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That is all the hon. member han done to.
night, just because a section of the Press
has urged him on. Apparently he is to be
the mouthpiece of that section of the Press
that is going to attack this Government.
A\ell, hie will have a pretty busy time, will
have many opportunities for spreading him-
self as hie has done to-night, because 1
rather expect this Government wvill do many
things that will incur the displeasure of a
section of the Press of the State.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: ifou do not
object to the hon. member's moving for
thle papers?

The PREMIER: I do not. If the hon.
member had desired to view the question
with aa open mind he would have moved
for the papers without indulging in his high
falutin' criticism. The papers are open to
him, he could have had them.

Mr. Taylor: A nice chance I had.
The PREMIER: He said lie wanted the

papers, and then he proceeded to prejudge
the matter.

Mr. Taylor: Following up interjections.
The PREMIER: He saw fit to read news.

p~per statements that enabled him to get
int, "Hiansard"' the fact that I had ap-
peared in the police court before Mr. Magis-
trate Walter.

Mir. Taylor: I do not look upon that as
a crime.

The PREMIER: And that I had been
fined.

Mr. Taylor: No, I did not ay that. You
know better than that.

The PREMIER: It was entirely unneces-
sary to read those newspaper clippings.
Everybody in the House and in the country
knew what happened on that occasion. I
am not ashamed of it. I am proud of it,
and would do it again to-morrow. In
order to again let down the magistrate
the hon. miember went on to say he
did not think the ease was lost on
appeal, but thought it was dropped. 1
hope the hon. member in satisfied now that
he has been able to read all that to the
House and get it into '"Hansard," whcre
lie will he able to refer to it in future. I
am not concerned about it. Although I
was fined, I hope I can take a stand above
vindictiveness.

Mr. Taylor: I passed no comments on it.
The PREMIER: I hope I can bring to

bear a mind free from spite or vindictive-
ness, notwithstanding nyrthing that might
have occurred between me and anyv officer in
the Public Service. However, as I say, 1

can quoteo dozens of instances where actions
similar to ours, have been taken. We have
conformed to the Public Service Act and
to the Superannuation Act. We have moved
in accordance with the precedents of all the
years. Ev-er since I have been in the House
it ha, been a common thing to hay, officers
60 years of age retireil for reasons good
and sufficient to the Government of the
day. Nothing more was dlone in this in-
stince than has been done in past years.

T have no doubt the hon. member will avail
himself of opportunities to bring cases of
this description before the House. It is a
pity he has slumbered for so many years,
that he has awakened only in his old age.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You do not
object to the papers beving asked for?

The PREMIER: No, but it is the way
in which the motion was moved.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I think you
misunderstood the boo. member.

The PREMIER: One thing the boo, mem-
ber leaves no doubt about, namely, his
meaning. One might disagree with him,
but one certainly could not misunderstand
what he is saing. Anyhow, if it will give him
satisfaction in his old age-I will not say
declining years-to adopt the role of de-
fender of purity and justice in administra-
tion, I have no objection whatever to his
having the papers. And if, in the course of
our administrative duties, we do something
that will enable him to more frequently in-
dirlge in that role, the hon. member is quite
welcome to it.

Mr. Taylor: It is a pleasure to listen to
you. I have worked you up a bit.

The PREMIER: This is only a prelim-
inary. The papers are available. I have
no objection to the motion, nor to the
papers being laid on the Table.

Question put and passed.

H0o adjour,,ed at 9.43 p'.m.

tegtLativc HsenmbIv.
Thursday, 281h. August, 1924.

Question : Fruit Marketing legislation..
Binls: Unclairne Moneys Act Amendment,

Cors. reporat .. ..
Private Savings Bank, 2n. Corn.
Closer Settlement, 2R. Corn, report

2R.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p~. and read prayers.

Q1 ES'rION-F'RrlT MARKETNG,
LEGISLATION.

Mr. SAMPSON ask~rl the Minister for
Agriculture: Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to introduce legislation this s'ssion
to control fruit marketing on the lines of
the Queensland Fruit Marketing Organisa-
tion Act?



546 [ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER 'FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: This matter is now under consid-
eration.

BILL-UNCLAIM.%ED MONEYS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed tram the 21st August.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (Northam)
[4.36]: 1 have no objection to offer to the
Bill. It is preferable that the Government
Savings Bank Act should be the only statute
relating to clients of the bank. The Pre-
mtier said that under the Unclaimed Moneys
Act savings bank deposits might he treated
as unclaimed moneys if the depositor had not
operated upon his account for a period of
seven years, but the Act provides that the
balance must be debited for seven years.
In that respect it is precisely the
same as the Government Savings Bank
Act, though a depositor ceases to receive
inte-rest after the expiration of seven years.
Of course the money, if claimed, must he
paid to a client even after the expiration of
that period. The Bill proposes to delete
fromt Sectiou 10 the words "of minors."
Section 10 reads--

This Act Ahall not apply to the accounts
of minors in the Government Savings
Bank, nor to any unclaimed moneys which
any trustee company is required by law
to pay to the Treasurer, nor to any un-
claimed moneys which any company or
the liquidator of any company or the
trustee of any bankrupt estate is required
by law to pay into The Majesty'Is
Treasury.

I do not know that it is very important,
hut I think it would have been well had all
the words relating to the Government Sav-
ings Bank been eliminsated from the 'Un-
claimed Moneys Act.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL-PRIVATE SAVINGS BANK

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 26th August.
31on. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (Northern)

(4.41): 1 do not suppose any member will
offer any serious objection to this Bill. The
Government Savings Bank exists to en-
courage thrift and make absolutely safe the
small savings of the people. It is quite
sfufficient to have one savings bank, and flat
the Government Savings Rank, represented

as it is in every centre throughout the,
State. During the last few years, unfor-
tunately, the Commonwealth Bank has en-
tered the savings bank business and bas
taken a great deal of money that would
otherwise have been deposited in the State
institution. Two millions of small savings
have been deposited in the Commonwealth
Savings Bank that otherwise would have
been available for the State institution.
Some people are nder the impression that
the Government Savings Bank was estab-
lishecr to collect money for the use of the
Government. As a matter of fact, the sav-
ings banik money never was cheap money
until within the last few years. Until ten
or twelve years ago we were able to borrow
money at a cheaper rate than the savings
bank mioney represented after taking ino
consideration the interest paid, the cost of
the institution and the loss on money kept
at call. Judging by the interest rate now
being paid in Australia, that Position has
changed. I hope before long the rate will
be lower thtan it is at present, and that we,
shall revert to the position that obtained a
few years ago. I wish the Premier had
simply introduced a Bll] of one clause to
provide that no private savings bank could
be opened in the State, but perhaps there-
were difficulties in the way of that being
done. A one-clause Bill of that description-
would have met my ideas of what should be
done. The State Savings Bank is sufficient,
and it is the right place for the people to
deposit their small savings.

The Minister for Lands: The hank will
not take over £1,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The-
limit ils £1,300 and in raising the limit to
that figure I think we went too far. All
that the Government should be called upon
to do is to encourage thrift and provide an
absolutely ants investment for the small
savings of the people. Thirteen hundred
pounds cannot be described as smell savings.
We cannot, however, alter the law. I should,
of course, he sorry to see another savings
bank opened. The safeguards that are pro-
vided, however, are such that no one would
think of opening one. I support the second
reading of the Bill.

Mr. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [4.45]: The-
Leader of the Opposition has just sug-
gested that a Bill of one clause should be
brought down prohibiting any private sav-
ings bank from being established here. T6
a certain extent I agree with that, When,
however, we look at the operations of the
State Savings Bank and those of the Com-
monwealth Savinags Bank, we find thst a good
deal remains to be done for the producer by
these institutions. The Premier, in speaking-
upon this Bill, gave us a list showing the
manner in which the savings of the deposi-
tors had been invested. This shows that a
considerable amount has been iayested in
metropolitan activities. In fact, practically -
the whole of the funds of the bank are in-
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vested in metropolitan works. There are
also mortgages on freehold security. I should
like to know how much of' the 'money in-
vested in the batnk is let out on freeholds in
the agricultural and pastoral districts.

lion. Sir James Mitchell: Thirty-tlhree
thousand pounds.

Mr. ANGELO: in municipal debentures
£03,000 has been invested; in metropolitan
water supplies, E£308,000; in water board do--
bitnu, £:71,'OuO; in local inscribed stock
£3,123,000; in land drainage, £8,000; in
road board debentures, £14,000; in Treas-
ury bills, £716,000; in Treasury bonds,
£630,000; and on fixed deposits, £66,000.
Upon debentures in contntion with agricul-
tural land purchases the amount invested is£240,000. That may be for the purchase ot
estates for returned soldiers or migrants.
How much of these deposits, lodged by agri-
cultural and pastoral people in their ownm
particular districts, has gone back to them
to assist them in the development of their
particular industries? The following ap-
pe~rs in a newspaper called ''The Launces-
ton Examiner':-

The fact that something like three mil-
lion sterling goes out of Australia annu-
ally to pay dividends to the English share-
holders of the banks now operating in
Australia is something to make the far-
mer think. The fact that ''the man on
the land'' pays into the bank a far
greater amount than is loaned out to far-
mers is another point that should bring
home to him the fact that he should sup-
port a bank that lends only to the prim-
ary producer. In one district in Tanmania
the savings bank received over £.600,000 in
deposits from farmers in two years, but
not one solitary shilling wvas loaned to
farmers in that district in return.

I should like to know to what extent that
principle applies in Western Australia. The
Primary Producers' Bank has been referred
to. The Premier did not hesitate to say that
this Bill had something to do with that in-
stitution. A wrong impression seemns to ex-
ist in connection w-ith that bank, and it is
only fair to the shareholders, this House, and
the general public, that I should give a brief
history of its promotion and its objects. The
genesis of the batik was the Land Credits
Ltd. This institution was formed in New
South Wales a few years ago for the lend-
ing of money to farmers and pastoralists on
the ballot syten. It proved a success, but as
it was availed of only by- the lucky share-
holders and did not ap~ply to the majority, ic
wag deemed necessary to enlarge its activi-
ties. A sinall hank called the Farmners'
Bank was formed, and was later on regis-
tered as the Primary Producers' Bank of
Australia. It was claimed by a smuall sec-
tion of the Press that this bank altered its
name three times. It was first the Land
Credits Ltd., it was then called the trar-
mers' Bank, which did not appeal to the
ninjority of the shareholders, and at the first
general meeting of shareholders the mne

was altered to its present title. This institu-
tion was registered on the 16th February,
1923, and the first branch was opened oa
the 3rd March, the sme year. Already
£1,800,000 worth of shares have heen ap-
plied for. The paid up capital of the bank
is over £200,000, and a reserve fund ot
£73,000 has already been established. No
fewer than 61 branches are operat-
ing throughout Australia. While most
of the banks doing business in Aus-
tralia keep liquid assets to the value
of between 36 and 53 per cent.
of their liabilities, this bank has eon-
siderably over 50 per cent., and at times up
to SO per cent., of liquid assets. For every
£:1 that is owing to the public, the bank
holds over 30s. worth of assets. Not a single
person has received a penny out of the
bank's funds for promotion purposes, and
no share was given away to anyone. The
directors have had to pay for their shares
in the same way that shareholders have
dlone. The expenses of flotation and estab-
lishment had, of course, to be paid. Wonders
have been done in 18 months, seeing that
61 branches are Dow operating in
Australia. How has this extraordinary suc-
cess been achieved?

The Premier: By good management, 1
should say.

Mr. ANGELO: Undoubtedly, buit I am
speaking of the whole concert,. The pro-
ducers have realised that exii;ti'ig banks pre-
fer city securities, and on these are pre-
pared to lend up to SO per cent, of their
value. The producer, who is thei backbone ot
the country, has, however, to go cap in hand
in order to get up to 3O per cent, of the
value ef his holding. On top of that he is
often charged a higher rate of interest. Pro-
ducers recognise, as they elmotild have done
long ago, that to obtain justice they must
control their own finances. They, therefore,
established the hank that is owned and eon-
trclled by the man on the land for the
benefit of the man on the land. Not a
penny is loaned to anyone who is not a pro-
duer. The object of the bank is to use the
whole of its resources in -building up the
pastoral industry in the various States.
When a Bill similar to this came before the
Queensland Parliament, decided objections
were taken to it. The bank had only been
in operation then about six months. That
Bill was passed, hut to-day the Queensland
Glovernment are very sympathetic towards
the Primary Producers' Bank.

The Premier: So is this Government.
.%r. ANGELO: My object is to make the

Government sympathetic. I want the Gov-
ernment to follow the lead of the Queens-
land Government. The general manager of
the institution went to England the other
day, armed with excellent letters from the
Queenslanad Government. His purpose is to
see if the activities of the bank cannot be
enlaraed.

The Premier: I will give you similar
letters if you will go to the Old Country.
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Mr. ANGELO: I will read a few words
from the speech made by the Rome Secre-
tary of the Queensland Government dealing
with Australian banks. It is not entirely in
sympathy with the other banks but I will
read an rxctract from his remarks, as they
appeared in "'The Official Bulletin':-

The cause of great trouble was
the banks-they were doing nothing for
agricultural extension-and because ex-
change running is good they were
squeezing the farmers and maing 15
to 20 per cent, out of the money that
should be spent in assistance to the
settlers. There is, he said, 55 million
pounds to the credit of Australia in
London and yet the Government had to
go cap in hand and then found it diffi-
cult to get money for renewal of loans.
The people of Australia have to slave
whilst the money lies idle in England.
He saw no reason why the Bank of
England should not issue notes and thus
the people of Australia would be able
to live in prosperity, whereas it is now
held hack from them. The banks, he
reiterated, were retarding industry in
Australia. There was one exception, the
Primary producers' Bank, which wvas do-
ing its best to help by extending relief so
far as it could.

