief neped s for human keings to $ll
and till its solitudes. Yet here inm the
JTomeland we have a million and a
quarter workless people, upon whom we
are spending a hundred millions a year
in unproductive anil demoralising relief.
Wo are overburdened with a population
increaging by a thousand souls a day, for
a large proportion of which we cannot
now, and mav never be ahle to provide
work and wages. This condition of things
is a Teproach mnot ounlv to professional
statesmanship, but to the common sense
of the British race. A people which con-
tinues to make so little use of such an
unexampled heritame does not deserve it,
and ean searcely justify any elaim to its
possession.

Sir Henry Page Croft said—

The Jate war had its good lessons.
Nearlv two millirn men  fra= TRritish
nossessions overseas came o join in the
fight and te help the XMother couniry.

T have dealt with the

He has already been over
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They came to save literty and to defend
the Crown which they love. Regarding
migration, he recalled the time when he
was stormed off the platferm in Bourne-
mouth for saying that if penple could not
be emploved in this country, then give
them the chance to get on overseas. He
was profoundly glad that Mr, Clynes and
" Mr. Thomas had shown courage coough
to favour that policy. Four days agoe in

the Touse of Commons he list'ned to a

speech which he conld only regard .as

tragic. The Minister for Labour, with
all the statistical evidence at hia dis-
rosal, told the ecountry that for all time

800,000 unemployed was to be the normal

figurs here, That, surely, was a policy

of despair.  Give the unemployed a

chance.. Jf necessary pay their fares and

equip them for a start overseas. It
would be a cheap and gafe investment,
and the ipterest would he recovered in
development,
We have a Labour Premier and England
has a Labour Prime Minister, and I have
confidence that our Prewier, if he went to
FErgland, would uphold the dignity of his
position. He wonld be able to discuss the
matter with the Imperial authorities acpd
roint out to them that on their own statis-
tirs 870,000 people have to leave England
every year for other parts of the wocld. As
many as possible go to the United States
and Canada, and many go to the Argentine.
Surely it is in the interests of Great
Britain and particularly of Western Aus-
tralia that our vast unoccupied territory
should receive some of this flow of popula-
tion. The Imperial Government are pay-
ing one hundred millions a year to keep
men from starvation. Why not give us
that money? Tt is producing no reburn
to-day; it is merely keeping the bodies and
souls of people together,

Mr. Taylor: What has that to do with
the motion?

Mr. TIEOMSON: I am making, some
suggestions that the hon. member does not
seem to like. Our Premier covld show the
Tmperial Government that if they advanced
the maney to us, we could take their people
and place them in Western Australia, But
we want very much hetter conditions than
we have under the existing agreement.
During the two years the agreement has
been operating, I have eriticised it, to-
gether with the general administration of
the seheme, and I sincerely regret, for the
sake of the State, that my eriticism has
been more than justified.

Mr, Tavlor: That is all right so leng
as vou think so.

Mr. THOMSON: T move this motion
without any intention ot indulging in earp-
ing eriticism but with a full realisation of
my responsibility as a member of the House
and as the leader of a party whose organ-
jeatinn, eamnnged af nrsptieal men. Taice
their fear that all is not well with the ad-
ministration of the group scheme. T hope
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the House will elearly indicate to the Gov-
ernment the course of aetion they should
take. We are faced with a very serious
position. The agreement clearly and dis-
tinetly lays down that we cannot charge
seltlers more than %1,000. Therefore the
Btate cannot afford to receive settlers on
those terms. I bave no desire to prevent
micrants from coming into the State.
**Hansard’’' containa no reference showing
that T have ever cxpressed any objection to
people eoming here, T have always main-
tained that tbere i3 room for thouwsands.
But I contend that we eannot afford to eon-
tinve an aereement under which we are to
aupply migrants with properties costing
£1,790 each at the price of £1,000, thus
making each of them a present of £700.
To do that is not right. We have thousands
af soldiers who fought for us, and do mem-
bers think that those dizgers, who did so
well for us in the firing line, would be con-
tent to see migrants coming here and ob-
taining very moeh hetter conditions of
settlement? Certainly not. I would not
blame them for claiming similar treaiment.
T2 T were a soldier, I should do so. T
want the House to give the (fovernment an
indication of its desirex. If the Premier
resolves to proceed to the Eastern States
immediatelv, I assure him in behalf of
members gitting behind me that the Gov-
emment will have na factious opposition.
I wmdertake to provide a pair for him dur-
irg his absence if his party so desire.

Mr. Taylor: Could you give a pair out
of that party of yours?

Mr. THOMSON: Even though my party
be small, this matter must be carefully con-
gidered. I atrongly urge the Premier to
go to England and make a fresh agreement
with the Imperial Government.

The MINISTER FOR LANBDS (Hon.
W. C. Angwin—XNorth-East TFremantle)
15437: T dealt with this matter in the
House on Tuesday week in surh & way as
not to import into it any political bias.

Mr. Ricbardson: You were very fair
indeed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Anyone
who reads the stateiment must concede
that T pave a fair and concise aceount of
the position as plaeed before me by the
,Department, together with my own views
on the gronp settlements. I take excep-
tion to the remarks made by the member
for Subiaco (Mr. Richardson) by way of
interjection. e said that most people
use common sense in reading an agreement.

Mr. Richardson: I did not use those
words. [ said I use common sense.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member said most people use cominon
tense. I wrote down the words., While T
admit that the people of Subiaco have
common sense, in all probability also there
is a little left in other parts of the world.
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Mr. Richardson: T spoke about myself;
I gaid I used common gense,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Atten-
tion was drawn to the position as it
applied to group seottlement. The first
action 1 took, and which I think
every membher will agree was the right
one, was to find out tbe actval pesitien
fram the Crown Law Department with
regard to the apreement. I interviewed
the Solicitor Geperal end ha earefully
reritinised the agreement. He took it
home with him and then disensged the
matter with the Crown Solicitor, 2and when
he saw me on the following day he said,
““There is not the least doubt that yon
eannot  charge on  more than the
£1,000.° T merely mention that to show
that T did not make a statement to the
House unti]l T wag first aware of the posi-
tion as it appeared to the legal advisers
of the Crewn. The question has been
raisel in respect of cost. I told honm.
members the other night that the advisory
committee had congidered the position
carefully, and had taken item by item in
connection with the preparation of the
farms. The figures werg then placed be-
fore me and T read them to the House.
They were based on the estimated future
averages. I poinied out also that the first
blocks started cost a little more because
there had not been any experience gained,
and the figures, on that account, were
based on tha averages that wmight be ex-
pected in the future. The nverage esti-
mated by the department works out at
£1,500, while on light land the amount 38
£1,600. Ton. members must be aware that
the advisory committee have been dealing
with group settlement almost from the
ineeption, and to show that their state-
ment ean be borne out I have had a re-
turu prepared which on the previous ocea-
sion I did not present to the House. As
a watter of faet, T did net worry about
it very much. The atatement was pre-
pared by the accountant i charge of the
finaneial position in respect of the groups,
and it sets out what has been the actual
cost on some of the groups that have been
clea-ed to the full extent. I said fo him,
““Give me a few, and do not take the
highest right through.’’” TFor the informa-
tion of hon. members I will read that
statement—

To the Minister for Lands: T am ap-
peading hereunder a statement showing
the cost on the various group blocks, so
far as my books show at 30-6-2¢. Iam
the monthly statements I show the
direct eost against each block, that is to
say, the amount paid out on account of
sustenance, traetor charges, ete, but
outside these direect c¢harges there are
various items which, on terminatinn of
the group will require to be apportioned
to the blorks, Therefore, to give you a
good idea of the cost agninst the blocks,
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I have apportioned as far as possible at
this stage, indireet charges which are
as nader—

Temporary camps, fodder, freight,
general wages, horse hire, plant, harness,
sundries, supervision, tools and equip-
ment, interest and insurance:

Group No. 1—Location 9029, 25 acres
cleared, house erected, £1,880 17a. 8d.

Group No, 7—Location 1642, 25 acres
cleared, house erected, £1,278 6s. 8d.

Group No. 5—Location 9045, 25 acres
cleared, hounse erected, £1,271 12s. 10d.

Group No. 8—Location 7944, 30 acres
cleared, house erected, £1,117 18s, 24,

Group No. 2—Location 8184, 28 acres
cleared, Louse erected, £1,320 4s. 74d.
Hon, 8ir James Miichel): They are not

migrants.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
they are. [ was down there the other day.
I would like to explain that group 32 is
the first group that was completed. It
is on light land,

Group No. 32—Location 2010, 25 acres
cleared, house erected, £621.

Group No, 16—Location 1764, 2734
acres cleared, house erccted, £838 5. 8d.

Group No. 15—Location 1811, 25 acres
cleared, house erected, £1,308 1s. 9d.

Group No. 14—Location 1792, 25 ucres
¢leared, house erected, £1,012 73, 3d.

Charges have still to come to hand
showing the total amounts of seed and
wire used on these locations, therefore
these charges will be inereased. I have
not taken into consideration the in-
dividual requirements of each settler
such as horse, cows, spring cart, harness,
ete.

This statement beara out almost entirely
the estimate prepared by the advisory com-
mittey respeeting the amonnts of £1,700 and
£1,600. The cost of equipping the farm has
te be added. The question then arose that
the agrecment provided that, no matter
what we spent, we eould not charge on more
than £1,000. It is set out definitely in the
agiecment—

The debt charge, including charge for
supervision, shall not in any case exceed
£1,000. '

In other words, we cannot charge a migrant
vnder the agreement on anything ahove
£1,000, T.et me put the position this way:
if T agreed to boild a house for £1.000 and
the eost of the erection of that house came
to £1,500 the debt charge wnder my agree-
ment could only be £1,000: the additional
£500 would remain my own cost, T drew the
Premier’s attention to the matter, and it
was then that I made inquiries with regard
to the interest. I know that some of the
disensgion, and in all probability the whole
of it, will centre around the question of in-
terest. When 1 raised the auestion in re-
spect of the interest T was informed by the
Solicitor General that all we could charge
was the interest paid by the State. T had

pointed out to me, though mot by the
Solicitor General, these words in the agree.
ment—

. . . together with such amount of inter-

est as the State Government may have

paid in respect of loans raised to defray

such expenditure.
So far as this is concerped, the term ‘*State
Government’’ is expressive. Jf it had read
‘ftogether with such amount of interest as
may have been pail in respeet of lnans
raised,”’ then it would have included the
whole of the iutereat. The terms of the
agreement are such that as the agreement
stands we canpbot charge more than the
amount actually paid by the State. Shall
I put it this way: I muke an arrangement
to pay the Leader of the Opposition £1, but
before I make that arrangement I approach
the Premier and T enter into an agreement
with him that he shall pay half, and the
Premier arranges to pay 10s. towards that
£], and I pay it to the Leader of the Op-
position. How muech would I pay?