Those remarks were made by a member
of the Government that 12 months ago
passed a Bill, similar to the one we have
now, with the object of preventing the
hank from getting a. foothold in Queens-
land. The institution has now proved
that it is of greater benefit to that State
than are probably the other banks, in the
direction of assisting the pastoral indus-
try. The bank has financed the whole of
the maize pool of Queensland this year,
and has lien n'.ked by the Government to
finance a rather smaller undertaking, the
milk pool of Southern Queensland. I
cannot see the necessity for the Bill now
before us. The Prenmier said it was de-
sired to safeguard the interests of de-
positors. It is a pity the Premier, be-
fore introducing the Bill, was not made
aware of the position of the Primary Pro-
ducers' Bank. The Bill is evidently aimed
at the hank. Apart from the fact that
it holds over 30s. worth of securities for
every £1 worth of liabilities, it has 1%
million of uncalled capital available from
the shareholders. This creates a margin
of security representing about 400 per
cent, for every' £1 deposited in the books
of the institution. The deposits of the
Savings flank section in Western Aus-
tralia at present amount to only a few
hundred pounds. The thrift department
is a 1-err minor braneb of the bank's
activities. The Premier referred to £1,010
having been withdrawn from the State
Savings flank at Katanning aold placed
back in the Savings Bank on the same
day. I assure him that this money cold(

not have been taken out of the State
Savings Bank and put into the Primary
Producers' flank savings department. It
was taken out for a very different reason,
and one that I feel sure he would en-
dorse. This represented the savings of a
man who had desired to acquire a farm.
flaring saved £1,0110 he felt justified in
asking a financial institution to lend him
the balainec of the money* required to
effet the p'urchase of the farm. I am
almost certain this was the case men-
tioned by the Premier. The man's object
was a laudable one, and the Premier
would be the lost to regret the loss of
that V1,000O from tie Government Savings
Ban1:. But let all tell him, as be told us
himself, that the £1,000 went back again,
therp-lv making no loss to the Govern-
inent institution. Why did it go back?
Beu-at,-q the desire of the bank is to work
in perfect harmony with the State Sav-
ings flank. Whilst it is operating in this
State, a good portion of its money at
short tall will, with the consent of the
Treasurer, be deposited with the State
Savings Bank,' in the hope that that in-
stitution will be able to make good use
of it and] thus assist in the development
of the State to some little further extent.
The man who creates the wealth should
certainly lie entitled to say how' his wealth
shall be spent; and therefore the Govern-
ment would be well advised to try to
invest that amount of their loanable re-
sources which is made available by de-
Posits in the agricultural and pastoral dis-
tricts, for the assistance of the agri-
cultural and pastoral industries. It should
be made available by the State Savings
flank, as by other banks, to farmers and
pastoralists who want to borrow money
in those districts. Some criticism was
levelled at the Primary Producers' Bank
because that institution expressed a
willingness to take shilling deposits. It
is not much of a jump fronm is. to £5, and
I observe that other banks exhibit in their
chambers placards asking for deposits
from £5 upwards. The intention of this
bank is to devote the whole of its loan-
able resources available in each State for
the promotion and advancement of
primary industries within that State, It
is a pity the Treasurer cannot do some-
thing to handicap the chief aggressor
against our Government Savings Bank-I
refer to the Commonwealth Savings Bank.
The Commonwealth have invaded our
territory in that respect, and what do
they do with the money' they obtain from
us? The question should he looked into,
with a view to ensuring that deposits
made here with the Commonwealth Sav-
ings Bank are rendered available for
loans in this State. I do not oppose the
Bill, but I doa ask the Premier to adjourn
the Committee stage with a view to my
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getting a slight amendment drafted in
Clause 6. That clause, as printed, stipu-
lates that a deposit of £10,000 shall be
lodged with the Treasurer. I would sug-
gest to the Treasurer that the clause ha
so anmended as to limit the deposit to the
amount which the bank holds on behalf
of its clients until that amount reaches
£10,000; and then let £10,000 be the
maximum. The savings branch deposits
of the Primary Producers' Bank at
present do not amount to £1,000, and to
ask for a deposit at the Treasury of
£10,0010 is rather hard on the bank. More-
over, it would prevent the bank from
assisting at least 15 other shareholders
who are farmers, if the £.10,000 was in-
sisted upon, as the average loan in this
State to farmers appears to be about
£750. I trust, therefore, that the Premier
will accept my suggestion. It is rather
hard that 70 per coat, of the additional
business should go to the Government, but
there is no doubt that a good portion of
the money will in future be used for
assistance to the primary industries; and
therefore I for one have no objection.

Mr. SAMPSON (Swan) [5.5]: 1 have a
few suiggestions to offer with regard to the
State Siavings Bank. All the States have
suffered front what was known at the time
as the ''Federal steal,'' meaning the es-
tablishment in the various States of
a Commonwealth Savings Bank. West-
erni Australia suffers severely from that
fact to-day. Unfortunately we are not
able to control the Commonwealth Savings
Banuk, hut Western Australia could do
something towards popularising its State
Savings Bank. In many centres our Say-
ings Hank is not rightly situated, and not
located in the right type of building.
Funds are urgently heeded for develop-
mental purposes throughout the State, and
therefore the Government should give con-
sideration to obtaining greater publicity
for the operations of the State Savings
Bank. New branches should be located in
properly- constructed buildings, to be
erected;, and the business generally should
he encouraged. Tn Victoria the State Sav-
ings Batik has made wonderful progress.
The Victorian State does recognise the
help which conmes from this source. If we
acted similarly, if we established branches
of the State Savings Bank in centres which
lack thenm now, and, further, if "'e estab-
lished them in buildings located wbere
people are likely to come and make de-
posits, we should be ntuch better off for
funds. In the country districts the bus-
iness of the State Savings Bank is often
carriedl on in the local store. One can see
how difficumlt it is for a person who desires
to deposit an amount in the hank to go
along to such a brach. There is always
a disinclination to let such business be
known to the - trades people. 'Moreover,
there are sonme persons who are prepared to

deposit their money notwithstanding that
the local tradesman has an account against
then,. Apart from the point of view of
morality, there is an obligation on us to
secure -all the money we possibly can. An
inmprovement might result if the State Sav-
ings Bank arranged for branch offices to
be established at the various country rail-
way stations. But, starting with the bead
office at the State Savings Bank here in
Perth, the quarters are unsuitable. In my
opinion the main office is highly unsuitable.
There is not sufflict room available, and
generally there is considerable scope for
improvement. These remarks are in the
nature of suggestions. I feel sure that it
the State Savings Bank is housed in better
buildings more suitably situated, and if
greater publicity be given to its opera-
tions, the State would benefit in that more
money would be deposited with it.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Ins Committee.
Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Premier in

charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2-agreed to.
Clause 3-interpetation:

iMr. LATHAM: Does the Premier intend
to include the banring business conducted
by the Westralian Farmers Limited in the
definition of ''Private savings bank"?9
It seems to inc that that business could be
brought within the definition. If that
is attually the case, progress should be re-
ported so that investigations could on
made. It is known that the Westralian
Farmers Limited pay a small rate of in-
terest oil money deposited with them.

The PREMIER: I was not aware that
the Westralian Farmers carried on savings
bank business.

Air. Thomson: Theirs is not a savings
bank.

Mr. Angelo: They pay interest on de-
posits on current account.

The PREMIIER: I am not prepared to
say what operations in the way of bank-
ing are carriedl on by the Westralian Farm-
ers. If they are not carrying on a savings
bank businessi at present, but arc competent
to do it, and if they at any time undertake
it, they would conmc under this measure.
T see no reason why they should not come
tinder it in the same way as the bank men-
tioned by the member f or Gascoyne. That
is the whole purpose and intention of the
Bill. The principle is sound and sbouldl
be applicable to every institution, or it is
unsound and should noct apply at all. The
member for York cannot oppose the clause
on account of the Westralian Farmers un-
less he is opposed to the principle of the
Bill, which is that private savings bank
business shall be carried on only under
the provisions of this measlure.

.Ar. LATHAM: I do not think the Wes-
tralian Farmers' banhing business is net-
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uaily savings bank business, but it may
come under this interpretation.

Mr. Angelo. Read the next interpreta-
tiona, " Savings bank business. "

Mr. LATHAM: The Westralian Farm-
ers have an arrangement with their share-
holders.

The Premier: The next interpretation
sets out what ''Savings hank business"
means.

Mr. LATHAM: The banking business
of the Westralian Farmers, not being act-
ually savings bank business, to bring them
under this nieasure would be unfair.

Bion. W. I). JOHNSON: The clanse will
not operate as suggested by the member for
York because of the definition of what is
savings bank business. Without that defini-
tion it could be assumed that the Bill would
apply to the little bit of banking business
done by the co-operative movement. The
money loaned to the Westralian Farmers'
Ltd. is dealt with much as would be de-
posits in the Western Australian Bank. The
only difference is that the company pays in-
terest. That money does not earn com-
pound interest as set out in the definition
of savings bank business. I am satisfied
that the Bill will not apply to the business
conducted by the Weetralian Farmers Ltd.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Gov-
ernment control banking but I believe it is
possible under the Companies Act to get
the permission of the court to open a bank.
That course I believe, was pursued by the
Westralian iT'armers Ltd. and that firm was
permitted to conduct banking business. It
would be a stretch of the imagination to say
that that business was savings bank busi-
ness. I do not know that -we need worry
about the point that has been raised.

Mr. LINDSAY: I was of opinion that
the Westralian Farmers would be brought
within the scope of the Bill. I made in-
quiries this morning end ascertained that
this particular point was known to the firm's
accountant, lie was to confer with the
manager and to let me know if it was con-
sidered that the Bill would apply to the
company's busineas. I have received no
communication and personally I am satis-
fied that the firm does not come within the
scope of the Bill.

Mr. Latham: It is we who have to pass
the Bill, not the Westralian Farmers Ltd.!

Mr. SAMPSON: The Bill will not apply
to the Westralian Farmers Ltd.

Hon. J1. Cunningham: If the Westralian
Farmers Ltd. are carrying on savings bank
business why should they not be brought
under the Bil

Mr. SA'MPSON: I am not disputing that
point. If the Government Savings Bank
does not live up to its responsibilities, Y do
not know why companies should be hindered
from undertaking the work if they desire
to do so. In my opinion the Government
Savings Bank does not live up to its re-
sponsibilities.

The Premier: In what respect?

Mr. SAMPSON: I have already indicated
that in this Chamber.

The Minister for Lands: Give us your
suggestions.

Mr. SAMPSON: I have already done so.
If the Glovernment institution does not live
up to its obligations we should not restrict
other organizations that are prepared to do
so-

The PREMIER: The lion, member is well
aware of the difficulties that confront the
Gdovernment Savings Bank in attempting to
live uip to its obligations.

Mr. Thomson: If he does not, he should
know.

The PREMIER: Since the advent of the
Conamoin~ealth Savings Bank the State has
had to vacate post offices-

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Railway sta-
tions and all sorts of p laces,

The PREMIER: Quite so. In conse-
quence we have had to adopt measures that
are unsatisfactory in that agencies of the
State Savings Bauk have had to he estab-
lished with private' business people and
traders. Naturally there is an objection to
allowing the local tradesman to know the
financial position of private individuals,
who have been averse to doing business with
the State institution. Every effort has been
made by the management to overcome that
difficulty. It is not such an easy matte?,
particularly in small country towns where
the choice is limited.

Hon. Sir lames Mitchell: Besides that,
the business people are not keen on being
worried with the agencies.

The PREMIER: That is an ; in fact
many will not accept the agencies. These
difficulties all arise owing to the invasion
by the Commonwealth of the savings -bank

business. The member for Swan way rest
assured that those responsible for the man-
agement of the bank will do everything pos-
sible to provide the facilities to which he
has referred, I an' satisfied that the clause
does not affect the lWestrslisn Farmers Ltd.
I am prepared to adjourn the further dis-
cussion of the Bill when we reach Clause 6.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 4 and 5, agreed to.

Progress reported.

BILL-CLOSER SETTLEMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from 26th August.

Mr. DAVY (West Perth) [5-25]: I feel
constrained to make some remarks concern-
ing the state of the Bill. On the general
principles of the measure, I do not wish to
say more than that I am inclinedl to agree
with the member for Guildford (Hron. W. D.
Johnson) that the Bill should have been
introduced after the Government land tax
p~roposals had been placed before the House.
It is no use pretending one thing out of
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the House and another inside the Chamber.
During the recent election I was questioned
as to my attitude regarding a Closer Settle-
ment Bill. I then said that I did not think
such a Bill was a scientific method of attain-
ing the desired result and that I considered
some form of land taxation would be better.
I thought we should frame a tax that would
cause the incidence of the impost to be, if
possible, increased on the unimproved value
of the land rather than on the income de-
rived from the land. That would be a
better umeans of achieving the desired result.

The Minister for Railways: And if a
man had sufflicient money to pay the tax?

-Mr. DAVY:- If he has sufficient money
and is prepared to pay a tax on the land
that is much greater than the value of the
land, let him bare it by all means.

Mr. Latham: They are not likely to do
that.

Mr. DAVY: They do Dot do it in prac-
tice.

The Minister for Railways: Don't they?
Mr. DAVY:- At any rate, I do not wish

to labour that point. My purpose in speak-
ing is to point out to the House certain
defects in the Bill from a machinery point
of view. Those defects, it appears to me,
will make the Bill unworkable should it be-
come law. As I1 understand it, the work
done in Committee represents more or less
a trimming process. At that stage we en-
deavour to put the Bill into such shape as
we may (leem necessary, but the alterations
do not amount to much more than mere
trimming, adding a bit here and striking
out a bit there. It appears to ae-I am
much mistaken if I am rot right-that
such serious amendments tn the Bill will
be necessary before it can become a work-
able piece of legislation that it will not
he possible to do it all during the Com-
mittee stage. I propose to refer to certain
clauses of the Bill to establish that point.
I will pass by the constitution of the board
which, however, does not appear to me to
give any guarantee that any member of
that body will know anything about farm-
ing. One member of the board is to be
an officer of the Department of Lands and
Surveys, and another is to be an officer
of the Agricultural Bank. The Bill does
not indicate how highly placed in those
Government Departments the Officers re-
f erred to will be. The third member of the
hoard is to be a person having local know-
ledge of the matters under inquiry for the
time being. I do not see in that provision
any strong guarantee that the board will
necessarily be competent. Clause 3 sets out
that the board may inquire into the suit-
ability and requirement for closet settle-
ment of any unutilised and unproductive
land. Those words are rather vague.
Clause 4 provides that the hoard may in-
quite and report in writing to the Min-
ister. No power is given to the hoard,
however, to enter upoon the land that in
their opinion is unutilised and unproductive

and should be made available for closer
settlement, to call for returns, to find out
what is being done with the land, to find
out what profits are being made from it,
how many sheep are being carried, or how
many acres are under cultivation. That
being so, the only way the hoard, appar-
ently, can inquire into these matters as
required by the Bill, will be to look over
fences and to pick up scraps of informa-
tion or hearsay in the neighbourhood. If
the board is to make an inquiry that will
justify the issuing of n report, the board
should have ample power to enter on the
land, inspect it, call for returns and any
other in formation it might think fit. How,
otherwise, can the board tell whether the
land is being put to a reasonable iset
There ag ain wve have a defect: "'Reason-
able use", is a vague term. Apparently
two members in favour of the Bill, the
M inister for Railways and the Leader of
the Opposition, take entirely different views
of what "reasonable use" means. One
thinks it means getting a big production
irrespective of profit, while the other thinks
it mneanis getting a large profit out of the
land.

The Minister for Lands: There would be
but little land developed if profit were the
sole object.

Mr. DAVY: I submit that one cnnot
make more reasonable use of the land than
by getting from it the maximum profit,

Ron. J. Cunningham: Sometimes one can
do that by holding it and selling it.

Mr. DAVY: If a man holds 5,000 acres
and makes a profit of £2,000 out of it,
whereas by, some other method he would
make only £1,000 profit, surely it is better,
in the interests, not only of the owner but
of the community, that the land should be
iised to produce the £2,000.

The Minister for Lands: Not in the in-
terests of the People.

Mr. DAVY: Yes, because if a profit of
£E2,000 be made, it is available for distri-
bution, and so inevitably will increase em-
ployment.

The Minister for Lands: H1ow will it do
that if there be no employment to offer
the peoplel

Mr. DAVY: The greater volume of
capital in circulation cannot fail to increase
employment. The term "reasonable use"
is ambiguous and difficult of interpreta-
tion. However, it mnust be eclear that for
any board to inquire into the suitability of
an area a-nd find out whether it is being
put to reasonable use, the board must have
full powers of entry and inquiry. Now
the very next clause-

Mr. SPEAKER: T do not like interrupt-
ing the bon. member, but it is not permis-
sible on the second reading to discuss other
than the principles and general subject-
matter of a Bill. To discuss clauses seria-
tim is not in order. All that the hon.
member has pointed out so far can be ade-
quately dealt with as the clauses are reached
in Committee. Clauses can he added, de-
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ffi-iencies made good, and corrections;
effected in Committee. What the bon.
member is now doing is proper to the Com-
mittee stage, but out of order on the
second reading.

'%r. 1PXVY: I thank you, Sir, for the
kindly rebuke. Ilay I submit this: If a
member bie of opinion that amendments
necessary to a Bill are of such magnitude
as to make it impossible to effectively carry
themn out in Committee, may hie not be per-
mitted to illustrate that on the second read-
ing by reference to clauses, intending to
put it to the House that the Bill should
be rejected on the second reading?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member, so
far as be haq gone, has shown to the House
nothing that canno* be amended in Corn-
maittee.

Mr. DAVY. I do not wish to argue with
you, Sir, but I want to put ray point:
Suppose 1 were able to show that a large
number of serious amendments Were neces-
sary, would it not be competent for me to
ask 'the House to refer the Bill back for
redrafting? Would that not be proper?

Mr. SPEAKER: On general principle;,
yes. Generally the hon. member can attack
any phase of the Bill, but he must not take
clause after clause and discuss their defects.
These matters are purely for Committee.

Mr. DAVY: I shall endeavour to ay
what I have to say without offending your
ruling. A serious defect in the Bill is
that, on the report having been made by
the hoard to the Governor, the Governor
has power to declare the land reported
upon subject to the Act. When that is
done, the owner is entitled within a cer-
tAin time "to notify the board of his in-
tentien to subdivide. That notification iq
binding on all persons having or thereafter
acquiring any interest in the land. The
carrying out of the subdivision has to be
to the satisfaction of the board in all re-
spects. The owner submits his plans
of subdivision, and the board proceeds
to tell him what is to be done,
how and when the land is to be
sold, v hether by auction or privately, and
at what price. But there is no obligation
on the board to do that at any time. That
is shown quite clearly in a provision pre-
scribing that at any time the Governor, if
he thinks the land is bieing properly util-
ised, may withdraw the land from the Act.
Obviously tbat may occur years afterwards.
And while the board is doing nothing in
respect of the land, the land is hng op.
The owner cannot mortgage it or sell it
honestly, because if he did so the inno-
cent purchaser, who has nn means of get-
ting notice of what is going on, would find
that his advance of money bad no security
whatever. That is a very serious defect in
the plan of the Bill, as opposed to the de-
tail of its clauses. It is going to be amaz-
ingly difficult to amend such a defect in
Committee. To get the Bill into satisfac-
tory shape it would be necessary to necon-

sider it and redraft it-for there are other
serious defects that add to the necessity
for redraftting.

The, Minister for Railways: Thu late Gov-
ernment brought down a similar Bill,

Mr. DAVY: That is so, but I hare criti-
cised even actions of the past Government.
I do not expect to find that any Govern-
mient have produced or said everything
strictly in accord with my diews. The
criticism I am oow offering, one wonld be
entitled to offer to such a Bill even if it
were brought down by one's own party.
Those defects in the Bill ought to be cleared
up and remedied in the quietude of an office
rather than in the burly-burly of this Chani-
ber.

Mr. GEORGE (Mfurray - Wellington)
[5,411: I have gone carefully through the
Bill,and it seems to me that in Committee
sonie of the clauses will hove to be amended,
It would not be amiss to give some atten-
tion to the general land question. To-day
we are about to settle large areas of agi-
cultural land by holding out to settlers the
inducement that they shall have a property
in the land, which they can regard as being
their own. That has been the policy of the
State for many years, and in various ways
people have been induced to take up land.
'Now- we are to say to those people--

The Mfinister for Lands: Not now. It
was said three years ago, and you supported
it .

Mr. GEORGE:. I quite understand that-
I am giving my views now.

The Minister for Lands: Then what you
gave us three years ago were not your own
views?

Mr. GEORGE: I think 1 have the right
to give my views now.

The Minister for Lands: If I had re-
mained silent for three year;, I would con-
tinue to maintain that silence.

'Mr. GEORGE: In a few years I shall
be silent for nll time, but just now I want
to state my views. It is proposed that
throu,_h the medium of a board we shall
say to the people on the land, ''Your
miethods bare been bad. Yon have not car-
ried out what we think you ought to have
done. Of course it has been your own
loss, but because you have not done what
we think the proper thing, even though
through lack of money it was impossible
tor YOU to do it, we are going to take your
laud from you-' We would not dare say
that to any other working man in the State.
We would not tell another man that he
must be a carpenter, or a plumber, or a
painter. Yet we are going to tell the man
on the land that because he has not worked
his land in the wny we think he should
have done, we propose to take it from him.
We do not say that to any other class of
workinzr man in the State. For instance,
we do not say to a carpenter, " You should
not be a carpenter because you dn not know
the trade tio-roughily; you should be en-
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gaged in some other work." For years
we are going to say to the farmers that
it is our intention to criticise methods and
Bit in judgment on what has been done in
the past. That kind of thing is not in the
best interests of the State. It is possible,
of course, that when the Bill is in Corn-
muittee, some of these things will be modi-
fied. I aim not impugning the intentions
or the bona fides of the Government; it is
not necessary to carp at what the Govern-
mient are doing or what is being done by
individual members, but a. feeling does
exist that something of the nature of what
I have related is going to take place. There
arc instances in the South-West, no doubt,
where people may not have utilised the
land they hold to the best advantage. The
exact position in this respect, however, can
only be ascertained. by inquiry. I know
of land in the South-West, now running
sheep and stock, and which is being held
for the children of those who now occupy
it. There is nothing wrong in a man
acquiring a large area, so that when his
children are ready to take up a portion
of it, it will be there available for them.
We know of people who are here searching
for land but who cannot get it. The Minis-
ter told us that there was not much avail-
able land within easy distance of a rail-
way, though there was a good deal that
was nut served by railways. This land,
however, is bound to be taken up and util-
ised as settlement increases. It does not
necessarily follow that because a man is in
possession of a large area of land, he is
withholding it from occupation. He has a
perfect right to hold it for his children.
ft has been the policy of the State to per-
init this, and now we propose to tell these
people that we are going to anlow a board
to declare that the land is not producing
to the extent that it should be doing and
that, therefore, they are to be penslised,
and this, too, whether the holder has done
as well as he was able to do with the pro-
perty. We are going to declare that it
should have been made more productive,
and because that has not been done we are
going to take it fram him and, of course,
compensate him to some extent. But what
is compensation to a man who is relieved
of property where hE has lived for many
years, and where he has made his home?
That as; ect deserves and requires considera-
tion. I am not one of those who believe
that people should hold big areas of land
without utilising it; I believe that an in-.
dividual should show his bonn fides by pat-
ting to use all the land that he holds so
far ais his resonrces will allow. I do not
believe it is right, and it was never con-
templatedl by the State-I hold strong
views on this matter-that a man should
acquire laud and bold it for the unearned
increment. I trust that due consideration
will be given to those who have attempted
to do their duty with the land they hold.
Those are my views.

[23)

31r. NORTH (Claremont) [5.50]: See-
ing that the Bill has been before the
House previously, it is not necessary to
do more than to merely say that we are
here to support it. I may draw attention,
however, to this one point, that in tie
course of time the principle of doing away
with sheep areas may leave us in a very
awkward position, because we are almost
the only country in the world at the
present time that has big spaces left for
sheep.

The Premier: Small areas have beni
taken up for sheep.

Mr. NORTH: That may be so, but the
fact remains that the time may eome
when we may find ourselves short of -room
for sheep, with which to feed and clothe
the world. That will be the position, be-
cause closer settlement has overtaken
about three-quarters of the habitable
globe. There is very little room left in
the world for expansion, and it would be
a very sorry day for us if we found our-
selves in the position of not being able,
by restricting sheep raising to cramped
areas, to supply wool and mutton outside
on a large scale. Having made this point,
I desire to support the second reading of
the Bill.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH (Beverley)
[5.52]: I realise that we are in the posi-
tion that if the Government choose, they
can carry the measure through the House.
I firmly believe, however, that those
responsible for the Bill are not fully
seized with the state of affairs as it exists
to-day, and to which the provisions of
the Bill will apply. The Minister told us
that there were over three million acres
of land in the Avon Valley to which the
Bill would apply. I wish to make my
position clear with regard to this stato-
mant. When it was made by the NThu.
ister, I interjected that the land he had
in mind was producing more' to-day in
the form of mutton. and wool than it
could possibly do under any form of
closer settlement. In. the leading Press
of the next day, my interjection was re-
ported as having been to the effect that
the Avon Valley was absolutely unfit for
closer settlement.

The Minister f or Lands: I took it that
way, too.

Mr. 0. P. WANSBBOUGH: If the Min-
ister will turn up "Hansard" he will find
my remark correctly stated. "Hansard"
gave what I meant to imply and what I
now wish to emphansise, and it is, that if
the Bill is applied to those areas in the
Avon Valley the Minister has in mind,
he will do something that will retard pro-
gress and minimise considerably the pro-
duction of wealth, because I am satisfied
that there is no land in the Avon Vslley
snitable for closer settlement on the lines
the Minister has in view.
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Hon. W. D. Johnson, You would not
say that the land should not be sub-
dividedI

Mr. C. P. WANBBROUGH: I am afraid
th., trend of present day thought, so far
as areas suitable for mixed farming in
the Avon VTalley are concerned, is very
much at sea. It has been forcibly brought
home to us, more particularly in connec-
ion with the repurchase andi subdivision
of estate;, that mistakes have been made.
I have in mind the Mount Hardy estate
in tbe York district, which was repur-
chased some 16 years ago and was appor-
tioned to various settlers, totalling 18 1innumber. That is an estate typical of the
Avon Valley land. At the present time
the property has got back into the hands
of five people. That is not because the
land is not suitable for settlement, but
mainly because the areas are too small to
enable the people holding them for suc-
cessful farming. I can come closer hom e
and quote an instance in my own district.
Sonmc 20 years ago, when the land there
was thrown open for selection, we had 27
farmers ia small areas. To-day, the num-
ber has gone back to 12, and so it goes
on. We find that 1,000 acres in the Avon
Valley is not enough to enable a man to
carry on successfully. We find also that
if a farmer sticks to a wheat proposition,
he will fail. All now turn their attention
to mixed farming and larger areas. 1
have no time for the man who dummies,
but I do wish to sound a note of warning
by saying that the Bill will give too much
power to a board of three men when it
proposes to clothe the hoard with the
authority to say that land is not being
reasonably worked, and without giving
the -right of some form of appeal. I1 under-
stand that certain amendments will be
proposed when the Bill is in Committee
and I trust the 'Minister will receive them
sypathetically. I am very much afraid
that the Minister, or his officils, do not
sufficiently realise the position regarding
the Avon Valley. I have quoted the Avon
Valley as at typical example of the land in
that part of the State.

The Minister for Lands: That is the
only area classified.

MNr. 0. P. WANSBHOIIGH: There must
be at least a million acres In that area
unsuitable for closer settlement. It is
composed of white gum, red gum and
jarrab, and many thousands of pounds
will have to be spent on it if the Govern-
ment carry out their intentions.

Mr. Griffiths: There is also a good deal
of stony country there.

Mr. C. P. WANSRROUGH: Yes, aulI in
addition it is infested with poiszrn and
noxious -weeds. In saying this I hare no
desire to decry the State, hut I am varn-
ing the Minister of what is a fact that

was not borne in mind by the officials
Who classified the land. I do not wish
to reflect on those gentlemen, but tram
Past experience of the officers of the Agri-
cultural Bank and the Survey Department,
I know that they have not the prsctical
or modern knowledge necessary to enable
them to speak with authority. I wrould
not he justified in permitting the Bill to
go through without sounding a note of
warning, and that is, that the areas in,
close proximity to the railways are net
suitable for the closer settlement that the
Minister has in view.

Mr. CJHESSON (Cue) [6J.0]: -1 welcoe
this Bill. It is absurd to allow people to
hold large areas of laud alongside the ra~il-
ways without putting it to profitable use.
The St ate has built railways at great ex-
pease, and a lot of laud in close proximnity
to them has been held for speculative Put-
poses. This measure will compel people to
put their land to the best use. IU land nlow
used for sheep were Pitt under wheat, more.
employment would he provided. The ques-
tion as to what constitutes its host use will
be decideffby a competent board. People liv-
ing in remote parts of the country have com-
plained of the excessive railway freights. If
the agricoltural land alongside railways is
brought under profitable production, the
Government should be able to assist the peo-
ple outback by reducing railway freights..
Land values taxation would also assist, pro-
riderd the proceeds were earmarked for that
specific purpose. Provision is made that
land may be 'resumed for closer settlement
at the value returned for taxation purposes
plus 10 per rent. This provision appears in
the New Zealand Act, and it should suffie
here.

Mr. George: Are you going to provide
a farmer with other land su that he eam
make a living?

Mtr. CHESSO13N: The farmer's interests
will he safeguarded. If he wishes to sub-
divide his land, he will have ample oppor-
tunity to do so. An owner should not be Per-
mnitted to hold laud indefinitely without put-
ting it to profitable use.

Mr. George: But a man cannot farm un-
less he has laud.

M.r. CRESSON: Neither could he farm
profitably without the facilities provided by
the State. When those facilities are pro-
vided, he should put his land to its best use.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: Who is to be
the judge of what is the best use?

Mr. CRESSON: The hoard will be
competent to decide. It is necessary to have
some body to decide the point, and if amend-
menits arc moved to ensure that the board
will he competent, they will receive favour-
able consideration. The passing of the Bill
will mean that more people will he put on
the laud, that the la-nd will be put to its best
use and that railway freights to people ia
the outback country will be reduced.
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Mr. LINDSAY (Toodysy) [6,4). After
listening to the speeches of lawyers, far.
mers and miners, I feel somewhat diffident
about discussing the Bill. The member for
West Perth (MNr. Davy) spoke of the need
foe additional provisions. I have studied
the Acts operating in various State;, and
have been struck with the smallness of this
measure compared with the largeness of
theirs, One crlause of the Bill provides that
th,- Government may make regulations. This
may account for the difference. In the other
States the regulations are embodied in the
Act so that people know exactly their ef-
feet. I take it the Government may make
regulations along the lines suggested by the
member for West Perth, but I would prefer
to see them set out in the Bill. The members
for West Perth and for Guildford suggested
that this Hill should have been held over
until after the Land and laconic Tax Bill
had been considered. I repeat what I said
on the Address-in-reply that the Land and
Inconmc Tax Bill will not effect what we are
seeking to attain tinder this Bill. A measure
that should have been introduced befere the
Closer Settlement Bill Is one dealing with
the valuation of land. The Bill sets out
that the amount of compensation to be paid
shall he 10 per cent, increase on the unin-
proved value for taxation purposes. The
unimproved value represents the value,-
dion made by the local governing bodies. The
Government have not nade a valuation.
They have made at start, but many or rae
land values are those arrived at by local
governing bodies many years ago. I do not
agree with some members that because a
maqn's land valuation may be light, he is
acting uujustly in not getting it altered.
The value haa been created by the local
governing body and that is the figure on
which he pays taxation. Had a Valuation
of Laud Bill been introduced, it would have
ensured a fair deal to the land owner and to
the State.