Hon, Sir James Mitelell: One pound.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Of course.
But the hon. gentleman would recoup me
104. and theveby I actually pay only 10s.
I was only the means of eouveyance, The
term ured in the agreement being so ex-
pressive, aetuvally we canuot charge more
than the two per cent., or one-third of the
amount to Dbe contributed hy way of in-
terest. That was not the intention of the
agrecement. D not make any mistake
about it. But the agreement is so worded.
What the intention was and what we act-
vally find in the aprcement are two different
things. Tn diseussing the matter with the
officers, 1 said, ‘*What are vou charging
these people on the groups?’® The reply
wad that the proups were being charged
what the Btate paid, Then I asked, ‘‘ The
full amount?’’ and the reply was, *“Yes, in
accordance with the intentions when the
agreement was entered info.”’ There is no
doubt the ex-Premier intended that the in-
terest paid by the other parties to the agree-
ment should be used to meet any losses that
would probably be incurred ander the
scheme.

Hon. 8ir James Mitehell: That was guite
clear,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T am in.
formed that the agreement is not clear on
that point, but that it is clear we can only
charge what we pay. In support of the
statement I made T was handed a Jetter to
show how the interest had to be charged.
This letter reada—

Financial basis of agreement—Tke basis
of the agreement between the Common
wealth and the State will be (a) The
State’s responsibilities as set out in this
letter; (b) The Commonwealth’s responsi-
bhilities to borrow moeney for the State’s
purposes as set out; (e) The Common-
wealth to pay to the State half the east
of sueh monev for the first five vears, to
be rotained by the State to cover anv
lossag which may be sastained; (d) Bhoold
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the British Government at any time be
induced to provide part of the cost, the
amount so provided is to be deducted from
the cost referred to in paragraph (c) be-
fore determination of the Commonwealth
contributions.
There is no doubt that is the intention,
When I turned the letter over I found it
wag dated the 5th December, 1921, whereas
the agreement is dated September, 1922,
This was uwot embedied in the agreement,
though it was the intention and the hasis
on which the arrangement should be made.
Let us wse a little eommon sense coneerning
the agreement, In the first place the Gov-
erament had to clear 25 aeres fit for the
Idough, provide for the erection of a house,
cutbuildings and tfencing, and arrange for a
tatistactory water supply; the materinls for
the hoise to Le frovided by the State Gov-
erminent.  The apgreement goes on to suy
that the amount of 1Us, a dauy had to he
provided during the period the migrant was
¢ learing the land.

Hon, ®ir James Mitehell: Up to 10s,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Not ox-
ceelding 10s. It then provided that the man
vith a family was to have the first prefee-
wnee in the ereetion of a house, The crux
of the agreement i3 in Clauses 6 aml
T. I have Dbeen  attacked  Dbecause
I used the schedule instead of the agree-
ment itself. The conditions are embodied in
the schedule. What woull a court say if, after
an Act had been passed providing for the
payment of certain fees, taxes, wheel licenses
or any cther amount a man were to plead
that he could not pay the fees because they
were not contained in the Aet but in the
schedule! Those who ought to know better,
however, say I made a mistake in not read-
ing the agreement, and that what I stated
was contained only in the schedule and not
it the agreement. The schedule, however, is
part of the agreement, and the termys are laid
down therein,  All through the agreement
reference is made to the scheme, details of
which are embodied in the schedule, Para-
graph 6 of Scbedule A states—

The State Government will provide each
settler, to whom a farm is allotted, with
reasonable equipment anad stoeck.

Some of those who critieised me have en-
deavoured to import into their criticiam a
little politieal spleen,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
cised you?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will not
mention any names, but I do not refer to tne
hon. member. I raised the question with the
Solicitor General as to what ‘‘reasonable
equipment and stock’’ meant. I was in-
formed it meant ‘ reasonably adequate.’”

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: That goes with-
out saying.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I could
not give these settlers ome or two head of
cattle, a horse and a pig, and when they
took possession give them extra cattle and
charge them with the additional ecost. That
could not be done under the agreement. We

Who has criti-
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are to provide reasonable equipment and
stock ready for a farming occupation. Then
we have to determine what reasonable equip-
ment means,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: That which wilt
¢nable them to cultivate their land and make
a living.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
$0. On this point there must be a difference
of opinion. The advisory committee said
that a teasonable amount of stock would be
10 cows, one horse and some pigs. Reason-
able equipment meant one cart, a set of har-
ness, a single furrow plough, a harrow, tools
to the value of £15, and a separator and ean
to the value of £10. This reasonable equip-
nmient and stock had to be provided within the
£1,000. No matter when the settlers took
possession, [ could not tell them to do so
until 1 had provided reasonable equipment
and stock, and that anything they require
over awd above that would have to be
charged for. That, at all events, ia how 1
am gdvised., The schednle in paragraph §
says—

On taking possession of his farm the
settler will be required to enter into an
wndertaking te rveimburse the State Gov-
trnment for the amount direetly expended
on clearing and otherwise preparing the
tarm for occupation, including statutory
survey fees and providing equipment an:d
stoek, together with such amount of in-
terest as the State Government may have
jtaid in respect of loans raised to defrny
such expenditure. The charge for such
supervision shall not exceed 7!4 per cent.
of the total debt charge to be assumed
by the settler, Credit will be given for any
sumd to which the settler is entitled under-
Clause 4 above to the extent that at his
request they were mot actually drawn by
him.

If the settler did not draw 10s. a day, this
means, he would get an allowance up to 10sa
day, and would be credited with the dif-
ference. The Leader of the Oppesition
knows that, in the first ingtance, a single
man was paid 63. a day, and was charged
fis. a day and not 10s. That is quite right.
The paragraph continues—

The debt charge, including charge for-
supervigion, shall not in any case exceed
£1,000. Subject to the reimbursement of
the State Government’s expenditure on the
foregoing basis, the settler shall not be re-
quired to make any payment for the farm
allotted to him, either on account of the
land in its undeveloped state or of the
construction of railways, roads, and other
general development work, apart from
drainage, water conservation, and similar
works which direetly benefit the farm.

That means, I am informed, that whilst
drainage can be charged for, subsidiary
drainage that actually benefits the farm, the
general or main drains eannot be charged’
to the settler. In a nutshell, we have en-
tered into an agreement with the British and
Imperial Governments to provide 6,000 farms:
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properly equipped and stock for oecupation,
for £6,000,000. In view of the figures L
have given, how can we possibly do it? 1
have n: feeling about this.

Mr. Thomson: XNeither have I,

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: I shouli
be acting uniairly and unjustly to members,
and the general poblic if [ did not at the
first opportunity draw attention to the po-
sition as it stands.

Han. Sir James Mitchell: No one objects
to yeur drawing attention to anything.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What
would members say if I let the session pass
knowing full well that we had entered into
an agreement to provide equipped farms,
but alse knowing that the officers of the
department have definitely and eclearly
stated in writing that we cannot charge more
than £1,000 for these farms, and that they
are going to cost £1,7007 I wounld be wrong
if 1 neglected that duty, and would not he
fit to ceeupy my position. I would rather
relinquish the position than withheld this in-
formatien. I have been criticised because |
said this means a charge upon the State of
£4,000,000. If we cannot charge more than
£1,000 for each farm, and it is going to cost
us £1,700, I am not far out in my estimate.
This means at least £250,000 a year that tha
State will have to find for interest and sink-
jag fund for the next 30 or 40 years, and
this will be a free gift te the people coming
out from England. No one regrets the po-
sition more than I do. The Premier agreed
with me that until the agreement was
amended in the direction promised to the ex-
Premicr, I would not be justified in bring-
ing any additional persons to the State for

group settlement.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Why is the
agreement not amended?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T =aid
last Tuesday week that the Leader of the
Opposition had made representations as far
back as last January for the agreement to
be amended as promised, The Agent Gen-
eral, Mr. Colebateh, cabled to him saying
that he had met the chairman of the Over-

gens Committee, and it had been agreed that
an amendment should be made.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER TOR LANDS: Just be-
fore tea T was pointing ont that in January
last the ex-Premier was endeavouring to ob-
tain alterations made in this State/s agree-
ment with the British Government. The
Agcut-General, Mr, Colebateh, took the mat-
ter up with the Home autherities, and wot
into communiration with Mr. AMeNaghton,
the Deputy Chairman of the Oversea Settle-
ment Committee, the objeet heing to inelude
in our agreement the most favourable terms
nenrnrded te other States. ns had been prom-
ised to Sir lames Mitchell at the time he
was negetiating in London. The Agent-Gen-
eral did very well in the matter, notwith-
standing that he was in some anxiety at the
time, being afraid that the political oppon-

ents of the Governnent might make capital
out of the agrecment. He was Jdesirous that
the matter would be settled before the gen-
cral election, then pending. Mr. MeNaghton
and Mr. ColeLateh got down to terms, and
our Ayent-General was promised that a draft
vgreenent would Le sent out lere at an
cully date. Just atter the Collier Ministry
to2X otlive we were notified, first by the Cow-
wonwalth by telegram, and then by the
Ay ent-General by letter, that the Overseas
Fedlument Committee could not agree to
delete the 64,000 migranty included in the
rgrooment, and eould not allow zny money
s.ent on the wheat belt to he treated as
rortiou of the £6,000,0000 which was to be
free ot inteiest. As regirds third-class pas-
seieers paying their own tares, that would
not matter il the condition as to the (9,000
mizrants was deleted. I ascertained what
amount had Lcen spent on the wheat belt
in this conncetion out of the money made
available by the Commonwealth and British
Grovirnments tor the migration scheme, 1%
is enly £3,000, so it matiers little whether
interest is charged on it or not. We aid
nothing more regarding our agreement until
we saw in the Press that a new agreement
was being negotiated between the (ommon-
wealth and Lritish Geovernmoents, which new
apreement would eaneel all previous migra-
tion agreements. Sinee then we have heen
trying to diseover what are the terms of the
new agreement, with regard to which doeu-
nment the present Government have not been
consultcd by the Commonwealth in any way,
even up to this day. No communication
whatever has becn made to us by the Com-
monwealth rezarding the terms of the new
agreement. All we know about them is what
we have gathered from the published re-
ports of debates in the House of Commons.
Only yosterday we received, in reply to a
letter of ours, a communication from the
Primie Minister of the Commonwealth to the
effect that certain clauses of the new agree-
ment were not yet finalised, and that mean-
time he could not give us any further in-
formation, Qur Premier telegraphed yester-
day to the Prime Minister pointing out our
need for some information regarding the
new agreement. A few weeks ago we re-
ceived a letter from the Agent-General stat-
ing that he had again interviewed Mr. Me-
Naghton regarding the new terms to be in-
eorporated in our cxisting agreement. Mr.
MeNaghton is of opinion that for the mo-
ment it is unnecessary to amend our agree-
ment, because the DBritish Government are
entering into a new agrecment with the Com-
monwealth Government; but le assures us
that the arrangement made previously, with
regard to the most favourable terms, still
holds. That information, however, does not
put us in a position of being able to bring
migrants here uniler the old agreement, until
such time as we have an agreement actually
signed. I think members will share my view
that it is necessary to have a signed agree-
ment, in order that we may know exactly
what we are working on hefore we bring
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out further growp migrants. If in the new
agreement the term as to £1,000 for ten per-
sony is retained, then T, for my part, shall
oppose Western Australia entering into an
agreement at all. There are two points at
issue. One is, ¢an we charge over £1,000
against a group settlert The Crown's legal
advisers say we cannot. The other point is
of eomparatively minor importance: ecan we
charge the settler the full interest? T am
advised by the Crown Law Department and
by two ontside lawyers that we cannot
charge the full interest, but can charge only
the rate paid by the State Government,
plus cne per cent,

MHon. Sir James Mitcheli: That was not
intended.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I fully
agree that it was not intended. The letter
to which T have referred was brought to me
in order to show what was intended but was
not embodied in the agreement. I regret
that theso two points in doubt have stopped
our group settlement work for the present.
I cannot go on providing areas for additional
group settlers when I am advised by ihe
offigers of the Lauds Department and the
Crown Law Department that the cost to
Weatern Australia will be about £700
per farm over and above the amount
this State is allowed to charge. I
could mnot possibly eontinue under such
copditions. No person regrets more than
I do the situation that has arisen.
Now I desire to reply to statements made
here last night with regard o group settle-
ment officers. A charge was made against
those officers, and I think it only fair, seeing
they cannot speak for themseives here, that
I should quote from the file to show the
exact position as regards the officers. With
due respeet to other people’s opinions, T
maintain that we have good officers in our
State service. I wish to add that there is
no man who has the interests of ths State
more at heart, or who will work harder for
the State, than the Managing Trusice of the
Agricultural Bank, Mr. McLarty.