The 'Minister for Lands: I do not think
the road boards 'want a land valunation,' but
it wouldI he a good thing for the State.

Mr. LINDSAY: I ahonid have no objec-
tion to it. I realise that In the past vaIlue-
tions have been low. Le&t mae give an in-
stance how road hoards make their valua-
tions. I myself have had to make some.

The Mtinister for Lands: It all depends
upon the subsidy on. the rates.

Mr. LINDSAY: When a road board
was formed, it received £-50 with which to
start. We c-ouldi not pay at valuer, so the
road boardl members had to do the work.
That was the bas~is of the original valuation
and it stood until the Government appointed
a valuer, who increased the values by 200
to 400) per cent. I do not contend that ex-
istiag values are too high, but land owners
should have stome appeal, for which no pro-
vision is made At present.

The Minister for Lands: You have an
appeal to the Taxation Department.

Mr. LINDSAY: it is a ease of appeal-
in fror n sar to Cwesar. True, we could
go to the Supreme Court, but in districts
like mine the amount of the land tax is low,
and it is not worth -while.

The 'Minister for Lands: Sonmc of the
largest holdings are in your district.

Mr. LINDSAY: I agree. When a man's
property is to be resumed, be is in a dif-
ferent position. Altliough the Bill provides
that 10) per cent, shall he added to the
unimp roved value, there is nothing to say
that the owner shall receive any increase in
the value of improvements. Clause 7 pro-
vides that comnpensation shall be based on
the unimproved value of the lanid, and on
the fair value of the improvements assessed
at the added value given to the land for
the time being by reason of such improve-
ments. That may seem fair on the face
of it, but many man who have taken up
land have done so to make a home. They
have not added improvements with the ob-
ject of selling their holdings. If I wished
to sell my land to-day, I would lose consid-
erably on the improvements I have effected.
A property on which sleep Sic being run
may be resumed for other purposes. The
owner may have provided water in the var-
ious paddocks, together with other im-
provements making it suitable for sheep,
hut if that property were assessed for re-
sumption for otter purposes, I doubt
whether the owner would get the value thab
the imiprovem eats represent to him. The
New Zealand Act provides that the owner
shall receive aL 10 per cent. increase on the
value made by the Land Valuation Board,
but there is a further provision setting forth
that in determining the sum to be psid by
way of compensation, the court shall bare
regard not only to the value of the land,
but also to the loss, if any, caused to the
ownar's business as a result of the resump-
tion. Thus, New Zealand allows not only
the 10 per cent., but also compensation for
deprivation of the property. An amend-
meat will be tabled to cover that point.
I do not agree 'with miucb that has been
said, even by membets on this side of the
House. A lot of men are holding land and
are nut doing their dutJ to the State. We
reqL~ire a Closer Settlement Act to make
them do the duty they should have done
before.

Mr. Latham! Where is that landl
lon. S. W. M1unsie: There is any amount

of it in the York district.
'Mr. LINDSAY: The member for York

knows where it is.
'Mr. Lathamn: Y3.a ?uld have -Vny nit

in thre Yorkt district.
Mr. LINDSAY: The member for Yrork

definitely stated last Session that there was
land around York that should be taken for
closer settlement.

Mr. Lathamn: Refer to "Hlansard'' and
see whetter that is true.

Mr. LINDSAY: I am somewhat afraid
of the proposed board. Subelnuac 2 of
Clause .3 states that laud shall be deemed
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unutilised and unproductive if in the
opinion of the board it is not put to reas-
onable use. The board is to consist of an
officer of the Lands Department and an
officer of the Agricultural Bank, together
with a resident of the district to be ap-
puisited frvin time to time. Time two of
the three members of the board will be
(io~ ernujient employees, sod it is natural to
enuvlude that they will carry out the wishes
of tiht Government.

The M1inister for Lands: How can they
curry oat the wishes of the Government if
there is a right of appeal.

Mr. LINDSAY: The owner will have
no right of appeal. Provision is made
that the board shall take evidence on oath
and give a decision, hut an owner who eon-
siders he is utilising his land should have
the right of appeal.

Mr. Lathim: He has the right of appeal
under Clause 8,

M.%r. LINDSAY: I had not noticed that.
Mr. Lath am: It is a very good provision

for appeal.
Mr. LINDSAY: There is another point

as to resuming the whole of the land.
There is nothing in the Bill to stipulate
that the owner may reserve any portion of
it.

The Minister for Lands: If you are go-
ing to provide that, you may as well throw
out the Bill.

Mfr, LINDSAY: All the Acts in other
States make that provision.

The Minister for Lands: Those Arts deal
with all land; this Bill deals only with
unutilised land.

-Mr. LINDSAY: The owner should have
the right to retain a portion of his holding.
A man who has Pioneecred land and madle
a home for his :family shouild bare the right
to retain a portion of the holding, provided
the board agrees. That is not much to ask.

Sitting Suspended fromn 0.15 to 7.50 P.M.

Mr. LTNDSAY: Before tea. I was dis-
cuasing the question of the appointment of
a board to decide whether land shall be
deemed to he unutilised and unproductive.
I suggested there was no method providing
for an appeal against the decisions of that
board. I was told by members that there
was such a right in the Bill. Certain
clauses of the Bill. provide for compensa-
tion under the Arbitration Act end the
Public Works Act. Another portion of it
deals with the question of default by the
owner after notification and subdivision for
sale. If the owner does not subdivide after
agreeing to do so within a certain timne,
the board may deal with the matter and
the owner may appeal to the Supreme
Court. There is nothing in the Bill provid-
ing for an appeal against the decision of
the board, which will consist of a member
of the Agricultural Bank, the Lands Il-
partment, and a private individual. What
we are asking for is only a. just request.
There is a rigbt of appeal from the deision

of any lower court to a higher court, aud
the samec principole should appel(rtaini in re-
spect to this Bill. We do not want to
create extra expense. It mnay not he pos-
sible for an owner ro bring all his .vitnesaes
before the hoard. He may think he has put
up a good enough ease without going to
the trouble of getting witnesses. If the
board decide against him, he may have
fresh evidence to produce, and should have
the right of appeal.

Mr. Lathamn -. Ie might go on for ever
on those lines.

Mr. LINDSAY: On these grounds, I
hold that he should have the right of ap-
peal. This Bill is different, from the other
that Parliament had to deal with. It in-
cludes conditional purchase laud as well as
freehold. It has been suggested that con-
ditional purchase laud should. be extempt, be-
cause of the existence of a contract between
the Government and the holder. There is
also a contract so far as the owner of free-
hold land is concerned. He agreed to do
certain things, and because he did them he
goYt his freehbold. I do not think there is any
more likelihood of a contract 'being broken
in respect of conditional purchase land than
in respect of freehold. A good deal of the
conditional purchase land is not utilised to
its full capacity, and should be brought
under the Bill.

Mr. Lathamn: There is already provision
in the Land Act for that.

Mr. LINDSAY: It is a pity the pro-
visions of the Land Act are not made more
strict than they are. It is also stated that
the landowner should be allowed t o hold a,
sufficient area so that his children may
have some ot ii whe-a They grovt up. If
that is allowed the original selector should
announce beforehand how many children he
is going to have, so that he will ensure get-
ting enough land. The country cannot he
held up until the children grow up before
it is improved. It is not right that
people should hold their properties in an
unproductive state for an indefinite period.
The member for Claremont (Mr. North)
suggested that by the policy of closer set-
tlement we might destroy the sheep-raising
industry. He appears to think that sheep
can be raised only on large holdings. If
the land were subdivid~ed into 4maller hold-
ings, and the plough judiciously used, and
sheep feed grown, the country would be
carrying more sheep than it is doing to-
day.

Mr. Latham: Is that the only reason
why we have not so manyY

Mr. LInDSAY:. ; It would also carry
more settlers. My reason for supporting
the Bill is that very often a man holding a
fairly large aereage can make a living out
of a few sheep and the green timber on his
land, and does not go to the trouble of
putting it to its full use. That is net in the
hest interests of the State. If a man bad

less land, and improved it by using the
plough. and if he were within a reasonable
rainfall area and fairly adjacent to thte
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railway, he would get more out of his land
than he does to-day. I venture to say that
he could carry five sheep where lie is only
carrying one. I was elected to this House
chiefly on the votes of land holders, for
very few other people voted for me. I have,
therefore, not been elected to do the land
holders any harm, but to see that they get
a fair deal. In the first place, however, I
believe I was elected to see that the coun-
try had a fair deal. lIt is in the interests
of the State that our occupied lands should
be producing to their full capacity, and 7,
therefore, support the Bill subject to the
small amendments that will be moved in
Committee.

Mr. GRTIITIHS (Avon) [7.351: After
listening to the various speeches I have come
to the conclusion that the general feeling is
that a Bill of this nature is required. A
great deal has been said, however, with
which I cannot agree. It has been said that
there is no land available for closer settle-
nment along the Avon Valley. This valley
oxteads a long distance. Those who made
that statement were to a certain extent
j ustifi ed. As one proceeds along the rail-
way line through the York district, and on
towards Beverley, one sees a good deal of
country that is very nice in appearance. It
is, however, backed up by a lot of stony
bills, whicb would be unsuitable for closer
settlement.

Mr. Latham: Or for the plough.
Mr. GRIFFITHS: Yes. There are some

properties that would not be suitable for
closer settlement. One estate that, I think,
belonged to Sir Walter James, and was pur-
chased end subdivided by the Government,
contains a number of settlers, many of whom
are doing well. Quite close to the York
boundary and adjacent to the suburban
areas, there is an estate of about 11,000
acres, hut I do not know whether it is suit-
able for closer settlement. It would on the
whole be wrong to say that all this country
is suitable for this purpose until a proper
classification had been made. The memiber
for Beverler (Mr. C. P. Wansbrongh) said
that M~r. William Parker's estate comprises
sbout 4,000 acres, and that of Mr. James
Parker about 7,000 acres, and that a large
proportion of these properties is unfit for
closer settlement. The land was originally
offered to the Government for 17s. 6d. an
acre, and to-day it con he purchased for
about £3 10s. an acre. At Pingelly there
are farmers who have told me that the
solution of the problem of closer settlement
lies in the establishment of the silo system.
Messrs. Howe and Sons have erected three
silos on their farm, and are now carrying
three sheep where they only carried one.
They admit they hare too m~uch land, and
would be prepared to eet rid of some of it.
This is one dirertion in which closer settle-
went might be encouraged in. these areas.
On the map I could point to such country as
that around Chidlow's Well and Bakier's

Hill and along the Midland railway whichi
mnay or may Dot be suitable for closer
settlement. The Midland Railway Com-
pany and Yr. S. W. Copley are shown
on the map I have here as being the
holders of a large area of country, com-
prising nearly a third of that on the map.
V'ery little of it is occupied, but I am told
that a good deal of it is stony and poison
country.

Mr. Holman: There is some good timber
on it.

Mr. GIIIPPITHS:- There is a good deal
of fine country in it and many fertile
g Pies. At Mr. Copley's place sultanas as

e as any grown in the Stats have been
produced. Across the iail way line to the
north there is another big tract of Midland
country, but very little has been done with
it. Between the York-road and the railway
there is a big belt of countryv suitable for
closer settlement and adjacent to a railway.
Areas of this description might be classified
or brought in as being suitable for the pur-
pose we have in view. Sonic parts of them,
however, may be unsuitable. Portion may
do for fruit growing, and farther to the
east, to-wards the cereal country, might be
used for some other purpose. One of the
big problems in the matter is in connection
with our light lands. That is a greater
problem than is that of the land lying ad-
jacent to existing railways. In my territory
I cannot any there is much country that
would be suitable for closer settlemenat.
Within six miles of Cunderdin there is a
large property, owned by Messrs. Shields and
Lalor, absentees. It comprises about 13,000
acres. There is another estate of about
23,000 acres sonmc eight or ten miles south
of Doodlalcine. Beyond these there is a lot
of light country. The main thing in ap-
pointing a tribunal to value land or fix the
amoulnt of compensation Is to ensure that it
is composed of competent men. The prin-
ciple appears to have worked all right in
New Zealand, and if the principles of the
New Zealand Act were embodied in the Bill
it right he better than it is at present. I
have no desire to give a silent vote, and will
support the second reading of the Bill.

'Mr, BROWN (Pingelly) [7.431: It is
strange that in a country like this there
should be such a large amount of virgin
land, and that it should be thought neces-
sary to introduce a Bill such as the one now
before us. According to our populntion we
have mOr? miles of railway than any other
State in Australia, and these extend over
a great distance. Naturally the thought
that will arise in the minds of many
members is, how is it *that we are not
utilising to their utmost capacity those
lands that lie adjacent to the railwayst
The Government are going to be greatly
disappointed in the results from this meas-
ure. Speaking of the area I know, from
Spencer's Brook to Katanning, I say that
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when the board inspect the properties there
they will find very little ground that is
not improved and utilized. Western Aus-
tralian land is of a very patchy nature. In
fact, this State needs to be placed under
the zone system. We have our mixed fann-
iug district., and our wheat districts, and
our pastoral districts spreading to the
North. In the country along the Great
Southern railway years ago our wheat yields
were pretty good, but now we find those
yields decreasing, for the simple -reason that
the land is becoming wheat-hungry. Every
practical farmer knows that in such cir-
cumstances there is no alternative but to
cultivate every four years. As soon as the
farmer comes to that method, he needs a
considerable area to make his farming pay.
Those ore the conditions which the board
nuder this Bill will find when they go
along the Great Southern railway. How-
ever, I favour the Bill, and will give my
reasons. A c~uple of years ago we at Pin-
golly formed ourselves into a committee,
being- of opinion that there was an area of
ground along the Hothamn River and ad-
jacent to the railway that was suitable for
closer settlement. The committee sent a
deputation to wait on Sir James Mitchell,
and the case the committee put before himu
was uindoubtedly, a~s the then Premier told
us, an evcelleut one. However, we heard
nothing more of the matter, the reason, as
I have found out since, being that under
the migration scheme laud cannot be bought
for migrants, because it has to he given to
them free. The then Premier had no power
to acquire land uinder a measure for closer
settlement. My reason for believing that
the present Government will be disappointed
with the results from the Bill is that the
land rieqired does not exist in the good
areas. It is useless to settle people on
poor land; they most he given a certain
propoirtion of good land. The proper metbod
of achieving closer settlement is to repur-
chase estates, arid possibly a measure em-
powering the State to do this exists al-
-ready. Again, there is a possibility that
the present Mfinistry have up their sleeves
a priject for acquiring land by way of
heavy taxation. In a new country there is
always a tendency for ground to pass into
large holdings. That is the case in my dis-
trict. which is passing into larger holdings
year by year. Of the original settlers some
do well and others do not. The latter look
for an opportunity to sell out, and most
likely their Iropelties are purchased by
their neighbours. In the Pingelly district,
wrhich is typical of the Grejit Southern dis-
tricts, there are now one-third fewer people
farming than there were tea years ago,
simply as the result of neighbours buying
each other out. At the present prices of
shbeep and wool a man soon realises what
he can make most money out of. Accord-
ingly, many- farmers are now turning their
attention to growing wool and Mutton in-
stead of cereal. That is another reason

why our lands are passing into large hold-
ings. People along the Great Southern
railway will not go in for dairying, at-
thiaugh the land is suitable for it. How-
ever, there is a certain amount of hard
work attached to dairying, and many a
farner has said to me, "I will not allow
my daughter to go into a cow-yard." But
necessity may drive the farmers into dairy-
la g. There is always a good demand for
butter, and with silos one can preserve
enough fodder, probably, to enable one to
milk cows all the year round. Undeubtedly
there is suitable land -for dairying along
the Great Southern railway. One danger-
ous feature of this Bill is the provision for
a board of valuers. The idea seems to he
to have three valuers: one an official of the
Agricultural Bank, one a surveyor, and one
a man who understands the lanid and the
methods of the particular district, That is
where the danger will come. The two Gov-
ernment officials will be penmanently on the
board. They are supposed to understand
thoroughly ev-ery acre of land held and
every method of farming practised in all
parts of the State. The third member of
the hoard may understand his particular
district, hut lie will be out-voted by the
other two members. There will be great
danger unless the other two members of
the hoard are good practical men. It may
be contended that two better men could
not he got than an officer of the Agricul-
tural 'Bank and a surveyor for determining
whether lad is being utilisred adequately.
T may say that ninny land owners will wel-
come this Bill, because they, have proper-
ties which they will 1)0 only too glad to
offer to the Government without any in-
spec tiou at all. Two-thirds of such pro-
perties may probably not be suitable for
closer settlement at all, but ninder the Bill
the Governmnent must buy the eatire pro-
perty or let it alone. the South-West is
eminently suitable for closer settlement, but
the land in the dryer areas ia unsuitable
because in that country the settler requires
a consiiderable area in order to make a liv-
log. When I was ou the deputation to Sir
James Mitchell1 I was asked by many men
in Perth, ''Do you mean to s~ay a man can
make a living on 500 acres in the Pingelly
distriet, when farmers there are selling out
every day and the land is passing into large
holdings?' " r reply was, ''Yes, if the
neessity arises a man can make a living on
500 acres.'' When the Committee stagc is
reached we of this party will probably
have some suggestions to offer to the Gov-
ernment. T hone-stly hope the measure will
p.9 m