Members: Hear, hear!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Sach
things as were said last night are rather
gevere on a man who is deing his very
utmost for the State. I have here a minute
written by Mr. McLarty, which I desire to
read. I presume I shall then have to lay
it or the Tabla of the Howse., The minute
was written a month prior to the agreement
being entered into. It is addressed to the
Minister, for Lands, and reads as follows:—

I note your minounte of 9th imst., and
beg to inform you that the matter of re-
ducing costs in comnection with the de-
velopment of group settlement blocks has
been the main consideration of my officers
and myself. Provided the ecapitalisation
can be kept within reasonable limits, other
diffienities are, comparatively, of minor
importance.

The results achieved to date, especially

85 tegards the work in the lower Sonth-

West, are not such ag to lead one to be-
lieve that settlement can be effected for
anything near £750. As 2 matter of fact,
the clearing costs are so excessive that
in all probability the amount stated by
you will be required for that work alone.
The diffienlty is accentuated by the fact
that we are placing men on the land wheo
are not only penniless, but inezperienced
as well.  They have to be financed for
every penny of their requirements. The
east of everything is exeessive, and it may
he accepted that to-day it is costing nearly
100 per cent. more to settle a man than
m pre-war times. Tt is, therefore, quite
mpasgsible to fully establich a man for
£750 where any elearing has to ha done,
The heavy capitalisation invelved in es-
tablishing a man is a very serious matter,
but eannet be avoided.

Sustenanece.—As you are aware, this
matfer has heen fully diseussed. It has
not been found nacessary to differentiato
between married and single men where
they are working on the same group.
There is, however, no reason why a re-
duced amount should not be paid to sin-
gle men if they are placed in separate
groupa.

Duty.—This is a matter which rests
with the Commonwealth Geovernment,
and, judging from the difficuliy we have
had in getting rebates of duty paid on
imported tractors, it will not be easy
to get them to admit wire, galvanised
iron, explosives, ete, free. I will have
a list of dutiable articles prepared in

- order that the matter may be followed

up.

Open ecountry.—It would certainly be
advisable to operate in this clasg of
country, but I fear there is very little
available near existing raillways which
is suitable for settlement. Practically
all our land is more or less heavily tim-
bered, and as a rule the plain country
is of inferior quality. It is also invari-
ably waterlogged, and useless unti)
drained. In my opinion it would be
cheaper to buy partly improved land im
the wpper South-West than to clear
green country in the heavily timbered
lower South-West. The limitation of
eapitalisation all round is a consamma.
tion earnestly to be desired, but achieve-
ment is not easy unless settlers ean be
obtained " who will do part of the
financing. With a capitalisation not
exceeding £750, it is possible to see
success ahead, but with double the
amount it is difficult to do so. Every-
thing possible will be done to keep costs
down, and the only way to do this is to
leave more timber standing.

Ring-barking.—I agree that this would
be a desirable improvenent, provided
definite areas can be released for gettle-
ment. (Signed) E. A. McLarty, Geuneral
Manager. 23-8-22.



[21 Avgust, 1924.]

The minute shows that Mr. McLarty
pointed out the position very clearly, I
draw particular attention to his remark
that ‘‘the clearing costs are so excessive
that in all probability the amount stated
by vou (£750) wiil be required for that
work alone.’”’ The member for Subiaco
(Mr. Richardson) will recognise that the
departmental officers were fully alive to
the position.

Mr. Richatdeon: That was after the
agreement was signed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No; the
agreement was signed in September of
1922, I think.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It was
arranged in L.ondon then; T do not think
.it was signed then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: These
officers have been using every effort to
do their best in the matter of group set-
tiers. They realise the difficulty, and Mr.
Mc¢Larty assures me he has repeatedly
drawn attention to the circumstance that
the holdings must cost considerably more
than the charge authorised. It is only fair
that 1T should make this statement on
behalf of the officers who bhave been
accused

Mr. Richardson: I did not accuse them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: A state-
ment was made that the officers were
rezpensible fer the position. The officers
feel that statement keenly. When the
proposed Royal Cemmission is appointed,
they will, T think, be able to show that
they are not responsible for the position.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T certainly did
not say they were responsible.

The Premier: That statement was made
last night.

Mr. Richardson: T did not aecuse the
officials of that last night. I said that if
they did give the advice I referred to they
shoul@d hear sowme of the blame. Evidently
the officials did not put up the figures.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: In con-
clusion I can only say that the statement
I made to the House was one I felt T was
compelled to make, ocenpying as I do my
Mintsterial position. I felt it would he
wrong if T did not do se. The statement
wasg not made for political purposes of any
description. That was never in my mind.
Hon. members know that I have supported
the group settlemecnt scheme as much as
anyone else in this Chamber. When I
locked inte the conditions obtaiaing I
found they were not what I had expected.
As a matter of faet, the letter that I read
just mow and which referred to the con-
ditions covering interest, partievlarly the
portion regarding the contributions by the
Governments that wero to go to meet
losses, also contained a statement that
the charge for preparing the land must be
a charge to the farmer. But that provision
was not embodied in the agreement. The
intention may have been there but we
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canpot work upon intentions, Some say
that the road to hell is paved with good

intentions. I have to work uoder the
agreement. I regret the position that has
arisen. I wanted to see these groups
continued. Sir James Mitchell knows

well-—I am not committing a breach of
confitence when I make the statement—
that the Premier gave me strict instrue-
tions that the group settlements must
continue as they were going on,

Houn. SBir James Mitchell; Hear, bhearl

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Those
were the Premier’s instructions to me.
In fact, the cable despatched to the Agent
General and read at the annual Western
Australian dinner in London set out that
it was our intention to push on with the
gronps, Of course we knew we might
alter some of the details, That, however,
was nothing. We may hold different
opinions regarding details, but so far as
the group system in general was econ-
cerned, we intended to proceed. I was not
aware, nor was the Premier aware, nor yet
do I know that any hon. member of this
Chamber was aware, that we could not
make a full charge to the settler for the
monex spent on the development and
equipment of his farm. We made no
attempt to stop the operation of the
scheme until our attention had been drawn
to the position. As soon as it was dis-
closed to me, I discussed it with the Pre-
mier. TUnder his instructions I took up
the matter with the Solicitor General who
told me there was no doubt about the posi- -
tion under tbe agreement. The Solicitor
Gencral asked me to allow him to take the
papers home to further congider the
matter and to see if there was any doubt
about the agrcement, before I discussed
the position further with the Premier. He
also had the papers dealing with the other
States and the next morning the Solicitor
(Gieneral asgured me that there was not the
least doubt about the position. That
being so I think I was justified in giving
the House the information as supplied to
me, because of the expenditure invelved.

Hon. 8IR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [7.497: No one will say that the
Minister for Lands had not a perfect right
or that it was not the Minister’s duty to in-
form the House regarding the position as
he foond it. As to the speech by the mem-
ber for Katanning (Mr. Thomason), he pro-
duced no new information that would show
that this question is by any means a matter
of urgency. I do mot object to the conrse
he has adopted, becanse I welcome the dis-
cusgion, The Votes and Proceedings tor
1922 contain a copy of the draft agreement
which, therefore, was before every hon.
member of the House as then constitnted.
No doubt hon. members studied it as was
their duty. No doubt they read and under-
gtood every word of it. Thus the agreement
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has been before the House for the past two
years and, a document that has been before
us for so long 2 period caan hardly be re-
garded as a matter of urgency now, Before
replying to the statements that have heen
made, I would like to remind the House
that there is one point to be rememberdd.
In his speech the other night the Minister
for Lands made it clear that if any agven-
ment made with another State was hettor
than the one arranged with Western Aus-
tralia, any advantages gained bv tht
State were to apply to us. The Minister
stated that that promise had besn made to
meo by the Imperial anthorities and that the
Agent General, Mr. Colebateh, hiad applicd
for an amendment and that it hal boen
promised to him. Owing to some hiteh he-
cause of the Federal agrecment, the neves-
sary amendments had not been comploted.
There i no reason why that should not have
been doue even if tho Commonwealth were
to ask us to make a fresh agreemeni. 1t
might not suit us to make 2 fresh one, The
apreement entered into with the Tmperial
Government on behalf of Western Australin
was the first of its kind and I took the pre-
caution to ask the British authorities to
grant to us any advantage accorded another
State, At the time, the agreement T ~ecured
was the best I could get. I thank the Min-
ister for Lands for making that point clear
to the House and also for his statement
that the promise made to me had heen con-
firmed to the Agent Gemeral. Another point
to be remembered is that the agreement
under discvssion is one hetween Govern-
ments and dees not extend to the settler.

The Minister for Lands: Schedule “A’’
extends to the settler.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: But it
is an arrangement between Governments.

The Minister for Lands: The agraement
ia between Governments as to what we shall
do for the settlers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
gettlers cannot ask for any conditions undler
the agreement to be applied to them,

The Minister for Lands: I will not raise
that question.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Be-
cause you cannot do so.

The Minister for Lands: I ean, but I
will not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That

point should be kept in mind. There is an-
other thing I might have done hal [ been
a Minister, After discovering tlat interest
could not be charged under the wording of
the agreement, the Minister could have had
the matter rectified before saying much
about it. Tt would have been rectified with-
out treuble. I do not know what lawyers
would say, but I do kmow that they eun
give two opinions. Tnstances have hLeen
known where a lawyer has given a written
opinion of one man and a different opinion
to ancther man on the same question, a»d
that the one opinion has conflicted with the
other.
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The Premier: On top of which the lawyer
Las given a verbal opinion to sti]l anotier

1rarty.
'tin. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: T am
atraid lavyirs forget sometimes. L will

deal with variows matters touelied upon us
I jroceed with my remarks. Two points
viore made by the member for Katanning,
The first was regarding the interest to be
dhiarced to the zettlers and the second, that
the umeunt that may be recovernd {rom
cacn settler cannot, according to the agrce-
ment, exered £1,000. I contend thut even
tuaer the agreenent, interest must be paid
on the money raised by the State.  The
State mnst pay for the money raised and
the agrenient fixes the rate to be paid by
the rettler during the group stage, when the
interest is being eapitalised. That is elear
o my mind. I admit that when one knows
v.lat one desires to get in an agrecment,
o is apt to imagine it is ret out eleurly.
Lespite that, of course, there may be a doult
evin thovgh the agreement may pkave heen
drawn up by the most skilfu! lawyer. In-
vy have been known when such agree-
vnants have Leen torn to shreds by a lawyer
who was still more skilful than the one who
had drawn np the decument, Clearly the in-
t ution was that the rate to be charged to
the settler was the rate paid by the State
for the money raised. Tt is ovne thing to
1a¥ iuterest on money and another to pget
a relate of two-thirds, one-third from the
t gmmonwealth Government amld one-third
from the Imperial Government. That re-
presents a rtebate to the State and clearly
the intention was to help the State to
finance the scheme. It would be of no
advantage to the State Government to give
a lower rate of interest to the settler.
There must he loszes, but I will deal with
that point later on.