M.r. lKBNN'1EDY (Greenough) T7.541. I
welcome the Bill, and I commend the 'Mini-
later for Lands and the Government for
having brought it dowa so early in the
session. The objection of some hon. memn-
bers to tie measure appears to be that it
will prove slow and cumbersome, and that
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a Bill for land taxation should have been
introduced first. The latter Bill, I say,
would also prove slow and cumbersome,
and would not meet the Government's de-
sires as expressed in the present measure.
In the Greenough electorate there are
large estates, within 20 miles of Gerald-
ton, owned by a few men who would be
willing to pay a heavy land tax in order
to retain tbeir lands unused rather than
bring them into productivity. The mem-
ber for M~qrray.Wellington (Mr. George)
stressed the desirableness of large hold-
ings so that the owners might Make pro-
vision for their sons. While the Govern-
ment are also desirous of promoting settle-
meat, they contend that it is disadvant-
ageouas to the State if large areas of first-
class land are kept idle pending sons
coming of age. Again, small farmers are
also anxious to provide blocks of land for
their sons; but the only land offering for
their purposes is outback. The young
fellows would have to go out into the area
of declining rainfall. This should not be
the ease while huge areas of land near at
band are lying idle. The estates in the
Greenough electorate to which I have re-
ferred are owned by six persons, and com-
prise from 80,000 to 100,000 acres. Those
squatters are running only a few sheep,
and by way of experiment a few deer
and mules. If the area were brought into
productivity, it would furnish homes for
approximately 100 families, thus proving
of great advantage to the State. More-
over, the Government are spending a large
sumn of money in Geraldton on harbour
construction. Unless the sole object of
that expenditure is to build a harbour as
an ornament to the State, the Government
should not allow the large tract of land
to which I have alluded to lie idle any
longer. Many years ago the Qakabella
and Mt. Erin estates were subdivided for
closer settlement, and the Gernldton dis-
trict prospered much from that fact. It
meant that the Northampton railway had
to provide larger trains and heavier
engines to cope with the increasing traffic.
It also meant the construetion of another
railway, from Geraldton to Yuna. That
is how the Goraldtnn district prospered
from the opening of those lands. Gerald-
ton has a hotter factory which is practi-
cally a white elephant. The factory was
'built only a fea' years ago, and a large
amount of Government m;oney was ex-
pended on it, and to-day it is lying idle.
If the large tracts of land adjacent to
Oeraldtnn were opened tip by a closer
settlement scheme, the factory would be
an asset to Western Australia as a whole
and to the port of Geraldton in particular.
It is desirable that this Bill should re-
ceive the close attention of hon. members.

Mr. LATHAM (York) [7.58]: I shall
support the second reading of the Bill, but

I wonder what effect the measure will
have after it becomes law, if it does be-
come law. There is very little land along
the Avon Valley not available to the
Government to-day if they wish to pur-
chase it. Moreover, by approaching the
owners the Government would get that
land on better terms than those on which
they would obtain it under this Bill. An
hoa, member a little while ago mentioned
the (iwambygine estate, which was sub-
divided. There is also the Cold Harbour
estate, which, too, was cut up for closer
settlement. In each ease the laud has
drifted back into the hands of one or two
men. After we have passed this measure,
if we pass it, we shall have to pass yet
another to prevent Then from repurchasing
properties re-acquired by the Government
and then sold by the (bovernnment. Along
the Eastern Goldfields line the more pros-
perous farmers are continually enlarging
their holdings. There is nothing to pre-
vent them from doing so. No sooner is an
estate subdivided, than the settlers on it
begin to buy blocks from one another,

Membcr; There is also the Mt. Hardy
estate.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes; the Government
purchased that property some years ago,
and now every bit of it has reverted to
two men. If we have to make provision
for the subdivision of areas, let us make
provision also that the subdivisions shall not
revert again to big holdings. When I first
went to York I had an idea that there were
considerable areas that could be subdivided.
I am still of that opinion, but I do not
know that the Bill will have the effect we
desire. Take the Hawkhurst estate that
changed hands the other day; that estate
was available to the Government. Af ter
purchasing estates great care must be taken
in selling them again. We need only go
through the list of properties purchased aE
very reasonable prices for the returned sol-
diers, to see how highly over-capitalised they
are now, and how necessary it is that the
Government shall write down the cost of
many of those holdings. The Minister for
Laends knows something about the Kuma-
minin station property. I understand that
the Minister will 1 be approached shortly with
a request to write down the capital cost of
the hlocks there.

Hon. Sir JTames Mitchell: That property
was bought cheaply.

Mr. LATHAM.N: It has been a most ex-
ppnsivc property.

lion. Sir Jamie Mitchell: What was given
for it?

Mr. LATEAMl: I do not know the figure,
hut the settlers there will never make a
success while they have to shoulder their
present burden.

The 'Minister for Lands: Are soldier set-
tlers on those blocks.

Mr. LATHA\M: Yes.
The Mlinihter for Lands: A committee

will deal with them.
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Mr. LATHAM: The Minister will be ap-
proached regarding this matter, and, to be
fair to the settlers, he will have to do some-
thing for them. When the land was sold,
it was overrun with rabbits; there were
many stony patches, and there were noxious
weeds there as well. I wish to emphasise
the point that great care must be taken to
see that adjoining settlers do not buy up
the blocks after the subdivision has taken
place. We must also see that the men who
take up the blocks have a reasonable oppor-
tunity to make good. We should not handi-
cap the men for all time, and we should
see that they have proper tenure respecting
their properties.

Mr. George: You should give them secur-
ity of tenure.

Mr. LATHAM: This is experimental
legislation such as was introduced in New
Zealand, where, however, it was found neces-
sary to alter it.

The Minister for Railways: Security of
tenure!

Mr. George: There is no security of ten-
ure to-day.

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know that suc-
cess will attend the operations of the Bill.
In this State we have large areas of land
adjacent to railways and those areas are
not being used. These areas are owned
by the Crown. If we ware to devote our
attention a bit more to the question of
utilising the light lands adjacent to our
railway;, it would be rendering important
service to the State.

Mr. Griffiths: I have got another recruit!
Mr. LATHAM: I do not know that the

hon. member has had any experience with
the light lands!

Mr. Griffths. No one knows more about
the light land than I do, or has been over
more of those areas than I have.

Mr. LATHAM: I went over millions of
acres of the light land for the Government
on one occasion.

The Minister for Lands: Sir James Mit-
chell took us over a lot of it once.

Mr. LATH AM: 'We should devote atten-
tion to these light lands. They are adja-
cent to railways, and water supplies end
roads are already provided. If we adopted
that course instead of dabbling with this
sort of legislation, we would be doing some-
thing for the State. During the debate
there have been several references to the
statement made by Mr. Lefroy, the depart-
mental surveyor, to the effect that there
were 2,000,000 acres of unutilised land
along the Avon Valley. I have been won-
dering where those two million acres have
got to.

The 'Minister for Railways: Mfr. Lefroy
was there for months trying to find out.

Mr. LATHAM: I am glad the Minister
uaed thu word "trying"-

The -Minister for Lands: Mr. Lefroy is
one of our principal officers, and a good one,
too.

Mr. LATHAM: I am not doubting that
at all.

The Mini ter for Lands: He would not
present a report that was not true.

Mr. LATHAM; Perhaps he referred to
the jarrah country on the western side.

The Minister for Railways: You ca"e
the plan for yourself.

Mr. LATHAM: I do mot know where he
could find any suck land within 12 miles
of the railway.

The Minister for Lands: He said seveni
miles, not 12 miles.

Mr. LATHAM: Then I defy him to sub-
stantiate that statement.

The Minister for Railways: That state-
ment has been before us for some years.
Why did you net adopt that attitude be-
f ore ?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Some men have
not eyes to see.

M r. LATHAM: I challenge hen, members
to go to York and investigate the position.

Ilon. S. W. Munsie: York is not the only
place in the State.

Mr. LATHIAM: Well, then, I invite hon.
members to go to the Avon Valley. They
will find there, on the western side, owners
who would be willing to give land to any
hon. member who would like to take it up,
in order to ascertain what is necessary to
hring those areas into productivity. I would
next draw attention to the provision made
in the Bill for dealing with land held under
conditional -purchase conditions. The Gov-
ernment have entered into a contract with
the purchasers of those areas and they have
no right to interfere with those cond-itions.
If the conditions governing those leases
have not been complied with, there is suffi-
cient legislation in existence already to en-
force compliance. It is the duty of the
Minister to see that that is done.

lion. S. W. Munsie: If those conditions
arc carried out, is that sfufficient in the
interests of the State to-day I

Mr. LiATHAM: Having entered into a
contract with those cople, the Government
hav-e n right to fulKl their obligations.

Hon. S. W. ,Munsie: The same applies to
freehold.

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know' what the
conditions applying to freehold may be.

The Minister for Lands: They are the
same conditions.

Mr. LA TRAM: There are many recruits
in this Chamber who are willing to tell a
man wluo has land what he shall do with it,
but they do not go on the land themselves.

Hon. S. W. Mnie: If we wanted land,
we could not get it to-day.

Mr. LATHAM. 'Would the hon. mem-
ber like a .5,4100-ncre block?

Hon. S. W. Mfunsie: Yes, very much.
M r. LATIJAM:% I think I shall he able

to supply the hon. nmemher's wants.
Hlon. S. W. Munpie: What shout the one

block for which there were 83 applicants!
Mr. LATHA'M: Of course you will a]-

wnyS have a number of applicants for
bloeks that are available.

560
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The Minister for Railways: How many
wrere after that block at Kalgadini

M1r. LATHAM: But how many of those
men would be prepared to go out and
tackle the work? Of course, with the con-
ditions we are offering, there will always
be a great number of applicants for blocks
because, to the man who Secures a block,
the State gives at least £1,000. I know
that for a fact.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: The sooner you
present me with that 5,000-acre block, the
better, if £1,000 goes with it.

Mr. LATHAM: There was a reference
to the block east of Bengering. The lucky
individual wvho gets hold of that block
will receive a present of £.1,000. I know
what I am talking about.

MrI. Lindsay: What does the State get
for that £1,000?

Mr. LATHAM: I hope it gets a good
settler; sometimes it does not. Sometimes
the State gets a trafficker in land, and 1
am not here to defend that sort of person.
We mkake laud available under wonderful
conditions, but having made the land avail-
able, the State should honour its contract.
That is why I do not like to see such a
clause in the Bill, particularly seeing that
there is already legislative machinery to
enable the Minister to compel people to
comply with the conditions under which the
land is taken up. I hope, in Committee, the
clause will be deleted.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We will alter
that clause.

Mr. LATHAM: I hope so; there is no
need for it. I know the Minister will be
fair to the State and to the men -on the
land. If the man has been hampered in the
fulfilment of his conditions, I am sure the
Government will give him time. I sup'-

port the Bill but I am afraid it will be
a futile piece of legislation. It will not
have the effect the Government anticipate.
The member for Guildford (Hon. W. D.
Johnson) suggested that the proper way
to go about it was to compulsorily resume
land if it was required for closer Settle-
ment.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They can do
it under the Bill.

Mr. LATHAM: I say they cannot.
The Premier: Of course we can.
Mr. LATHAMI: Even so, it will take a

long time.
The Premier, Still, we have no other

legislation to-day that enables us to do so.
Ifr. LATHAM: I agree.
The Premier: That is the object of the

Bill.
Mr. LATHAM: I am anxious to see what

the result will be.
IHon. S. W. Ilunsie: Then let us have the

Bill and see what the result will be.
Mr. LtATHAM: I support the second

reading of the Bill, hut I do not think
it will deliver the goods.

The Minister for Bailwa7 s: Of course,
if you want it more drastic, we will see
what can be done.

Mr. LATHAM:; I do not think the Bill
will do much good.

The Premier: Well, it will not do any
harm.

MrI. LATHAM: We should be very care-
ful when dealing with land securities.

Tho Minister for Lands: The Bill does
pot affect securities.

Mr. LATHAM; It may.
Mr. Thomson: Or it may not.
MrT. LATHAM: Once we start tinkering

with securities, the effect may be adverse
to those on the land. Not long ago, when
an attempt was made to enforce the regu-
lations under the Land Act, the bankers
instantly commenced calling up their
money.

Mr. George: And that broke many of
the farmers.

Mr. LATHAM; That is so. That empha-
sides the necessity for great care regard-
ing such legislation.-

The. MINISTER FOR LANDS (Boa. W.
0. Angwin -North-East Fremantle -in
reply) [8.13 1: 1 intended to say 1
was pleased with the reception the
Bill has received, but the blessings on
the elauses of the Bill, apart frTom
the Title, make the prospects bad indeed.
The member for York (MT. Latharn) pointed
out that, before a Bill of this description
could 'be of any use for closer settlement
purposes, provision should be made in an-
other Bill to prevent the subdivisional. blocks
reverting to large holdings. If there is one
objection that can be raised to the Bill-it
has already been raised because there is a
reference to it on the 'Notice Paper-it is
that we are not dealing entirely with inm-
proved lands. We are dealing with lands
not utilised and not brought into produc-
tivity. The speeches of members sitting on
the cross-benches suggested that the Dill
dealt with improved properties. Throughout
the length of our railway lines, not only in
the wheat belt, but also in the South-West,
are large areas of land not even cleared,
although they have been in the hands
of private holders for a number of years.
The Bill will give power to the Government
to take such ;ands under certain conditions
without financial injury to anybody. If ther
price of the land cannot be fixed by mutual
arrangement, it is to be fixed by arbitration
under the Public Works Act; and we know
that in almost every instance when prices
are fixed hy arbitration the owner of the
land comes off best.