The Minister for Lands: According to
mwy realing of the agrcement the rebate
of interest was not an advance to the State.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL; I con-
tend that was an advantage and that it

was intended we should have the Dbenefit
of that rebate. I know that was the in-
tention. I think the agreement is eclear

on that point too. at any rate, the Min-
ister will find that both (iovernments rea-
"sed that that amount was to come to the
Fiate and if the Minister had approached
the Tmrerial Government, they would have
told him so. It was set out in a lectter
that we corld keep that moner, It is clear
under the acreement that we shall receive
those payments. That arrangement applics
quring the short rerind of group working.
The Mipister states that the rate applying
during the group work is to be the rate
of 2 ver cont. on 6 per cent. money.

The Minister for Lands: Tor five years.

Hon. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: XNo, the
Minister is wrong there. FEven so, it is
e*car that it was to apply during the group
«tage hecanse the interest Js capitalised
-nt; during the group period.
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The Minister for Lands:
make any difference.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: But it
would not work out at £1,200,000 as he said
it would.

The Minister for Lands:
for five years.

Ilon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister must not be oustinate. When the
scttler takes possession of his block, he has
te sign a mortgege and pay the ordinary
rate of interest. During the group period,
the supervision has to bLe paid for as a
charge, together with the interest we pay
for the money. After the mortgage is pro-
vided, the interest to he paid will be at the
sane rate as that applying to other persons,
That is the position regarding interest and
I have no doubt we shall have no diffeulty
on that point. We shall get the other
Governments to agrec that the interpreta-
tion ia the one 1 have submitted to the
House, and that is the one the Government
here and the other Geovernments should
adopt. Tt would be ridiculons if we did
not get that money,

The Minister for Lands: Tley are pretty
cute about what they have to pay.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
makes no (difference. The Governments will
have to pay. T understood the MAlinister to
sty he realised we were entitled to the
money,

The Minister for Lands: T say it was
the intention according to the letter.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: 8o far
as I ean read the agreement, it i3 quite
clear. We are to pget the rehate of in-
terest nnd retain it. Tf the Minister had
approached the Imperial Government they
would have agreed that that was the in-
tention. This rebate is to cover all losses.
The Alinister says ne, that he ig not to have
this money. Bnt he is to have it. The
agreement is an agreement between Gov-
ernments, and the settler dnes not eome
into it, is no part of it. That is all I can
say about the interest. I hope the Minister
will agree with me and, if necessary, get
the confirmation of the two Governments
on that point. I have never had the slight-
est doubt about it. The Minister says a
debit may be made against the settler up
to £1.000 but no more. That amount was
fixed because it meant 6,000 settlers, and
because it wag regarded as enough to enable
a man to be settled in a group. Of conrse,
we ean spend any amount of money if we
want to, and if the Minister’s figures, pro-
dueed the other night as an estimate, were
to be adopted it would wmean £1,700. But
it would he easy to question many of the
figrres used by the Minister,

The Minister for [Lands:
officers pot them up; I did not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MTTCHELL: Stil, it
wonld he easy to question them.

The Minister for Lands: They said it
was the first time an estimate had been
given by the board.

That does not

Yes, hut it i3

That

The expert
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, we
have had many estimates. What the agree-
ment says is that up to the time a man be-
comes an oceccupier, the debit must be not
more than £1,000, After he becomes an
oceupier he can do as he pleases, YLet the
Minister get a lepal epinion on that ques-
tion.

The Minister for Lands: 1Ifiz holding
must be reasonably equipped and stoched.

Ilon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
s0. But after a man becomes an oeeupier
he ean ineur further liabilities if he chooses.
The amonnt of £1,000 covers the expendi-
ture up to the time the settler becomes an
occupier, I sopplied the elearing costs to
the House last session. Of course, the
carly groups were vnioubtedly costly. 8till,
T believe that farms can be made and will
he made at a cost mueh below the Minister’s
estimate.

The Minister for Lands: The estimate is
tawed on the future.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The cost
nf manv of the items given we know to
be erroneous. Tt is not entircly necessary
that a wan should have ten cows. Some
of the farms may be used for various pur-
poses. My idea was that the settler should
have a few cows and a few sows.

The Minister for Mines: Would that be
proper equipment?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, more
ean he made out of pigs than out of cows,

The Minister for Mines: That proposi-
tion is all right on paper.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That pro-
position is workipg all right in many
places in my district. The hon. member
comes from New South Wales, where
farmers are making money out of pigs.

The Minister for Mines: They have
been G0 years reaching that stage. It tool
them ten years to get beyond the bare
living stage.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T question
the Minister?’s figzures because I know tho
cost of many of the things included in the
list. There is nothing at all to warrant
the attitude taken up by the Minister. We
must give the settler a chance to make z
living on his farm. That is all that was
intended. He need not necessarily do it
out of cows alone. He can earn his living
from the land in several ways. However,
there is nothing to prevent the Govern-
ment making further advances if they
wish. The Minister will agree that this
£1,000 applies to work done before occupa-
tion.

The Minister for Lands: No, T do not
agree. More than that has been spent
already.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Well, the
settlers are required to enter into an
undertaking to reimburse the Government
the money expended. The State cannot
afford to lose any of the expenditure be-
yond £1,000. If the agreement has to be
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altered in that regard, it ought to bhe
altered at omce. Except in respect of a
few of the early groups, which were un-
donbtedly expensive, I question whether
the cost will exceed the £1,000. The agree-
ment was made as the result of the policy
of the party to which T belong. We be-
lieve in immigration. We helieve that our
land should feed our peopie. To feed our
people we must have more people to eulti-
vate the land. Each vear we send away
£2,000,600 for food. All that ought to be
grown in the State. We helieve that
Australia should be made a safe place, and
so we entered actively upon the immi-
gration policy. I do not say, of ecourse,
that the Minister for Lands agreed with
our policy, but T do know that he
approved of group settlement, He knew
every detail of group settlement, becanse
I took him frequeatly to the groups and
in his presence freely discussed matters
with the officers. I know he had the
agrecment for two years and that, being
very thorough, he would read it.

The Minigter for Lands: I understood
that the settler would have to pay what-
ever it cost.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister was told averything. Even so, if
the agreenient he not right it is the Min.
ister’s duty to get it altered.

Mr. Thomson: That is what we want.

Mr. Tayior: You chose & nice way of
going about it.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, you
wanted the discussion, a discussion that
would have come better after the agree-
ment bad been altered. T want the agree-
ment altered as much as does anybody, if
it be neerssary. Our arrangemeata ghould
be altered if better terms are given to
anybody else. The Minister has said he
intends to get the Viciorian agreement.
The mover of the motion said the Vie-
torian agreement, insofar as it guaranteed
losses up to £300, was hetter than ours.
What nonsense! We are getfing £1,200,000
to cover losses, whereas Victoria will get
only £300 per settler. The Victorian
agreement is ours for the msking, and I
Lope the Minister will ask for it. The
Commonuwealth Goverrment, it seems, are
now putting up anocther proposal; but in
the meantime let us have the Viciorian
agreement. :

The Ainister for Lands: How is it
possible for me to get it when the Agent
General in London cannot get it?

"The Premier: The Agent General has
not heen able to get anvibing becavsa of
the negotiations hetween the Tmperial
Govermment and the Commonwealth,

Hor. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: The Com-
monowealth Government ouwght to get oot
of the way until we fix it up. Of course
I do not mean that the Minister himself
should get it; I mean chat he should trv
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for it through the Agent QGeneral, who
says the Vielorian agreement is ours for
tbe asking. If it is better than ours, let
us bave it. We are entitled to it. Ours
was the first agreement, and we were
agsured that if any Jater agreement con-
tained better terms than did ours, we
should have those improved lerms. [ am
glad Minigters are endeavouring to get
the British Government to carry out their
promise in that regard, T have no doubt
it will be done. In the past the Minister
more than once said that in hia vear a
greater number of men came to the State
than ever before. Of course, i1 those days
everybody was perfectly willing that the
State should bear the full expense of
migration.

The Minister for Lands: We are paying
it now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, we
ara not.

The Minister for Lands: Yes, we are,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
think w. could face immigration at all yn-
der the old arrangement. Thanks te Mr.
Hughes, the fares are now paid. For 75,000
people the fares would amount to a
million of money.

The Minister for Lands: Last year, from
the sustennnce we gave out, we paid £10,000
at this end.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But form-
erly we paid the sustenance and the passag.s
also. On the jassages alone we are saving
£1,000,000 in respect of 75,000 migrants,
That is paid by the British and the Foderal
Governments. Then the rebate of interest
amountiag to £1,200,000 will certainly come
to us. If in Western Australia the policy
of immigration paid for by the State was
approved by the people, how could this ar-
rangement be disappreved? There arc erit-
ics—T am not referring to Ministers, heeanse
they sopport  immigration—who  never
thought of asking for anything. There are
people who sav we ought to get more, hut
who never dreamt that we would get anv-
thing until the agreement wag arranged. Lot
me say to the Minister for Lands that the
20 per cent. is quite enongh to cover lasses,
The financial position of the State was alto-
gother saved by soldicr settlement and immi-
gration. Before we started actively to set-
tle soldiers on the land and bring people
to this State five years apo, there was unem-
ployment, There would be unemployment
to-day bt for the faet that people have
been settled on the lnnd.

Mr. Thomson: There it none pDow
judging by the reports in the Press,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: TFive
years ago there were 3,000 people
out of work and 11,000 soldiers on
their way back to Western Australia,
Land settlement has kept the people
at work. Unemploymeni comes when yenple
eage off, when fewer orders are given for
work, and when less work is provided by
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individuals, Under the soldier settlement
scheme the rebate is 2% per cent. for Avy
years, or 1214 per cent. in all, but a rehate
has to be allowed. fo the soldiers and 3 per
cent. was left to the Htate to cover losses.
The rebates on account of tha soldier
settlement scheme are paid into a special
account and, allowing for any ascer-
tained losses up to the time I left
office, there .was £130,000 to the credit
of the fund. This fund should now grow
rapidly, and after the losses have been
palid there should be a considerable
amount in the fund. When the time comes
I hope something will be done with that
money for the soldiers. Let us compare the
5 per cent. to cover lesses under the soldier
settlement scheme with the 20 per cent. un.
der this scheme. Surely if the 5 per cent.
poes anywhere near to covering losses under
the soldier settlement scheme, 20 per cent.
will cover the losses under the migration
scheme!