'Mr. Thomsen; Not always.
The MINXISTER FOR LANDS: Nearly

alwnys. The time may arrive-I hope it will
be soon, because it will mean that our popu-
lation has largely increased-when it will be
necessary to deal with improved land, for the
reason that some persons will be holding,
and perhaps fully working, larger areas of
improved land than will be to the advantage
of the State. However, that time is not yet.
For the present we have sufficient imutilised
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land to deal with. That is the land the Bill
is aimed at. It is true that many areas of
land purchased by one or another Govern-
ment for subdivision have gone hack to large
holdings. I believe the Bowes estate, or some
other estate in the Victoria district, was
twice purchased by the Government. That
sort of thing canniot be avoided. However,
we are nt now legislating against that con-
tingency. We have power to deal with such
estates under the Agricultural Lands Pur-
chase Act. There are in that Act compul-
sory sections; but under that Act the owner
can retain so large an area of land that, fre-
quentl y, the remainder is not worth taking,
and so those compulsory sections have re-
mained largely inoperative. The member
fnr Pingelly (M.Brown) said the Govern-
ment might be disappointed. As a matter of
fact the Government have been disappointed
in many things already, and probably will
continue to he Oiiippointed. The a-Premier
was disappointed on two occasions when this
Bill failed to become law.

Mr. Lathanm: Some alterations have been
made.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Only
minor alterations. In amending the Bill I
took the easiest route, the one I thought
might get us through. I amended only one
or two clauses, because I knew that members
opposite could not oppose their own 1311.
The member for Murray-Wellington (Mr.
George) said we would not dare to tell any
working man that be had no right to be a
pa inter or a carpenter or a plumber, not-
withstanding which we proposed to tell the
people on the land that they could not be
farmers, and would have to get out. He
added that that was not in the best interests
of tlhe State. I could understand that com-
ing from sonic other member, Buat the mem-
her for Mafrray-Wellington on two ecasions
sat here, on the front Ministerial bench, a
member of the Government that introduced
a Bill almest identical with this, and on
neither occasion dlid be dare say that the
Bill was against the best interests of the
state.

Mr. Lathanm: You would not expect him
to do s" while he sat there.

The -MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, but
had I been in his place I should have, done
it, even though it involved giving up this
seat and taking another. Ia a member who
could it silent when his Government intro-
dueed the same measure in 1921 and again
in the year before last, it is unbecoming. to
say now that in introducing this legislation
we are doing something prejudicial to the
Stat.

Mr. George: A man is entitled to change
his views.

The MINISTER POR LANDS: The hon.
member must have changed his very recently.
because big Government introduced this Dill,
or one almost identicail, in 1922. His attitude
suggests to me that there is in the Bill some-
thing that will be, not prejudicial, but ad.
-vontageous, to the State; for I cannot be-

lieve that the hon. member would have re-
tained his seat with the Government when
they introduced the Bill had he not be-
lieved that it would be of benefit to the
State. However, he is now in Opposition,
and so he finds that any stick is good enough
to beat a dog with.

Mr. George: That is not right.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I w~ant

to compliment the member for West Perth
(mr. Davy) ad assure him that ere long
he wvill have an opportunity to support us in
a land taxation measure. I was pleased
when, to-night, he approved of closer set-
tlement. le said that to bring about closer
settlement it was necessary to have land
taxation. In other words he is going to
support land taxation.

Mr. Davy: It depends on what sort of
a Bill you bring down.

The NfINTSTER FOR LANDS: I was
basing my remarks on what the hon. mem-
ber said to-night.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Soon the
farmer w-on 't have a feather left to fly
with.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon. member declared that the fill] eon-
tamne] no provision under which the board
could enter and inspect a property, or make
the necessary inquiry. The hen, member
ought to know that there is provision under
which inquiry ean be made and evidence
taken on oath when. the board is appointed.
The member for Toodyvay (Mr. Lindsay)
Pointed out that there' was also provision
for mnaking regulations. But then, of
course, the member for West Perth does
not approve of regulations. Every pro-
vision is there for the holding of inquiries
as to the use to which load is being put.
In either event, there is not in the State
an area of agricultural land upon which
any n if he so desired could not enter and
inspect it, whether he had the right of
entry or not.

Mr. Davy: The board cannot call evi-
dence until they have first formed their
opinion.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is not so. Every provision for the holding
of an inquiry will be found in the Bill.
The Government have no desire, any more
than had the late Government, to take ima-
proved land being put to reasonable use.
There is no necessity to do that. But there
is necessity to dlea! with larpe areas of land
adjacent to railways in order that that land
might be brought into a more highly pro-
ductive state and so provide more 'traffic
for the railways than can be expected of
sheep, more employment than can he given
by sheep, and, above all, more inducement
for an increased number of people to come
to the State. Expert farmers on the Op-
position erngs-herlches have declared that
the epiltivatintr of land enables it to carry
more sheep than will land dedicated ex-
clUSively to pasture. There are to-day loors
sheep siuth of C'eraldton than north of that
port: and the number to the South is eon-
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tinnally increasing, owing to the fact that
the southern land is steadily being brought
into better use. When to-night I beard
members speak of the quality of land, of
huge areas that would not carry any large
numbers of stock, of huge areas not fit for
cultivation, my mind went back 30 years to
the time when first I came to the State.
In those days we heard nothing else about
Western Australian lanlds. 'When first I
was made Honorary Minister to assist the
member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor),who was then Colonial Secretary, Western
Australian flour was refused in the North-
West, because it was said it would no0t
keep. In those days there was, outside of
Northam, no Western Australian land that
was any good. Yet it has since been de-
mns ntrated that Western Australia. has
some of the best wheat land in the Com-
monwealth, and experts have declared that
the time is not far distant when Western
Australia will be the greatest wheat pro-
ducing State in this Continent. So what is
the use of crying stinking fish merely be-
cause a little Bill comes in with the object,
not of taking land from people who wish
to use it, but of trying to bring under cul-'tivation enormous areas of land not utilised
to-day? That is tile whole object of the
Bill. A good deal has been said about
land offered to the es-Premier for fruit-
growing purposes. It has been complained
that the then Premier declined to take that
land. flaring regard to the position in re-
spect of fruit to-day, it is seen to have been
a good thing that'the es-Premier held his
hand. There are in the Swan district 60
tons of raisins as good as any grown in
any part of the world, but unfortunately
there is no market for them. The Indus-
trial Council have recommnended the pro-
vision of mnachinery that wroul enable those
raisins to be used in tbis State and in the
Eastern States, not as dried table fruit,
but in confectionery. So, seeing the way
the fruit market has gone, it has been a
good thing that the er-Premier did not
agree to develop those fruit-growing areas.
T hope the position will improve later on,
but it was pointed oat definitely by the
Overseas Settlement Delegation that it would
he uinprofitable for a considerable time to
encourage migrants to engage in fruit grow-
ing. They recommended that migrants be
put to diairving, and they quoted the state-
isentq of aciers of New-South Wales, Cali-
fornia and other parts of the world in sup-
port of their recommendation.

Mr. Sampson: Efforts made in Victoria
to increase the consumption of raisins have
proved highly successful and similar efforts
are to he miade here.

The MI MISTER FOR LANDS:- The
member for Guildford (Hon, W. D. John-
son) estimated that the period -required to
effect resumptions would be 23 months and
said it was too lou7. T interjected that he
mighlt have added another month.

Ron. W. D. Johnson:- Had I dlone so, I
would have been a month out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I com-
pliment the bon. member an having taken
my advice, because the amendment he has
indicated ill involve another month. It is
impossible to subdivide land in a day or a
week. Surveyors must examine, classify and
subdivide it, after which plans must be pre-
pared before it can be placed on the market.
Reasonable time is necessary and no undue
delay will occur under the Bill. I admit
that in one respect we have provided for
one month more than was proposed in the
previous Bill. The Government felt that in
view of tile train service and the mails, two
months instead of one month should he
allowed for lodging an appeal. Much has
been said about the Avon Valley, but I am
of opinion that this measure will he applied
more in the South-West portions of the
State than in the wheat areas. In the South-
West are large areas running from 2,000 to
1,000 or 6,000 acres when 160 or 170 acres
is sufficient for any man. The member for
Beverley ('%r. C. P. Wanisbrough) said there
was no land in the Avon Valley that could
he cuit up for closer settlement-there was
too much rock on it-and be said he was at
a loss toa understand where the surveyor got
his figures. The Leader of the Opposition
said the Avon 'Valley did not contain so
large an area as had been contended. The
member for York (Mr. Lath am) said the
same thing. The Leader of the Opposition
is of opinion that Northam is the Avon
Valley; the member for Beverley thinks
Beverley is the Avon Valley, and the mem-
ber for York thinks Turk is the Avon
Valley.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: No, I don't,
but you think Freman tie is the universe.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
a certain area that has always been known
in the Lands Department as the Avon Val-
ley. It includes not only the river, but its
main tributaries.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There arc not
any.

the MINISTER FOR LAINDS: It runs
as far east as Doilbelliug on the Qunirading
railway, 'Meclwring on the eastern railway,
and then due northl to Ealguddering on the
Wongan Hills line. I am assured by the
Surveyor General that the surveyor devoted
weeks to classi;fying the country, and that
this area is what is termed by the Lands
Department the Avon Valley.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:. It has never
been termed the Avon Valley.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:. The
Surveyor General ought to know. Let me
quote the report of the Surveyor.

Ron. Sir James 'Mitchell: When was it
writtenI

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:- On thme
29th April, 1021. It reads-

The Sehedule, page 17, shows the re-
sults of the classification of the 2,328,410
acres within seven miles radii of the Avon
Valley railway system. These figures dis-
close the fact that there are 61,580 acres
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of uncleared first class grade A land,
141,010 acres of uncleared first class B
land, and 210,570 acres of uncleared first
class C land.

These are lands that are generally termed
by the department first class lands. They
may vary a little in value.

Of this latter area probably only half is
suitable for cultivation owing to its billy
nature. The total of the three grades of
uncleared first class land is 404,660 acres.
The position of this first class land is
shown in red on a plan of the agricultural
classification in my posseession, and indi-
cates the possibility of establishing at
least 400 new settlers within the limits
of the 2,000,000 odd acres in the agricul-
tural classification of the Avon Valley so
far dealt with.
Eon. Sir James Mitchell: It is not the

Avon Valley at all.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Sur-

veyor General assures me that it is. The
-report continues-

In January, 1920, 1 recommended that
power be obtained by Act of Parliament
for the State to acquire land under lease
with the right of purchase, with the ob-
ject of providing the means whereby the
huge area of undeveloped land within
seven miles of the existing railway system
throughout the wheat belt may be de-
veloped. As about 36 per cent, of the
classified area referred to above, which
has been selected for a period of well over
50 years, is undeveloped in an agricultural
sense, and as there is probably an area of
7,000,000 acres of similar land in the
10,000,000 acres unclassified within seven
miles of the existing railways through the
wheat belt, these 7,000,000 acres will pro-
vide 3,500 individual farms of 2,000 acres
each, which is amply sufficient to enable
an equal Dumber of additional settlers to
be placed on the country referred to. This
improved state of affairs would produce
a very marked effect on the general pro-
sperity of the State, and justifies action
on the lines I have indicated, viz., for the
State to acquire the power to lease the
land, with the right of purchase, with the
object of enabling well-to-do land selec-
tors to acquire and develop the same,
thereby introducing a system of share
farming by an inexpensive method, as the
scheme recommended can be made to
finance itself. (Sgd.) J. H. M. Lefroy,
Dlistrict Surveyor, Perth.

That is the surveyor who classified the land.
lion. Sir James Mitchell: No, he sent

men out.
The 'MINISTER FOR LANDlS: He has

been over the country.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I know better.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In a

summary he shows that 36 per cent, of the
first class land, 64 per cent, of the second
class land and 88 per cent, of the third class
land in this district is uncleared.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is of no use
clearing the third class land.

The MINISTER FOR LANfDS: That is
the position in the wheat Wilt, without men-
tioning the South-West.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Did you say
there are 2,000,000 acres uncleared and
unused?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, I
said that in the 2,000,000 odd acres there
is a possibility of establishing 400 new
settlers.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell :I daresay
there is.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Some of
this land has been held unutilised for the
last 50 years.

Ilon. Sir James Mitchell: No feart
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I was

not here then, but that is what the sur-
ve~yor says. Is it not time that such land
within seven miles of our railway system
was used in preference to settling people
25 miles from a railway as we have been
doing IAre we not justified in intro-
ducing a Bill to bring this land into
use? The member for Pingelly (Vr..
Brown) raised a good point when he said
we in Western Australia have a greater
mileage of railway in proportion to popu-
lation than has any other State. There
is not a farmer in this State but is paying
more for the carriage of his produce on
account of there being so much idle land
adjacent to our railways. The Agent Gen-
eral is hoping that as a result of the
Wembley Exhibition and of lectures he
and others have given there, we shall be
ahb to attract to Western Australia, at
an early date, men of capital who will be
able to take up this land and develop it.
Since I have been in office I have
approved of the throwing open of numer-
ons areas for selection, but what are they?
Ninety per cent, of them are roads that
have been closed. I say without fear of
contradiction that our land officers could
not tell an applicant where there is one
farm within reasonable distance of a rail-
way. I know there is plenty of land else-
whecre.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : They said
that in 1909.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Things
are different now. There are some re-
serves on which the officials are sneaking
day by day to get a little land, but in the
wheat belt there is no land available
within reasonable distance of a railway.
It is useless to try to deceive people. On
the other hand, we have so many million
acres undeveloped. Throughout Australia
people are crying out for land. The ether
day the Minister for Mines showed me a
photograph taken in New South Wales of
persons who had gone to get some land
that was thrown open for selection, each-
of whom had £500 with which he was pro-
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pared to start development. Included in
that photograph are scores of persons
hunting for land. in this State as many
as 02 people have applied for one block,
and yet we are asked to stay quiet and
leave the land alongside our railways un-
developed, and do nothing to advance
the prosperity of the State. This is a
clear argument against the construction
of more railways. It shows clearly that
the action taken years ago was wrongly
taken. 'We have been building railways
before they are required, and in areas in
advance of settlement. The system that
prevailed in those days, however, was
such that it could not be avoided. Not
long ago I received a deputation con-
nected with the Avon Valley. It was
pointed out that there were several large
'holdings there which the State should
procure for closer settlement.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Very few are
large holdings.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS:- Will
the hon. member say there are no large
holdings around Toodytyt

Ron. Sir James Mitchell : There are
very few.

The MTINISTER FOR LANDS: Very
many.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I have lived
there and I know.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In a
place like Toodyny there are schools of
the very latest type, and conveniences
that cannot he beaten anywhere in the
State. It should be one of the biggest
and most flourishing towns in the State,
on account of the quality of the land, and
yet we find it is not being utilised be-
cause it is in the hands of a few people.
When the Avon Valley deputation -waited
on ine I had presented to me some fruit
that had been dried, and was being sold
in the shops at Toodyay. I put it into
the exhibition at Fremantle. It had not
been there long before I was asked where
it came from. The people who asked me
said they had not seen its equal in any
part of the world. Unfortunately, I couldl
not tell them who bad grown it. As
things are at present these land owners
can snap their fingers at the Government,
and declare that they they, will keep their
properties until they can get the price they
want With them the State is a secondary
consideration. If the Bill is passed, aind
the Government are given the power sought,
to use it if they so desire, they can take
that land and subdivide it.