Mr. Thomson: Will it?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There was
a eredit in the fund when I left office, but
of course losses may have come in later.
However, the fund will be a substantial one,
and I think all the losses will be eovered.
The member for Collie (Mr. Wilson) could
tell us.

Mr. Thomson: He gave us some startling
figures the other might.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He has
told the House that 266 soldiers appeared
before the Commission. Therefore the
losses are not likely in be great.

The Minigter for Lands: A lot of it has
gone—£10,000 on the Noombling estate.
£8,000 on the Pilesse’s Brook estate, aml
£3,000 on amother estate,

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: We have
peid out a tremendous lot of money, but
notwithstanding the rebates of interest, after
aning the ascertained losses, there was

130,000 in the fund.

The Minister for Lands:
that amonat in the fund now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
much is there?

The Minister for Lands: There is under
£100,000 now and o lot of writing-down to
be done yet.

* The Premier; There is £380,000 owing in
interest.

Hon. Sir JAMER MITCHELL: Of course
there is. The interest is eharged up in
June and the people under the Act have two
monthg’ grace, whieh does not expire till the
end of Auguat. When they have had time
to pay, there will not be much owing, The
amount of interest outstanding is not exees-
sive. The amount last year was £180,000,
and as the scldiers have to pay interest on
it, the State loses nothing except in the ease
of bad decounts. As regards the interest
owing hy goldicrs, there is nothing to make a
song abont.

Mr. Thomson: We are not discussing soil-
dirrs.

f20]

There is not

How
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Hon. Bir JALIES MUMCHFEI L: The hon.
member seemed very mueh concerned alrout
the agrevment. [ rather think that the
hand is the hand of Ksan ani the voice is the
voice of Jaeoh. I think thisv motion was
really woved by someene outside the House,

Mr. Thomson: That is an old gag and is
somewhat played out.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is a
very old guotatior. I listencd attentively
to what the hon. menber had to say. He did
not seem at all comtertable in moving the
miotion. There was a time when he approverl
of group settlement and I bope he approves
of it now, I have a letter from him approv-
ing of setilement at Nornnlup.

Mr, Thomson: 1 wish you would read it.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know whether [ am permitted to read it, but
since T am ¢hallenged, 1 hope the House
will allow it.

Mr., SPEAKER: Has it any relation to
the suhjeet ander discussion?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It refers
to Nornalup.

The Premier: There are groups at Norna-
Iup, or there will be.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope I
may read the lefter.

Mr. Thomson: Read the whole of it, and
ot what suits you.

Mr. SPEAKER: It will have to be laid
on the Table of the House.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
willing to read it.

Mr, BPEAKER: As there scems some
doubt, I think it will require the permission
of the House. There heing no objection, the
hon. member may proceed.

I am

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
letter reatls—
Katanning, April 11th, 1921. Dear

Mitchell, T don’t know if the article in the
"fWest'! is inspired, and as you know me
well enough [ don't want to embarrass
you, but if the only thing that is going to
debar me from realising one of my am-
hitions, namely, to attain Cabinet rank, is
the territorial position of my electorate, it

is pretty hard for me. I have had 6%

vezrs experience in Parliament. I had the

largest majority of any Countiry Party
candidate at the recent election. Our ideas
regarding the development of the Norna-

lup area are on a par, I have made a

sucresy of mv owu business and helieve

I cculd assist you both in administration

and in the House. Tf pot too late, I trust

heeanse Katanning happens to be where it

i, it is not going to penalise me. Yours

faitiifully, A, Thomson.

Mr, Thomson: I hope it will he laid on
the Tabhle. .

Mr, SPEAKER: It will be.

Me. Tavior: Tt is not a file.

Mr, SPEAKER: Tt is o document which
the House bas permitted the hon, memher to
read. Tt is not strictly in order; therefore,
the Tounse has given permission for it to he
read, and T hope the hon. member will lay it
on the Table.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have no
further use for the letter. The hon, member
said ‘‘Our ideas for the development of the
Nornalup area are on a par.’’ 1f he had not
challenged me, I would not have read it., L
have another leiter.

Mr. Thomson: You can read that, too,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Ny, 1
think 1 will keep it as a souvenir.

My, Thomson: I shall give an explanation
of the letter later on.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: ‘The
agreement was before the hon. member and
the whole of the circumstances attending
group settlement have been known to the
hon. member for two years, and yet he has
decided to come here to-day and get the
matter treated as one of wrgency, It is not
for the House to instruet Ministers to take
action with {he Tmperial Government, There
are no means hy which we ean instruet them.
They will not even be informed by the hon.
member’s speech. He did not tell them what
they ought to do beyond stating that the
Premier ought to go Home. T should like
him to go Home.

The Minister for Works: [ think this is o
conspiracy to get rid of him.

Mr, Taylor: Perhaps he wants to get the
Premier’s job.

Hon. SBir JAMES MITCHELL: The hon.
member accused me of wilfully misleading
the people of the State. T have never
done anything of the sort. All the documents
have been before the people, and I have
told them all I knew about group settlement,
T certainly consider the wording of the
agreement to be quite clear. I believe that

. S1.200,000 will be raised to cover Insses,

The Miniater for Lands: The wording is
clear, but it does not say that.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
does say that; that is the intention. If
the Minister helieves we shall not get that
rebate——

The Minister for Lands:
get it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MIT/'HELL: Then he
bas a right to stop the work and get the
matter cleared up. I am eertain the Gov-
ernment will get that money, and will get
any alteration in the agreement mnecessary
to make the poszition clear. T am not a
Iawyer and I know that lawyers sometimes
do give the opinion that is wanted. Perhaps
they thought they would be pleasing the Min-
ister if they gave him this opinion. I think
the Minister wonld have been wise if hefore
making his statement he had obtained the
Vietorian apgreement. What we degire is to
settle the conntry with the aid of money
that comes to us from the British and Com-
monwealth CGovernments. T thought the
agreement covered every likelihood of loss,
and_that all the money expended would be
paid by the settler receiving the benefit of
it. T believe that the cost will not, except
in the case of the early groups, come to
anything like the amount set out in the
Minister’s estimate.

We shall try to
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The Minister for Lands: The officer’s
estimate; not mine.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: In any
event the State must not lose and cannot
lose by the work that has been done, 1
have not seen the Vietorian agreement, but
if it is a hetter one than ours, then it is
ours for the asking,

Mr. Thomsgen: Do you mean to say that
while you were Premier you did not gee the
Vietorian agreoment!?

Hon. Sir JAMER MITCHELL: [ bhave
never seeh it,

Mr. Thomson: Well!

ilon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
Minister has only just received it.

Mr, Thomsgen: It has been in existence
for some time.

The Minister for Lands:
vopy on your file,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHFELL:
never seen it.

Mr, Thomseu: You ought to have done
so; it has been available for 12 months,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T de not
know whether it is better than ours, or what
provisions are contained in it.

Mr., Thomson: During the elections you
said you did not think it was as good as
ours.

The Minister for Lands: When the basis
of n thing has been laid down, it ia not
difficult to improve upon it.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
what I wasg told by a better authority than
the hon. member. T refer to a representa-
tive of the Tmmigratien Department in ths
Old Country. If it be better than ours, let
us have it; we must get the advantage of
it. There was no reason for moving the
adjonrnment of the House on a question of
this sort. It was not a matter of urgency.

Mr, Thomson: Gopod God! Millions of
pounds are at stake amd it is not a matter
of urgency.

Hon. 8Sir JAMES MITCHELI:: There
is not a penny at stake just now, 'The Min-
ister told the House that he had stopped
immigration until he got an agreement that
satisfied him.

The Minister for Lands:
tion, but group settlers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
told the Victorian agreement will satisfy
him, What will happen now?

Mr. Thomson: We will still show a loss.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We will
not show a loss. There was no spevial ur-
gency in the matter. The Minister is quite
capable of dealing with it, and having the
Yictorian agreement applied to us as pro-
mised if ke thinke it is better than ours. I
am gorry S0 much time has been taken up
with this matter.

The Minister for Lands: The Vietorian
agreement was acked for by your office in
January last.

AMr, Thomson:
it.

The

There i8 a typed

[ have

Not immigra-

And he says he pever saw
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The Minister for Lands: We reccived a
letter from London in February that it
would ke agreed to for this State.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I was
told wiat its provisions were, Mr. Cole-
hateh said he would have them embodied in
an agrecment to be submitted to us.

The Minister for Lands: That is what
I say.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tue
document was to come from the London
cnil. | believe the House realises that under
the present ‘agrecment we got the first ne-
sistance we ever had for immigration. I
am sure that £1,200,000 would more than
cover any losses on the agreement, and give
us romething towards railways and other
warka.

ymr. E. B, JOHNSTON  (Williams-
Narrogin} [9.35]: I thank the Minister
for Lands for his elear statement of

the positicn of gronps settlement under
the existing agreement. Seeing that he
hall the adviee of the Crown Law Depart-
ment that he could charge the group settler
only £1,000 for his holding, stock and im-
provements, and that he possessed the esti-
mates of the officials of the Lands Depart-
ment that the holdings were to cost £1,700
each, he could do nothing elre but suspend
further operations under the agreement
until he was satiafied that the State would
be able to charge the settler the whole cost
of the improvements, with interest. That
has always been the principle under which
-land settlement has been eonducted in West-
ern Australia. Returned soldiers, our owa
seitlers’ sons, all who have come from fhe
golilfields or the Eastern States and settled
on the land under the Industries Assistance
Board, the Agricultural Bank, or the Sol-
dicrs' Scttlement Scheme, have always ae-
cepted the liability of naying the full debt
to the State, with interest, Whilst T am
“anxious to see an active immigration poliey
puraned, and that this State plays its part
in the preat work of transferring the un-
employed of the Old Couwntry to our idle
aeres, I am not prepared ta subseribe to
the principle of permitting migrants to come
here on better terms than are accorded to
onr own people or to make them a gift of
£707 each. Tt appears to me that the
Goavernment have taken the only course
open to them in suspending the operations
of the present agraement until this maiter
tas heen cleared up. The group settler who
‘comes 12,000 miles from England under the
agreement would, it appenrs. lave a claim
that th2 conditirns under which he travels
that long Adistanee should he put into effect
when he arrived here. The matter is of
scrious imTortance to the State, and the
member for Katanning did no less than
his duty in bringing it hefore the House
in this way. If the only result of the
dehate has been to secure the clear. fair,
and eomprehensive statement made by
the Minister for Lands, the hon. mem-
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ler was more than justified in his aection.
We have been told that Senator Wilson,
a Federal Minister, inangnrated a new and
better agreement for the settlement of
migrants in Australia, Tt is nearly three
n-onths ginee Senator Wilson returned and
vet the State Government, in spite of
repeated requests, have not so far been
made aware of the conditions of the new
Federal agreement, the benefits of which
we are told, through the Piess, are to be
shared by this State. This is another ex-
ample of the general disregard of the
Federal authorities for the vital interests
of Western ‘Aunstralin. They treat this
Htate with arrant diseourtesy, and through
their attitnde ave sacrificing our best in-
terests. It is a shameful thing that after
practically three moaths we should have
withheld from us information as to what
lras transpired, though we are told through
the Press that & muoch better agreement
for migration has been the resnlt of
Fenator Wilson’s visit te England, ant
that ifs terms may be applied to every
State in the Commonwealth. Everyone
who has read the newspapers knows that
both Vietoria and New South Wales have
better agrecments than ours. It is troc
our State lail the foundations, but the
other States have secured Dbetter agree-
ments becanze they are permitted fto
charge the migrant for the land he gets,
and there ii: no limitation as te the
amount charged to set him np. A migrant
going to Victoria or New South Wales
undar their agreements has to pay the full
cost cf his farm, improvements, stock
and land. So it shonld be a very
easy matter for this sovereign State to
nzgotiate a similar agreement with the
Imperial aothorities. My objeet in tak-
ing part in the dcbate is to endorse
the suggestion thrown out by the member
for Katanning that tbe Premier should
vigit England and see that the matter is
put upon a proper footing. We have in
the past derived coosiderable henefits
from the visits of our Premiers to the Old
Country, and T am certain if the Premier
went there he would upheld the position
ar well as it haa been upheld by any of
his predecessors. 1f there are ary people
with whom we are dealing in matters of
finance in the old world who have any
doubts about our Labour Government, T
am sure the visit of the Premier wonld do
a good deal towards allaying such doubts.
Tf the Premier goes to Englanda on this
miegion, he will carry with him the best
wishes of all who stand for the progress
of this State. The Leader of the Country
Partv has stated that if the Premier makes
the trip while Parliament is sitting, the
Coantry Party will take no aetion that will
affect the fate of the Government. I take it
that if Mr. Collier adorts the suggestion