Hon. Sir James Mlitchell: Why not pat
the Bill through? We might hare had it
through long ago.

The MINITER FOR LANDS: I know
all about that. I do not think T will say
much mnore.

Hon. Sir James M3itchell: You have said
too nmuch already.

The MINISTER FOB LANDS: Fossi-
lUy. Whent we reach the committee stage
I uak memibers not to put anything into
the Bill that will spoil its effect. They
must not think it is the intention of the
boverninent at this juncture to deal with
improved land, or to take a man from his
,aim, on which hie is making hisi living, and
1 .t-t someone else in- his plaee. I ssime
inembers that the Government have not
the money %kith which to buy out these
people, and do not intend to do so.

Mr. George: Would you do so if you
had the money?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If it
"%as to the advantage of the State.

Mr. tU. F. Wanabrough: Look at the
power wea are giving YOU.

The MINISTER FOB LANDS: We
have not the mioney to do this, and have
no intention oit doig it. 1 wish to refer
to the 1(1 per cent, question. Just now I
dealt %vith improved land, and pointed out
that the question of improvements could be
settled by arbitration, tailing a mutual

agreement being arrived at. In the case
or unimproved laud, who is more likely to
pilace the proper value upon it, the owner
or someone else, We say to the owner:-
'The valuation that you platce upon your

land shall be prima-fadie evidence 0± its
value, and wve will give you 10 per cent. in
addition.'

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: It is not enough.
Mr. George: 'Unless you leave him some

land to live on, what is he to dot
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If a

person has been valuing his land at too
low a figure, he has been robbing the State.

Mr. Taylor: You will wake up soon.
The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has

not been paying the tax that the honest
ann has been paying.

Mr. Lindsay: Don't you think the State
has the right to put the value on itl

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
ijej getting an advantage over his neigh-
bur. No one canl complain if he receives
a price for his lad of 10 per cent. over
and above his own valuation.

Mr. Thomson: But it is a forced sale.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If I had

my way and a min was under-valuing his
land, I would take it awvay from him and
not pay- him at all.

Mr. C,. P. Waasbrough: And he would
have his remedy.

The MINISTER FOR LA2NDS: Anyway,
nay colleagues would not agree to that.

Mr. Taylor: You do not know them.
The MINISTER FOR LAINDS: The

Premier has reminded me that this would
'ntnnnt to con fiseation. I hope the Bill
will pais the serond rending, nd that
there will be very fewr am end ments in corn-
n'itree. T will do iry best to prevent amend-
ments being mad~e.

Question put and passed.

Bill rewil a seconrd time.
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In Committee
Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for

Lands in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.

Clause 2-The board:
'Mr. THOMSON: I presume it is the in-

te~ntion of the Government that flie gentle-
man with local knowledge who will be ap-
pointed to the board will not he a Govern-
ment servant.

The Minister for Lands: That is not in-
tended.

Mr. THOMSON: I want to have that
placed on record.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3-Iqiiries of board:
Mr. HUGHES: On behalf of the member

for Guoildford, I move an amtendment-
That in sub-clause 20, lines C and $,

the words "notwvithstanding that such
lavd is partiaolly Utilised or productive"'
be struck out; in fthe fourth line the woras
''the land is not put to reasonable use
and" be struck out; and in the last line,
''and cannot be justified" be struck out.

The desire of the member for Guildford is
to wake the clause more definite. It does
not seem that the words proposed to be
struck out are in any way necessary, with
the exception, possibly, of the words ''and
cannot be justified,'' with the striking out
of which I do not altogether agree. It
may be argued that they were left in for
a particular purpose. The board will
determine whether land is being put to a
reasonable use or not. The primary
question at issue is whether or not
the land is wanied for closer settle-
ment. The Bill will not be applied to
land that is put to reasonable use,
unless it is required for that purpose.
With these words struck out it will be quite
definite that land that is required for this
purpose can be taken by the board.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: On the
second reading I pointed out that we have
28,342,629 acres of land, and that most of
that area is alienated, or in process of
alienation, from the Crown. About 19%.
million acres are either unimproved or else
used principally for sheep. The idea of this
Bill is to get on to those 19% million acres
first. I trust the time will come, a time of
greatly increased population, when it will
be necessary to deal with some larger hold-
ings which are unimproved. Meantime we
ha'-e the 1OV million acres to play on first.
I hope the amendment will be rejected.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. HUGHES: I move an ameund-

ment-
Thaot in Sub douse 2 the Words " the

land is not put to reasonable wse and"
be struck out.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Those

words awe necessary to enable the board to

form an opinion. If the land is reason-ily
used, there is no occasion for the lboard to
take action. But some large areas arc need
exclusively for sheep; and the board, after
taking evidence in the district, might form
the opinion that the lad could be put to
better use, that it is not being used in the
best interests of the State. The hoard
should have an opportunity of declaring
whether such is the case. I know that dif-
ference of opinion may exist regarding the
matter, but an opinion can be arrived at
only on evidence submitted to the hoard as
the result of inquiries. If the words are
deleted, then under this measure land must
be regarded as productive as long as a few
sheep run on it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITC1HELL: I hope
the words will be retained. In Western
Australia, with 840,000,000 acres and
350,000 people, all the land cannot be put
to full use. I wish some hon. members
would get out of the city and do some work
on the land and increase production. What
the deuce do they know about the land?
The man on the land has done good work
for Western Autralia-that man whom
this House sometimes discusses so lightly
and discourages so readily. If land is
being put to any reasonable use--and
Heaven knows there is enough land in
Western Australia-flint should be stiff-
cient. The words are necessary to the
clause. Let the mover of the amendment
go out into the country and see what men
who a few years ago were working on the
wharf at Fremantle, have achieved on the
land.

Mr. HFUGlThS: The Opposition Leader
has kept men in the city, in that they have
not been able to get land to settle' on.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: Two nillion
acres were tanken up lost year.

Mr. HUGHES: But only the other day
there were 92 applicants for one block of
land., It is a fact that city people cannot
get on the land. I know of a dozen men
who would take a farm ta-morrow if they
could get one. The essence of the Bill is
whether lead is required for closer settle-
ment. There is no intention of takting the
land without paying compensation. if land
is wanted for closer settlement, the board
should have power to take it whether It is
utilised or not. Ta that way any conten-
tion which might arise from the words my
amendment proposes to strike out would be
avoided.

Mr. VILLIN(,TON: I support tie
amendment. The board would have suffi-
cient power under the clause as amended,
because they would have to show that the
retention of the land by the owner would
be a hindrance to closer settlement. It
would be difficult to prove that the land
was not put to reasonable use.

Mr. THOMSON: I hope the Committee
will not agree to the Amendment. The
basis of the board's determination is to be
that the land is not put to reasonable use.
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We should not let this be a matter of
opnon only; the board have to justify

theiri report to the Minister.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr-. DAVY: I do not wish to be re-

garded as raising frivolous objections, but
I eontend there is a serious omission from
the clause. There is no provision empow-
ering the board to go on a man's land and
make inquiries to enable them to arrive at
a conclusion as to whether the land is put
to proper use and so fortb. The Minister.
for Lands has Suggested thatl Clause 4
provides the board with power to take evi-
dence on oath. That evidence is from men
who have to defend their rights. The board
have to make their inquiries and report to
the Minister before the powers conferred
upon them by Clause 4 can operate.

The Minister for Lands: The power to
take evidence does not apply to those whlo
have to defend their rights alone; there is
no limitation.

Mr. DAVY : No, the only evidence
that can be taken on oath is that Of Persons
affected. The board has no power to enter
on land or to make inquiries as to the use
to which it is put, and so forth, all of which
is relevant to the question whether the land
is utilised, is productive, and is put to
reasonable use. Without having that POter
the board have to come to a decision that
will cause an Investigation to be held at
which persons will have "n opportunity to
defend themselves.

The Minister for Lands: You know the
land is classified.

Mr. DAVY: That might get over the
difficulty, as to the quality of the land, but
it would not help in arriving at a conclusion
as to whether the land was put to reason-
able use. The Minister suggested that the
defect could be cured by way of regula-
tion. It would be a terrible thing if such
an important alteration of the law were
made by way of regrlation. I doubt
whether such a regulation enabling per-
soas to enter upon land without the per-
mission of the owner wvould Stan& a test
in any court of law.

The Minister for Railway,: The boar-d
make the inquiry anda put the owner on the
defensive.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Under
Clause S the hoard will inquire as to the use
made of the land. By menus of the classi-
fication sheets they know the quality of
the land, and information to show what
the land should produce under proper
methods of cultivation is also available.
The board has power to take evidence on
oath fronm anyone.

Mr. Davy: If no one volunteers to give
evidence the hoard will have nothing before
them.

The VINISTER FOE LANDS: Unhder
Clause 4 the board have to report to the
MSinister, and it is then that action is taken.
!Vbe Minister can then notify tbe owner,

who may lodge an objection, and the board
can make further inquiries.

Mr. Davy: No, that takes place before
that stage.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At ny
rate, I will mnake inquiries, and if it is
necessary to Safeguard the position, I will
do so.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4--Board to report to -Minister:
Mr. THOMSON: I move an amendment--

That a rotiso be added to the clause,
as follous :-Provided nlso that aity per-
son as aforesaid may, within the pr--
seribed time, appeal from the board to
a local court fr-om the opinion of the
board thsat the land is not put to reason-
able wse and its retention by the owter
is a hindrance to closer setilemev and
cannot be justified, and the decison, of
the local court shall be final.

The owner should have the right to receive
a copy of the report made by the board to
the - inister. The right of appeal is con-
ceded respecting the assessment of eorn-
penation. A man may put his land to what
years of experience have proved to be the
most profitable way of utilising the holding.
The hoard may not regard that as utilising
the land within the meaning of the Act.
Pront that decision the appeal could be to
the local court.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I an-
not agree to the am~endmnent. It has the
appearance of merely defeating the whole
object of the Bill.

Mr. Thomson: That is not the intention.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not

sy it is. The board have to make wn-
quiries before anything is decided -regarding
the compulsory resumption of the land. The
board, apart from the local man, consists,
of two departmental officials who would
have no interest in the matter at all. The
appeal suggested in the amendment might
be to two justices of the peace who might
be neighbours of the appellant.

Mr. Thomson: It would be on sworn evi-
dence.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The evi-
dence taken before the board will be on
oath.

Mr. Corboy: You wish to appeal from a
board of experts to a court of non-experts.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
what would the magistrate know about it?
Without any inquiry, we all know of thous-
ands of acres that have not been utilised
for over two years. The amendment is
not required.

lion. Sir JAM7ES MITCHELL: One of
the alterations made in the Bill by the Min-
ister has been the wiping out of the right
of appeal.

The Minister for Lands: No. This clause
is identical with what you introduced.

Hon. Sir JAM3ES MITCHELL: No, 1
have a copy of it here.
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The Premier: That is a misprii
copy you hare.

iron. Sir JAMES MITCHELLi
Bill of 1922 there was in Claus
vision for appeal. That has been
However, I do not expect the boa
do anything nreasonable.

The Minister for Railways: Thi
be taken must be obviously unp

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
must be out of use before it can
Still there ought to be provision f

Mr. THOMSON: I hope the
will accept the amendment. in
courts of justice a man is given
of appeal.

The M1inister for Lands: Do
the bolder would have had the Ian
to him had it been thought he
utilise ill

Mr. THOMSON: No, but whe:
practically confiscating a man's
should give him the right of app

Mr. Hughes: Why make the ]a
the final court of appeal?

Mr. THOMSON: Because the loi
trates would have somec knowlcdg
value of land. Moreover, the cost
to the local court would be very
than that of going to the Spia

The MINISTER FOR LAN]
clause is precisely the same as tV
dneed by the es-Premcier in 1922
amended in Committee. There is
for an appeal against the flndinj
board, because the board will con
least two disinterested persons,a
probability the local man also wi
interested. The proviso means not
nor less than a duplication of ivo

Amendment put and a divisiont
the following result:

Ayes
Nones

Majority against

AT99

Mr. Brown
Mr. navy
Mr. George
Mr. Griffiths
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. Mean
Sir James Mitchell

M4r.
Mr.
Mr.
MAr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

An gwin
(mcson
Collier
Coverley
Cunningham
Heron
Holman
Rughes
Kennedy
Lambert
Lapland

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

NES.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Air.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

North
Sanips
Teesds
Thorne
C. P.
Rich,,

Siccal
Millino
Munal
Pann
811=ms
S. H.
A. Wa
Wilico
Wither
Carbtoy

it in the

In the
e 6 pro-
dropped.

Lrd would

AYEa
Mr. Male"
Mr. Barnard

PAIRS.
NOES.

Mr. Wilson
IMr. Marshall

Amn edment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.

a land to Clause 5-agreed to.
roductive. Clause 6-Notice to ownjer:

Yes, it
be taken. Mr. HUGHES: I ask that the clause be
or appeal. postponed as there are amendiments that

Minister might well be made.
all our The Minister for Lands: I wish to go on

the right with the Bill.
rou hink Mr. HUGHES: Then I move an amend-

youthnk met-
d allotted
vould not That nubolauscs L2, 3, and 4 be deleted.

These suhelauses, will afford opportunities
a we are to obstruct the operation of tbc measure.
land we After all the other formalities have been
,eal. complied with, the owner may sit down for
)cal court three months and do nothing. Thea be could

give notice of intention to subdivide, and
when he submits his scheme to the board

al' magis- there will be further delay. To further hold
ae of the up the process, the owner, in putting his land
of going up for sale, could demand payment straight

much less away. A majority of people requiring land
me Court. cannot afford to pay for it immediately, and
DS: The so these provisions might be made the means
hat intro- of defeating the object of the measure. The

It was delay would probably amount to 12 months
no reason at least.
gs of the The Minister for Railways: The Crown
sist Of at could hop in and buy it.
and in all Mr. HUGHES: The Crown has no inten-
fil be dis- tion of doing so.
hing more The 'Minister for Railways: The owner
rk. w.ould have to sell at a reasonable price.
aken with Mr. HUGHES: What is a reasonable

price, and who will interpret it?
13 The Minister for Railways: The board.
21 Mr. HUOHES: No, the court will inter-
- pret the Act. The object of the Bill is

8 closer settlement, and people who have been
- holding land unutilised for a long time

have received all the consideration they de-
serve. If the land is wanted in the interests
of the State, the owners should not be pea-

on mitted to hold up process for 12 months.
Is The Bill should say definitely that if land

nis requtired it should be made available ima-
Vanabrough mediately. Whatever is taken by the State

rdson will be paid for in fll. As the Minister is
(reIloar.) determined to push this clause through, I

have no other alternative than to move the
amendment.

lumt The MINSTER FOR LANDS: The pro-
gem vision is a good one.

a Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It gives

n the owner the opportunity of subdividing
Smith his own land, and saving expense to the
an.brough Crown. He is given three mouths in which
ckt to do this, not 12 months as stated by the
rs member for East Perth. Tim object of the

* Bill is to bring land into cultivation. Not
(Teller.) one estate that has been purchased by the
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Government has yet been subdivided within
six months of acquisition. I cannot see that
the clause is in any way detrimental to the
Bill, butt ama rather of opinion that it will
be of great advantage to the Government.
We want to induce owners to dispose of their
own; land. Although many people want to
settle on the land, they generally ask the
Government to put them there. I ama anxious
to get settlers who bave money of their
owvi. At present they generally pass our
door, and go to the other States. We can-
not expect to go on year after year borrow-
ing money with which to pay interest in
connection with land settlement.