Mr. SPEARER: Tle hon. mewher must
not refer to another hon, member by name.
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Mr. E. B. JOONSTON: If the Premier
went to England and arranged an agree-
ment on a proper footing, he would be
doing a work of grent Empire importanee,
For my part I would deem it my duty to
take no part in any attempt to embarrass
the Qovernment during his absence. Our
party may be small in numbers, but we
may he in a position to prevent the Gov-
ernment from suffering embarcassment
puch as was spught to be meted out to
them on the first day of the session. We
would adopt the attitude we took up then
of giving the Lahour Party a fair deal,
if its leade; went to England as n result
vt tke request made by the member for
Katanning. I urge the Goverament Beri-
ously to counsider the adoption of the
suggertion so that the Premier may place
this question of group settlement on a
proper besis, and give ua a Wesatern Aus-
tealian agreement instead of one that I
regard as mainly a South-Western agree-
ment,

Mr. THOMSON (Katenning —in reply)
{8:45): I feel that I need offer no apologies
to the House for having given it an opportunity
to debats this matter. I cannot congratulate
the Leader of the Opposition on the attitude
he has adopted.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : I did not axpect you
to do s0.

Mr. THOMSON: I presume, Mr, Speaker,
I em permitted on this occasion to state the
repsons why the letter I hold in my hand
was written.

Mr, E. B. Johnston: It is marked *‘ Con-
fidential.”

Mr. TBOMSON: Yes, and I desire to
draw the attention of the House to that fact.
The production of the letter shows the high
standard of honour to which the late Premier
hss ottained.

Mr. George: You practically insisted.
Mr. THOMSON: This letter has been

held over my head in the sight of all Western
Aupstralia during the last 12 or 18 months,
Indéed, o paper which the member for Swan
(Mr. Bampaon) has the privilege of owning
did me the homour of publishing & cartoon
of me above printed matter stating that I
had absolutely imsisted and demanded and
begged for a portfolio, and that I had shed
tears. Let me congratulate the hon. member
on the lofty sentiments which be expressed
in hizs paper.

My, Sampson: I did not express them.

Mr. THOMSON: As a matter of explana-
tion, I desire to state the reasons why the
letter was written. After the 1921 election 1
was invited by one of the ex-Premier's Ministera
to go to A.l{a.ny. Two of the ex-Premiers
Ministers were of the party, as was also &
member of this House. We went out fishing
on & launch, and then and there I was asked
by one of those Ministers whet were my views
on group settlement. I had been at Nornalup
Inlet, and I wus convinced that that area had
vagt possibilities for settlement. I told the
Minister in queslivn that anyone who had
seen the South-West must realise that the only
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way to open up and develop that portion of the
State wae by group settlement. He then
used my christinn name, saying * Well, Alec.,
those being your views, I think the probabilities
are that a portfolic will come your way if you
are willing to accept it.” I eaid, ** If it comes
my way, L certainly will acoept it." I offer
no apology to the State of Western Australia
for having made that statement.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No one wants
you to offer an apoiogy,

Mr. Griffiths : The ambition is laudable,

Mr. THOMSON: If say member will
turn up the files of the *' West Australian’
of that period he will find an article somewhat
on the lines which I shall atate, an article
inspired, like a great many other things, by the
ex-Premier. I regret that I have not the
article here. 1 carried it with me constantly
during the general election, because the story
had been widely spread that I had begged for
a portlolie, The article stated that thers
were in the Country Party two men whose o
portunities for gaining the vacant portfolio
were good, and my name wes rmentioned, as
nlso was that of Mr. H. K. Maley. We were
looked uwpon as twe possibilities. But the
article went on to esy that in view of the
territorial position of Katanning, in the South-
West, and in view of the fact that the Qovern-
ment already included a Minister sitting for an
adjoiping constituency, Albany, the probabill.
tiea were that the portfolio would go to
Greenough. I admit that, in the light of my

rovious experience of the present Opposition
{,.ea.der, that article should have beet quite
enough to let me know where the vacans
portfolio w3 going. But foolishly, and at the
request of friends who believed I waa quite
equal to Ministerial office, I wrota the latter
which I had the pleasure of dragging out of
the Opposition Leader to-night. [ am glad
the people of Western Austrslia can now
read that letter. Let them decide whether
there is any begging and praying for a portfolio
in it.

The Premier: That was the second lettar
you wrote,

Mr, THOMBON : That retnark reflecta great
oredit on the ex-Premier, I leave the people
of Weatern Australin to judge who has acted
faifdy in the matter. Now I place this con-
fidential document on the Table of the Housa.
One regrets having to deal with personal
maetters. When moving the adjournment of
the House I made up my mind that I for my
part would eschew the personal element alto-
gether. I have endeavoured to do so, end I
shall endeavour to do 8o now. In moving
this motion I was actuated by a sincere desire
to give the Chamber an opportunity of dis-
cussing the merits of the statement as to
f:u;; gettlement made by the Minister for

nds, I appeal to any fair-minded man or
woman in Western Australia, having before
him or her the statement repeated to-night
by the Minister for Landa and the statement
made to-night by the Leader of the Oppoaition,
the gentleman who entered into this agreement,
which of the two haa made a correct and trathful
statement regarding Western Amtialia’s ptesent
position under the migration agreement ?
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Hon. Sit James Mitchell: The men and
women of Western Australia are good judges.

Mr. THOMSON: The argument put up
by the Minister is irrefutable.

#e Hon. Bir Jemes Mitehell: We put up the
agreement.

wMr. THOMSON: TheOppotition Leader
haa admitied that it wes intended the whole
of the interest should be charged.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I say the agree.
ment provides for that.

Mr. THOMSON: The Opposition Leader
also said that he certainly thought that was the
case. There is the position. The hon. gentle-
man who has been administering the group
gettlements from their inception, who ia the
father of group settlement, says that he honestly
thought-

Hon. Hir James Mitcheil: I did not say
* honestly.” I do not uee that word.

Mr. THOMBON: The hon, gentleman
sgid be certainly thought that all moneys ex-
pended on the groups would he repaid by the
settlers. That is the statement he has made
to-night. He has said that that was his belief
On the other hand we have the statement
of the Minister for Lands, clearly and con-
clusively ahowing the opposite. Heaven knows
I proved the opposite by documentary evidence,
and by quotations from the ** Hansard *' record
of a speech by Mr. Colebatch, who wes the ex-
Premier's right hand man.  Further, I proved
the contrary from figures given by the
ex-Premier to the Overgeas Delegation.

The Premier : We shall have to take a
vote on this motion.

Mr. THOMSON: I also proved it by
quotations from the agreement into which
we have s0 unfortunately entered. The ex-
Premier further stated that he knew nothing
about the Victorian agreement., Yet he con-
demned that agreement,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
demn it.

Mr. THOMSON: We of this perty are
sincere in our desire to see Western Australia
prosper, and we are convinced that the State
cannot continue under the conditions which
face it to-day in the matter of group settle-
ment. I commend the Collier Government for
placing the true facta of the case before the
Western Australian people. Too long heve
we had the airy wave of the hand and the
digtum, ** [ assure you it’s all right.” When
we come down tn cold, hard facts, we have
to deal with an agreement into which we have
entered. It is all very well for the ex-Premier
to say, "“This is an agreement which was
entered into by Governments.” He also
says that we can have the Victorian ngreement.
As to that we have at the present moment
only his assurance, so far as I know,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: You have also the
assurance of the Minister for Landa,

Mr. THOMSON: The ex-Premier's state
ment has been confirmed to some extent by
Mz Colebateh, who cabled out certain infor
mation ; and I think there was no one more
angry than the ex-Premier when that informa-
tion appeared in the Press. I kmow that that
information was of great service to me durin
my election campaign. Mr. Colebatch cabled

I did not cun.
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that he was then endeavouring to get the
Victorian agreement brought into efiect as
regards Western Australia. As for the
ex-Premier's staternent that he bhad never
seen the Victorian agreement, we learned to-
night from the Minister for Lands that from
hig own office the ex-Premier had writtea to
the Imperial Government asking that Western
Australia’s agreement should be brought into
line with Victoria's. What are we to believe ?
Weare faced with an extremely serious problem.
I can do no more than I have done. In my
opinion the question is of such urgent import-
ance that I back up the suggestion of the
member for Williams-Narrogin  (Mr. E. B.
Johnston). Senator Wilson has been back
in Australia for three months, and still our
Ministers do not know what is in the new
agreement between the Commonweslth and
Great Britain. We have the assurance of
our Premier to that effect. The seriousness
of the position demands that the hon. gentle-
man should at the earliest possible moment
go to Melbourne and get right down to bedrock
there. In all humility I say again that if
the Premier will go to Great Britain Western
Australia will obfain a much better agree-
ment.

The Premier: I do not want to go, but
since the Opposition insist on it 1 suppose

I muat.

Mr. THOMSON: I am speaking quite
seriously, I was never more earnest in my
life. i

I recognise that the hon. gentleman now
occupying tﬁgwposition of Premier of Western
Australia will, if he goes Home, by pemsonal ¢on-
tact with British Ministers obtain infinitely
better terms and conditions for this State thanit
has under the present agreement. There is
no other course open to him.

Mr. George: Of conrse you will not eriticise
him when he comes back. )

Mr. THOMSON: I believe the present
Administration will accord to members of this
Chamber the right to criticise any administra-
tive act of the Government, That is what we
are sent here for.

Mr. George: You have always had that
right.

Mr, THOMSON: No! Member: occupy-
ing the front Opposition bench would never
yield that right to me. In their opiniom I
hardly had the right to live. Certainly they
thought I had no right to be in this House.

Mr. George: You imagine yourself to be
of enormous importance.

Mr. Griffiths: He might be as important
as you. ‘

Mr. Corboy : He could not be less important,

Mr. THOMBON: In all sorrow I say that
all the eriticisms which I uttered from the
Cross Ministerial Bench have, unfortunately
for the State of Western Australia, proved to
be only too well justified. I ask leave:to
withdraw my motion for the adjournmen
of the House.

M:. SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
Heuse that the motion be withdrawn ¥ .

Opposition Members: No.
Question put, and nepatived on the voices. .



-486

Mr. Taylor: Divide!

The House divided.
" Mr. Taylor: Before you appoint the tellers,
Mr. Speaker, is not the hon. member who
moved that the House adjown compelled
to vote for the motion ?

Mr. Holman: Cover your head!

Mr. Taylor: No, thet Standing Qrder was
1"egealed long ago.
. Mr. SPEAKER: Undoubtedly hon. mem-
bers who called “ Aye " must pass to the right
of the Chair.

Member: The new Speaker is too clever
for you. :
. Mr. Thomson: ‘Thet is the second thud
to-night.
. - Division taken with the following result :—
i Ayes 11
' Noes 25
Majority agminst ... 14
* AYES,
Mr. Angelo Mr. North
+ -Mr. Barpard Mr. S8ampson
+« Mr. Davy AIr, Btubbs
Mr. Denton Mi. Taylor
**Mr, George Mr. Richardsen
Sir Jamey Milchell (Tellar.)
NoEd.
Mr, Angwin Mr. Lutey
. Mr. Brown Mr. McCallum
\+ Mr. Chesson Mr. Millington
. Mr. Colller Mr. Munsla
,Mr. Carboy Mr, Sleeman
| Mr. Coverley Mr. Thomeon
;- Mr. Griffiths Mr. Trey
Mr, Heron Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. Holman Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. E. B. Johnston Mr. Willgock
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Withers
. Wr. Lamond Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lindaay (Teller.)

Question thus negatived.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

- On motion by Mr. Wilson leave of absence
for two .weeks granted to the member for
Murchison (Mr. Marshall) on the ground of
urgent private business.

BILI—NOXJ0US WEEDS.

~.Introduced by the Minister for Agriculture
and read a first time.

. BILL—UNCLATMED MOXEYS ACT
AMENDMENT,

Secoud Reading.

The PREMIER {Hon. P. Collier—Boulder}
(9-7] in moving the second reading said : The
Bill is required to amend the provisions of the
Gévernment Savings Bank Act, 1908, which
relates to the disposal of unclaimed moneys.
Under that Aet, prior to the passing of the
Tnclaimed Moneya Act of 1912, by virtue of
Sections 32 and 33, it was provided that moneys
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lying to the credit "“of “depositors in Govern-
ment gavings banks and not been operated
upon by way of deposit or withdrawal, aiter
the lapse of 17 years, became forfeit to the
Crown. Under the Unclaimed Moneys Act,
1912, which dealt with the disposal of un-
claimed moneys in private banks and other
institutions, it was provided that money
lying to the credit of depositors in those private
institutions and not operated upon for a period
of seven years, became forfeit to the Crown
and was paid into Consolideted Revenue.
Prior to that Act, the money became the prop-
erty of the banking institutions themselves, The
Act of 1912 also amended the Government
Savings Bank Act of 19086, Thet is to say,
it brought the provisions of the Government
Savinge Bank Act into line with the conditions
applying to the private banking institutions.
That meant that moneys lying to the credit
of depositors in the Government savings banks
became forfeitable to the Crown after a period
of seven years, during which the depositor
concerned had not operated upon his aceount.
Sections 32 and 33, to which 1 have referred,
were inadvertently repesled. It was never
intended thet the Unclaimed Moneys Act, 1912,
should apply to the funds affected by the
Government Savings Bank Act, although in
fact it did do so. The object of the Bill is
to amend the Act of 1912 by omitting the
references to the Glovernment Savings Bank
and eo restoring Sections 32 and 33 to the
Government Savings Bank Act, 1908. By
that means we shell establish the status quo.
If the Bill becomes law, any fature depoaits
in the Government Savings Bank will be
secure to the depositors for & period of 17
years, as formerly. It is d sirable that the
rights of depositors shall be established
under the Act, because many people deposit
money in the Government Savings Bank with
the idea of providing for old age, or of making
provision for their burial or other expenses,
They leave the money in the bank in the
belief that it is sccure for o lonz period of
years during which interest is accumulated,
It will be in the interests of the depositors that
their security shall not be weakened.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Of course, the
money would be paid on spplication.

The PREMIER : No doubt in practise the
Government would make payment to de-

ositors whose money had been left in the

nk over long peroids, but the fect remains
that as the law stands tu-day the depositor
would have no statutory claim upon money
left in the bank for more than seven years.

Mr. Taylor: You have no record of any
such claim being disallowed #

The PREMIER : But the point is that the
depositor would have no legal cleim to the
money. It is as well to place beyond all
doubt the rizhts of the depositors of money
in the Government Savings Bank as sugpested.
This is purely a formel matter, and I think the
House will azree to the passage of the Bill. I
move——

That the Bill bi woir read a sceand time.

On motion by Hon. Sir James Mitchell
debate adjourned.
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BILL— CLOSER SETTLEMENT.
Mesnnge,

Meysage from the (fovernor received and
read recommendiny the Bill.

Nerond Rending,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. W. ("
Angwin—North-East Fremantle) [9-14] in
moving the second reading said : The Bill is
somewhat similar to those that have been
before the Legislative Assembly on former
oceasions. There are one or two slicht altera-
tions in the p.osent mensure as compared with
previous Bills discussed by bon. members, hut it
is principally un the lines approved Ly a large
number of members wlhen last the Bill was
before us. This Bill embraces all lands, with
the exception of pustoral lande, On one
occasion when the Bill was in the Couneil a
Royal Commission weu appointed.  That (‘om-
mission did not complete its work, hut at all
events it went so far as to recommend that
conditional purchase lands should be included
in the Bill. Throughout the State we have
large areas of land helonging to one owner,
areas portions of which are held in fee simple
whilst the balance is still under conditionel pur-
chase. Tersonally I cannot see any difference
between conditional purchase and the Crown
grant,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : There is, of course.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: With the
exception thet the man holding the Crown
grant has no more to pay to the State on his
land.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: One jx a contract
for sale, the other an absolute sale,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: While in
respect to the conditional purchase land, he
has not yet completed the payment for his
holding.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell; He is holding
under contract.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They are
both under contract.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: While one
holds a grant from the Crown, the other cannot
hoM a grant from the Crown until full payment
has been made. In other words, the Crown
has no more right to take the land held under
conditional purchase than it hes to take the
land for which the (rown gmant has been
issued, But if the Crown had to pay com-
pensation, it would not pay so much for con-
ditional purchase land as for land under Crown
grant, because the full purchare money has not
been paid for the conditional purchase land.
Otherwise I do not sce any difference between
the twe. Compulsmy resumption of land
is not new in Western Australia. It i pro-
vided for in the Agriculturn] Lunds Purchase
Act. But under that Act it is almost im-

ossible to resume land, because the owner

ag the right to retain ro large a portion of
his holding that it is useless to take the balance,
That being =0, the provision for the compulsory
taking of land under that Act has not been
put into etfect. Many people ask why it
should be necessary to introduce in Western
Australia a Bill for the resumption of land for

closer settlement, why it should be necessary
to compel peopls to sell their land, The
contention is that there is under offer to the
Government sufficient land for all require-
ments. But it is one thing to have a block
of land under offer, and quite another thing
to take a block of land the Government com:
sider more suitable to acquire for the advan-
tage of the State; becanse under compulsory
resumption a fair price iy tixed by arbitration,
whereas if the resumption were pot compulsory,
probably the Government would have to pay
a considerably higher price for the land.

Mr. (. P. Wansbrough: You would not
apply thet to land on which the conditions
are being carried out ¥

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: XNo, thia
is not dealing with that land. By way of
interjection the other night [ pointed out that
we hacl large areas of land undeveloped, and
that in the interests of the small landowners
there should be greater production to enable
the railways to run at considerably reduced
charges. One can travel scores of miles by
railwey without seeing any agricultural pro.
duction whatever. Settlers situated far hack
heve to pay largely increased railway charges
owing to the fact that the intervening lend
is not developed. The total area of land held in
fee simple is 10,520,028 acres. The total he]q
under conditional purchase and ather con.

.tracts with fee simple in view is 17,822,601

acres, or a total area of alienated agricultural
land of 28,342,629 acrea. ’

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is not firat-
class land. .

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: First-class
and second-class. .

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : No, it includes

zing leases.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Very fow.
The area cleared totals 6,238,328 acres. '

Hon. Sir Jamesa Mitchell: That includes
grazing leases, all alienated.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tho time
has arrived when something should be donme
to bring this land under development and so
ensire ater prosperity. We have large
areas l.ugcll‘3 by individual owners, wheress a
large number of people could be placed on
those holdings with great advantage to the
State and to the railway system. The area
under crop totals 2,323,300 acres, and that
under artificially sown grasses 38,022 acres:
Newly cleared lend prepered for the next
crop totals 408,156 acres, while we have under
fallow 1,232,030 acres. Land previously cropped
but now used for prazing totals 2,234,840 acres,
and land ringbarked or partially cleared,
2,660,106 acres, or a total of 8,896,434 acres
upon which some attempt at development has
been made. Everybody anxious for the de-
velopment of the State must realise that the
time bas arrived to bring this land under
cultivation. That leaves us 19} million acres
unimproved, or used principally for sheep.
Much of it is not even fenced. -

Mr. Griffiths: That js apart from light
lands altogether.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, I re-
ferred to them the other night, I am now
dealing with lend alienated from the Crown.
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My, C. P, Wapsbrough: It incledes first,
second, and third-class land.

“The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes. The
late Government had a clarsification made of
the Avon Valley.

_-Hon. Bir James Mitchell: Not the
Government, but the one before that.

, The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Well it was
done in 1918. As the result of that classifica-
tion it waas found to be urgently necessary that
& considerable arca of the land should he put
into cultivation. I am not going to say the
population of some of there agricultural dis-
tricts has been declining, but when it is realised
that in the Avon Valley, relatively close to the
capital city, we have 2,000,000 acres not
cropped, it will be agreed that the time has
‘arrived when we should take steps in the
'tlirection of closer settlement.

Mr, C. P. Wansbrough: Much of that land
could not be put to better uve then its present

Use.
" The MINISTER FOR LANDSR : Much of it
i8 not even cleared.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough : And ig not likely to

late

be.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is true
that sheep pay well to-day. I hope that will
continue. But that does not absolve us from
the necessity for attempting to bring about
closer eettlement in the interests of people
who want land.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: The bulk of that.
land does not lend itself to closer settlement.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
agree with the hon. member. Similar state-
ments have been made throughout Australia.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: I am apeaking of
the Avon Valley land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It ig esti-
mated that in that direction we could settle
4,000 additional farmers.