Bon. Sir James iMitchefl There is not
much owing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Only
about a million. By this Bill we are giving
the owner an opportunity of dealing with
his own land, and will possibly render it un-
necessary for the State to put up the money
required f or the purpose. Probably many
of the owners will not be willing to sub-
divide their own land, but wvill want the
State to buy them out.

Hion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I sup-
port the Minister. We waited for 80 years
for Then with money to settle here and
we still cannot get enough to eat. Vest-
emn Australia has for the most part been
settled by Then without money. If we
are going to do anything great in land
settlement it must be done with men of
that character.

The Premier: We get a sprinkling of
the others.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but
it is a slow process, and they do not come
here in any numbers. The provision is
a good one, and I hope it will be agreed
to.

Mr. HUGHES: Many people in the city
who wanted land could not get it in the
r~gime of the member for Northam.

Bon. Sir James Mitchell: They had
2,000,000 acres last year.

Mr. HUGHES: This clause opens the
way to a lot of dummying. Land owners
wilil he able to sell to their children, or their
relatives, and thus defeat the object of the
Bill.

Mr. George: Why should they not sell to
their children?

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member should
give his wealth to his children, not sell
it to them. I hope my amendment will
be agreed to.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 7-Acquisition of land:
Mr. THOMSON: I move an amend-

ment-
That in Subelsuse 3, at the end of line 5,

tlcre be inserted ''with, a sum not exceed-
;'n en-enty per e'n turn of such Talue added
thiereto?'

[24]

The object is to compensate the owner of
the land for what is termed displacement,
and may be termed goodwill. The man
being compelled to sell his land, the board
should have the right to say to him, "4We
will give you so and so many per cent.
extra for disturbance.'' I contend ten
per cent, is not a sufficient allowance for
displacing a man from his land. The
member for Swan (Mr. Sampson) said he
would be quite willing to give up his
business at a valuation with ten per cent.
added as representing the goodwill, but
I do not think the hon. member would
like to be taken at his word, for his
business should show him a net return of
at least ten per cent. The member for
East Perth asserts that it is impossible
for applicants to obtain land, and the
Minister has stated that there have been
92 applicants for one block. Take the
case of a farmer who, by years of bard
work, has made a competency for himself
and his family: where is he, when dis-
possessed, to get other land while there
are 92 applicants for a single block? The
allowance for disturbance should be up
to 20 per cent. Business people in the
metropolitan area would not take less
than 20 per cent, for goodwill. The 20
per cent, in my amendment is not manda-
tory, and in any case the Government are
still protected by the provisions of the
Arbitration Act and the Public Works
Act.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I regret
that I mast oppose the amendment.. The
Bill provides for an allowance of 10 per
cent, on the unimproved value of the
land, if necessary; but the member for
Katanning wants 20 per cent, not only
on the unimproved value of the land, but
also on the value of the improvements.
He speaks of disturbance, but there is no
disturbance in respect of land with which
the owner is doing nothing. The hon.
member further said that not a business
man would like to be dispossessed with an
allowance of less than 20 per cent, for
goodwill. But that would be a live busi-
ness, while the land would represent a
(lead business, because the owner of the
land is not utilising it. The man who has,
sayv, a thousand acres and is farming them
to the best of his ability will not be dis-
turbed. We want to deal with the people
who have too much land and cannot bring
it to the productive stage. The Bill is,
if anything, over-generous, because year
after year the State has suffered by
reason of people holding land unutilised.
The State does not suffer from the utilisa-
tion of land, which gives employment.
But the holder of unutilised land is hold-
ing it for the unearned increment.

M.%r. Thomson: But the amendment says
not exceeding 20 per cent.

The M.INITSTER FOR LANDS: The in-
sertion of the words would amount to an
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instruction to the board. The provisions
of the Bill are perfectly fair. The measure
does not say that the value of the land AS
stated in the owner's taxation return
Shall be taken as the price, but merely
that such value is to be taken as evidence
of the value of the land. I know of land
on which taxation has been paid at a high
rate because of a belief that the Govern-
ment would require the land for railway
purposes. Therefore the taxation value
is not necessarily a low value.

Hon. Sir JAMNES MITCHELL: If the
Government went on to a farm which is
being put to reasonable use and turned
the man off it, certainly there ought to be
heavy compensation. But 10 per cent. is
reasonable in the ease of land not fully
utilised.

Mr. Thomson: The amendment says not
exceeding 20 per cent., and the board
would decide.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One man
must be treated like another before the
law. The Government must not take land
which is being reasonably used. That
would achieve no object. The plurpose of
the Bill is to bring into use land which
is not used at all or which is not used
reasonably. The member for Katanning
appears to think that the Government are
going to take farmns on which houses have
been built and paddocks are cultivated
and sheep are being run. If that were
done, it would be a different matter and I
would agree with the member for Kattln-
fling that 20 per cent, would be a reason-
able amount if a man's living were taken
away from him.

Mr. Thomson: The Minister said there
were 193% million acres of land un-
improved or used for sheep only. That shows
what is the intention of the Minister.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A great
deal of that land is fenced and waotered
and Fdheep are being rail there. A
large proportion of that land, however,
cannot be cropped; it was taken up
as third class land. The Mfinister will
probably find there is considerably less
land available for subdivision and settle-
ment than he imagined. The amendment
suggests that land that is used reasonably
is to be taken. That is not the purpose
at all.

Mr. TAILOR: I hope the Committee
will not agree to the amendment. The
clause is too reasonable altogether. It is
time Parliament took a stand against the
unearned increment arising from land
speculation. The Bill will go some way
towards preventing it. It is idle to say
that land that is reasonably used will be
interfered with by the board. The object
of the Bill is to put men on the land who
will utilise it reasonably.

Mr. THOMSON: I have no desire to
protect a man who has land that is not
being used. There are many Instances
along the Great Southern railway where
people took up land 20 years ago and
devoted their whole energies to wheat
growing. As the years went on they
found that wheat growing did not pay.
They turned their attention to sheep with
the result that they are now getting good
returns.

The Minister for Lands: There Is some
land in that district respecting which the
Agricultural Bank will not advance money
except for sheep.

The Premier: If the board found that
the land was unsuitable for wheat grow-
ing they would not resume it for that
purpose. The board would allow it to re-
mnain as a sheep run.

Mr. THOMSON: -Much of the land is
used for mixed farming. Land has been
offered to the Government that Will pro-
duce wine of the finest quality.

The Minister for Lands: We do not want
wine.

Mr. THOMSON: Mir. WV. B. Nairn, who
was once a member of this Chamber, said
that Piesse's vineyard produced the finest
port wine in Australia. In that part of
the State, we have grown some of the heat
raisins and currants produced in Western
Australia. Some consideration must be ex-
tended to the owners of such areas if their
holdings are resumed. In the city areas
the resumption of property as well as im-
provemnents and disturbance have to be paid
for.

The MIinister for Lands: You cannot make
any comparison along those lines.

Mr. THOMSON: I contend I can. If
goodwill is recognised in connection with a
city business, the same recognition should
be accorded the farmer.

The Minister for Lands: We do not in-
tend to take a farm that is improved or to
take a living away from a man!

Mr. THOMTSON: The area that may be
taken is not specified. I am Sorry the 'Minlis-
ter objects to the amendment, because we
only ask for reasonable compensation,
This matter has been discussed by
Country Party members, and we want only
what is reasonable.

Amendment put and a division taken, with
the following result:-

Ayes .. . . 5
Noes -- . .. 29

Majo~ity against -- 24

Mr. Drown
M~r. Lindsay
Mr. Thomson

AYES.
Mr. C. P. Wanabroughi
Mr. Griffiths
I (Teller.)
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Mr. Angwlo
Mr. Chessno
Air?. Collier
31 iT Corerley
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Davy
Air. George
Mr. Heoron
Mr. Holmnan
Mr. Hughes
Mr. Kennedy
Mr. Lamnbert
Mr. Lactaed
Mr. Mann
Mr. Mc~allum,

Noss.
Mr.

Sir

Mir.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

MIr.
Mr.
M~r.
Mr.

Mr.

Millington
Jamlep 5lltcb.l
Mousle
North
Pantoi,
Richatrdsoen
8ampson
Sleeman
J. R. Smith
Teesdale
A. Wanabrough
Wllcoce
Withers
Carboy

(Teellar.)

Amendment thus neegatived.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses S to 12-agreed to.
Clause 13-Power to discharge land from

operations of Act:
Mr. DAVY: This clause, taken in con-

junction with] Clause 6, makes it clear that
after the land has been declared subject to
the Act and the owner has notified his in-
tention of subdividing, there is no obliga-
tion on the board to get on wvith the work,
and so the land may be tied up for an
indefinite period. Has the Minister con-
sidered thatl

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The bon.
member means that there is no provision
uinder which the board has to take action?

Mr. Davy: Nothing to ensure that the
board shall push on with the subdivision.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Before
the board can take action, they must first
heave the approval of the Governor in Coun-
cil. Then action will be taken to acquire
the land. Due notice must be given, and
there is the possibility that the owner, as
soon as he receives the notice, makes a bona
fide attempt to improve his holding. Under
this clause his land may then be discharged
from the operations of the Act. Even to-
day we are continually receiving applica-
tions from land holders for time in which to
improve their holdings, some of which have
been actually forfeited. So long as a man
is making a bona fide attempt to improve
his holding the Minister, naturally, refrains
from exercising his power to take the land.
The sanme practice will be observed under
this provision. If a man does not start to
improve he holding, or fails to subdivide it,
the Governor in Council can take immediate
action to resume the land.

.Mr. DAVY: If an 0wner is told what to
do and does not do it, he makes default
and comes under the resumption provision.
An owner, however, may have notified his
intention to subdivide and may have sub-
mitted a scheme, but there is nothing to en-
sure that the hoard will show what surveys
they require, or on what terms the pro-
perty should be offered. Thus, a man's land
may be tied up and the whole business left
in the air for an indefinite period. it

should be made clear that the board must
act within a certain time, failing which
their report will be rendered nugatory.

Hion. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: The
Government have dropped a clause that
appeared in the previous Bill and made this
clause necessary. There should be power
to discharge land from the declaration be-
cause it may be found that an owner han
heen wrongly notifled.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS, is it
reasonable to believe that the Government
would call upon a man to do a certain thing
and then take no further action?9 Of course
it is not.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 14, 15-agreed to.
Clause Ifi-Interpretation:
Hon. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: I move

an amendment-

That thee erords "'or leasehold tenure, or
uender any a~nditionat purchase lease or
other contract, exceipt a pastoral lease
under Pat A. Of flee Land Act, 1898,''
be deleted.

I regard a lease as a contract. Subject to
certain payments and certain improvements
being made, a lessee may enjoy possession
of his land.

The Minister for Lands: If those words
be struck Out, it will not make any differ-
core, becauise we heave already stipulated
all land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I shall
adhere to the amendment. I object to the
violation of a contract. A sale under con-
ditional purchase provisions is a contract.
We heave provided that such land may be
held for a certain period on certain con-
ditions, but now the Government want to in-
sist upon further work being done. Under
the Land Act, if the improvements be not
made, the land is forfeitable, but under
this measure, the man would be compensated.
We should live up) to our obligations.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
the Committee will not agree to the amend-
ment. This clause "as putl in for a special
purpose. The Bill deals only with certain
land, and does not cover pastoral leases. To
make it quite clear that it should not do so
I added the definition of the term ''land.''
What is the difference in principle between
CFP. land and freehold land? In tile one
case the Government have entered into a
contract with a person, who pays them a
certain amount of money for land that is
there for his own use and sole purpose. In
the other case the Government have entered
into a contract with a man wrho, upon carry-
ing out certain improvements and paying a
certain sum, also becomes possessed of land
that is for his own use and sole purpose.
There are many cases of men who hold land
that is partly freehold and party leasehold,
hut all the improvements may be on the
freehold portion. At all events, the amend-
ment is a ridiculous one.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have no
right to say that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If the
Leader of the Opposition had not thought
there was a difference between the, two
classes of land a Bill of this nature would
have gone through two years ago. The
Royal Commission deeided that both should
be included.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
New clause:
Mr. THOMSON: I move:

That a new Clause be added to stand aw
Clausve 11, as follows :-Ou'ner may retain
portion of land intended to be acquired.
Notwithstanding anything in this Act to
the contrary, any owner who, before a de-
claration, is published under Section seven
theat land As been takcen under this Act,
may notify the Board of his desire to re-
tain a portion of the land intended to be
taken sufficient for the sustenance of him-
sif and Isis family; and in such ease he
shall have the right to retain such portion
of the land as? mty be agreed vipon be-
twceen sucht owner and the Board or, in
ease an agreement is not arrived at, as
shall be determined by a Local Court,
and the decision of tire Court shall be
final.

it is only reasonable that a man should be
allowed to retain enough of his land to en-
able him to sustain himself upon it.

The MINYISTER FOR LA-NDS: I op-
pose the new clause. If it were carried it
might be possibl for a man, whose lro-
perty wvas req tired for subdivi,,ional purr-
poses, to retain the best of it for himself
and leave only the poorer portion. I would
again point out that the Government do not
desire to acquire improved land.

Mr. Thomson: You will take some.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Very
little. The more highly land is improved
the more expensive will it be to acquire.

Mir. Thomson: But the board might give
the owner the poorer part of his land and
take only the best of it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
There would be a fair subdivision.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tf the
owner of a resumed area wishes to take
one of his blocks, and is willing to improve
it, he should be given the opportunity to
do so. It would save a lot of money, and
the owner would be treated with considera-
tion. The clause does Dot provide for that,
but the necessary provision could easily be
made without interfering with the Govern-
ment 's intentions. If the member for
Katanning will put up the necesafry
amendment I will support it, hut I cannot
support his present amendment.

Mr. Griffiths: There should be some pro-
tection of this kind for the man who wants
land.

"fr. SAMPSON: I see no force ia the
arguments brought forward in support of
the amendment. It is not reasonable to
suppose that a Than and his wife and
children would he sustained ais the result
of opt-rations upon the wiall section that
would be retained. The amendment is I" r-
niekety, and its adoption would certainly
not increase the eff'ectiveness of the mea-
sure.

Mir. THOMSON: I will accept the last
speaker's correction if lie can show n-e
where the Bill gives the owner the right to
claim part of the land taken from hLim.
My amendment has been put up with a min-
cere desire to give reasonable protection to
those whom tiis party represent. The Min-
ister's assurance is not worth a snap of the
fingers when we are legislating.

New clause put and negatived.

Title-agreed to.

Bill reported without ontundment,
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 11.15 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QX-ESTION-ESPERA2CCE SETTLERS,
ASSISTANCE.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, What was the cost per acre to
the settlers for the land put under cultiva-
tion byv the Government at Esperne for
the yeatr 1923-24? 2, What wais the return
per acre for the above-mentioned area? 3,
Is there anr indemnity provided by the
Treasurer to the trustees of the Agricultural
Bank aginat any loss in this area?
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