Mr. Thomson : On what sized areas ¥

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: About
1,000 acres, I am ueing the arguments that
the Leader of the Opposition used here three
years ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No fear, you are
not.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: My notes
were prepared from his remarks.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I never said

there were two million acres in the Aven
Valley that could be settled.
. The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member put it clearly that we could settle
approximately 4,000 femilies on the Avon
Valley lands, and he added, ** What an impetus
it would give to settlement !

Hon. Bir Jamea Mitche!l: You must with-
draw that; I did not eay it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In three
respects the Bill differs from the measure that
was introduced previously. First of all we
include all lands except pastoral land. Then
we have struck out the tazation clanse.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What is that ?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The pre-
wious Government provided that if land was
not snbdivided in accordance with the require.
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ments of the board, the owner could retain it an
paying three times the amount of the tax. That
clause has been struck out. Provision is agein
made for the appointment of & board con-
sieting of an official of the Lands Department,
and an official of the Agricultural Bank. The
third member i& to be a person neyuainted
with the district. We realise that no board
could be better qualified then one comprising
officials of the bank and of the Lands Depart-
ment, and & resident of the district. We
supported the [ate Government in that proposal.
The officers have all the information neces-
eary at their fingers’ ends. The bank officials
koow whether advances could be made on
land that might be resumed, and once they
took action, there would be no difiiculty ahout
settlera getting an advance. The board have
to decide whether the land is unutilised and
unproductive within the meaning of the Act.
No Government can interfere with that. Pro-
tection for the owmer of the land is provided
word for word as before. with one exception.
Ii an owner is notified that his land is un-
utilised and receives notice to subdivide it,
failing which the Government will resume it,
he may appeal to a judge of the Supreme Court.
Previously the period for appealing was one
month. Under this measure we suggest two
months. The Bill is simple and its pro-
visions have often been explained to the House

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Xot this Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They were
ably explained by the hon. member himself.
If a price satiefactory to both parties cannot
be agreed upon, the owner may go to arbitra-
tion under the Public Works Act. It is pro-
vided that land may be resumed at a price
equal to 10 per cent. added to the valuation for
taxation purposes. The owner can claim the
full unimproved value for hia land plus the
value of the improvements. In the previous
Bill was & provision which it was claimed in
another place amended the Constitution. That
clause does not appear in this Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchelt: That related to
land held by a member.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Whet about the
ares an owner may retain ¢

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: The Bill
is the same as the previous measure with the
exceptions I have mentioned. The board will
examine the land and report to the Minister
whether in their cpinion the land is suitable
and unutilised. When the report is sent
to the Minister the owner can claim to be
supplied with a copy of it. Then notification
must be given to the owner to subdivide in
accordance with the plana laid down by the
board, failing which the board may resume
the land. The owner will have suffcient
time to appeal, but the hoard rannot take any
action without the approvel of the Governor-
in-Councii. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second s,

Qn motion by Hon. Sir James Mitchell,
debate adjourned.
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BILL—INSPECTION OF SCAFFQLDING.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. A.
McCallum—South Fremantle) (9-41) in moving
the second reading said: This Bill is almosb
& machinery measure and one that lends itself
to diseussion in Committee rather than for
enlargement on the second reading. It is
drawn mainly on the lines of the Bill which
was passed by this Chamber last session, but
which weas defeated in another place. This is
the only State in the Commonwealth and is
one of the few countries in the world that is
without legislation of this description. Our
industrial laws have drifted far behind those
of other countries. Parliament has paid very
little attention to the industrial laws of the
State during the last 12 years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : A similar Bill to
this was before us last year.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But it did
not Lbecome law. [ am speeking of Parlisment,
not one branch of it.

Mr. Sampson: You introduced a Bill dealing
with the manufacture of white lead.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It was
only a small measure, but I hope I shall be
able to enlarre upon it before the end of this
sossion. [t was only w little step in the direo-
tion of the advancement made by other coun-
tries. This State has been left a long way
behind.

Mr. Sampson: It was a good start and I
hope it will be carried further.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When the
Scaffolding Bill was before the House last
session I was asked whether there were any
gtatistics available of the number of accidents
due to faulty scaffolding. There are no statis.
tics, and the only records that give any indica-
tion are the payments made out of the aceident,
funds of trade unions. Since the Bill of last
session was before us, however, there have besa
two serious accidents, one of which resulted
fatally. Therefore it cannot bo argued that
there is no necesity for the Bill

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I hope it protects
the public as well a8 the men on the scaffolding.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Yes. There
is grave danger to the passing public as well
as to the men who are risking their lives on the
scaffolding. In the interests of the public
as woll as the men employed in the building
trades, there should be some law governing
the erection of scaffolding. Only a week or
two ago I saw a man working on the top of
& ladder over 30ft. from the ground. Three
ladders were lashed together, and were
standing in the middle of a right of
way. There were two horses and a cart & little
further away. If the horses had bolted the
man on top of the ladder must have lost his
life. Again, if some person had turned quickly
around the corner and struck the ladder it
would probably have been knocked over. The
ladder was merely leaning against the wall,
and the man was painting 30{t. from the ground.
There wounld have been no chance for kim had
the ladder been knocked over. These men take
great risks every day. Those who work on
swing stages, with simply a rops hanging over
the side of o building, have practically no
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protection at all. If the rope broke or became
frayed they would be ed to the ground.
In practically every other class of industry
protection is afforded to the men who risk their
lives in following their callings. The building
trade is one of the very few in which no euch
protection is given. I cannot conceive that
the House would refuse to give to all men
working in the building trade a proper measure
of protection. Some argument was raised
againgt the Bill last session that it would
apply to outlying portions of the State, and
would cost a considerable amount to ad-
minister, It was held that such a Bill was
not necessary in outback centres. This Bill
would only operate in centres prescribed by
the Governor-in-Council. It will not operate
automatically over the entire State. It ias
provided thaft it will have force and effect only
under auch conditions as the Governor-in-
Council shall delfine. Naturally, it will start
in the metropolitan area where the largest
buildings are found, and where the greatest
building activitiea exigt. It is not necessary
under the Bill to have the same class of scaf-
folding for all types of buildings, or to have
scaffolding for a cottage identical with that ueed
for & six or eight storey building. Provision
is made for the different class of scaffolds that
are erected from time to time. The details,
that are too voluminous to embody in a Bill,
will be given in regulations. The inspsctors
who will be appointed under the Bill will
examine and sepervise all scaffolding end
gear, and if in their opinion any scaffolding
i8 dangerous to human life and limb they will
have power to order that work ehall cease
until such time as their instructiona have besn
complied with. If they consider that scaf-
folding is dangerous and that men should not
be permitted to work upon it they can order
work to cease until their instructions are carried
out. This ia subject to an appeal by the owners
to the nearest local or police magistrate, who
can hear gnd determine the case. All scaf-
folding must be kept in conformity with the
Act, and be open to inspection by the inspector
at all times. When loss of life occurs or serious
bodily injury, caused by the scaffolding, the
inspector may order work on the building to
ceaso, and the Minister may order an inquiry
to be held. No interference with the scaffolding
will be permitted unless upon the written
consent of the inspector, until snch time as the
inquiry bae been held.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Who will pay
the men in the meantime? Are they to be
paid whilst standing down ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. They
have to stand down a good dea! now, and no
provision is made for paying them. The
ingpector of machinery will be given charge
of all mechanical gear. There is a good deal
of mechanical gear, such as cranes, that is
used on buildinga that the ordinary inspector
of scaffolding would not understand. The
accident that occurred opposite the post office
recently was the result of faulty mechanical
gear. The inspection of such gear will not ba
leit to the ordinary scaffolding inspector,
but will be placed in the care of the chief
inspector of machinery, who is experienced in
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that line of business. When an inquiry is held
consequent wpon & fatel accident, a repre-
sentative of the employers and of the workers’
union will have the right to appear, and call,
examine, and cross-examine all witnesses.
This provision is made to give all interested
in the particular industry some say in the
inquiry, and to insure that justice ia done to
both sides. It will, of courge, be prohibitive
to contract out of the Act. Most of the pro-
visions of the Bill will be left to regulation. It
is impossible in an Act to lay down all the
details regarding scaffolding. Permission ie

iven for this to be done by regulation, as is

one in the other States. All details as to
the aize of scaffolding, all particulars as to gear
and agph'ances, and all those things connected
with the erection of the gear, will be dealt with
by regulation. Authority is given to inspectors
to enter upon ell buildings being erected,
and penalties are prescribed for obstructing an
officer in the performance of his duty. The
manner in which scaffolding will be set up
will also be left to regulations. I have never
boeen keen on leaving so much to regulations,
but it is almost impossible to deal in such
detail as is required except by regulation.
It will frequently happen that cerfain regula-
tions may have to be altered to meet existing
conditions. If to bring this about the Act had
to be amended every time, it wonld be too
cumbersome a method, and involve too much
work.

Hon. Sir Jemes Mitchell: You should not
do too much by regulation.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS. This is
done throughout the States by regulation
except in South Australia, where the regula-
sions have recently been embodied a8 & schedale
to the Act. The Bill provides that the pro-
visions of the Act shall be affixed to, and
maintained by the owner of the scaffolding,
and also lays down penalties for this not being
done. The Bill ie a simple one, with nothing
intricate in it. It merely gives greater pro-
tection to the men who risk their lives daily
in earning their living.

Mr. Sampson: Where would the abstract
from the Act be shown.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It would
be affixed to the structure so that it would be
in the full view of the men engaged on the
job. Such e provision exists in the Acts of
the other States. I have not embodied in
this Bill anything that does not exist in some
part of Australia. We are very much behind
in this matter. In the Eastern States they
have had their laws for many years, though
Victoria was the iast to come into line. In
that State the union and the employers
drew up their own regulations by arrange-
ment amongst themselves. Those regu-
lstions operated for many years, but
quite recently an Act was bringing the
State into line with the rest of Australia.

Mr, Sampaon : Will the notice be affixed to
one of the scaffolding poles ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The in-
spector will decide that point. It must be
open to the view and examination of the men
engaged on the job. The Bill is essentially one
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for Committee stageland™not for second reading
speeches. I move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. Sir James Mitchell,
debate adjou.mm{

Houee adjourned at 956 p.m.

Legislative Hsgsembly,
Tuesday, £6th August, 1924.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

SWEARING IN OF MEMBER.

Mr. Teesdale (Roebourne) took and
subscribed the oath and signed the roll.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY—PRESENTA-
TION.

Mr. SPEAKER [4.32]: I desire to in-
form the House that I have received the
following message from His Excellency
the Lieutesant Governor:—

Mr. Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly: I thank you for
vour Address-in-reply to my Speech with
which I opened Parliament, and for
vour expressions of Joyalty to our Most
Gracious Sovereign. (Signed) R. P.
MecMillan, Lieutenant Governor, Admin-
istrator.

I may say that, accompanied by the mover
and the seconder of the Address-in-reply and
other hon. members, I waited on Hiz Excel-
lency for the purpose of presenting the
Address, and that this is His Excellency’s

reply.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS RATES.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A, McCallum—South Fremantle [4.36)
in moving the second reading said: This
is a short Bill to overcome a legal diffi-



