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The TREASURER, in moving the second reading of the Closer Settlement Act Amendment Bill, said in the Bill passed last year there were many serious defects, and except in so far as it related to parts of the country near the River Murray it was not much good.  It seemed to him they were playing with legislation when they passed such a measure as was last year placed on the Statute-book.  That measure was accepted by the representatives of the Government because it conferred certain powers in regard to River Murray land.  That was where its value was to be found, but in dealing with large estates apart from land contiguous to the Murray it was useless.  The main object of the Bill was to give the Crown some power in regard 'to high land on the Murray, so that the irrigation schemes could be worked successfully.  They could not be worked to the satisfaction of the department unless a quantity of high land was allotted.  In the first reclamation works there were many defects because the work was experimental, but the most serious defect was that the people allotted land were given no ground on which to build their homes in suitable places.  Murray Bridge was a case in point.  There the land was very rich in nitrogen, and unequalled in any part of the world for its reproductive effects, and yet the settlers were suffering from great disabilities.  Many of the settlers had long distances to travel to get their cattle from 'the reclaimed lands, and to bring in the lucerne, which was the main product.  It was with the view of giving to the settlers high land near their blocks that those powers in the Bill were sought.  Many of the owners close by realised that they might be able to obtain high prices by standing out.  Consequently they had stood out, and the price asked was such that it would not have paid the Government to clear the land for the purpose of settling people on it. He thought it would be seen the powers asked for were reasonable.  Without them it was impossible to undertake the great work they wished to do on the Murray. In connection with the reclaimation scheme there had not been the success anticipated.  Difficulties were, however, being overcome.  The settlers like the Government, had had to feel their way, and they could only do that by making experiments their way, and they could only do that by making experiments.  Such experiments were costly in the Mypolonga swamp, where damage was done by the flood waters, and where channels we e fl'"' right down the centre.	
their way, and they could do that by making experiments.  Such experiments were costly in the 'Mypolonga swamps where damage was done by the flood waters, and where channels were not made right down the centre.  A large amount of money had been spent to make the work effective, and they could at last say the swamps were on the road to success.  The settlers had had to see what the land would grow . They had been obliged to put up with many disabilities.  These could no doubt, however, of the success of the reclamation lands.  They would prosper if only the settlers had sufficient land, so that in the winter months they could grow feed sufficient for all requirements.  Just recently a purchase was made of 9,000 acres of Crown lands near Montieth, which would shortly he cut up.  The Government were endeavoring to put machinery into operation so as to do the work more effectively, and he was glad to say be had received a letter from Mypolonga stating that while the machinery had been doing good work there were many men employed there as before its introduction.  He ventured to say that with machinery the work would be done more expeditiously, but it would speedily bring large areas under cultivation and so provide still further employment and production.  The Government desired to bring the land under cultivation at the cheapest cost without cutting down wages, and that could only he accomplished by machinery.  Clause 2 dealt with the incorporation of other Acts and clause 3 with the acquisition of other lands which were required for working lands adjacent to the River Murray.  The Bill was an essential one, and he had no doubt it commended itself to another place aa a necessary complement of the measure passed last session.
On the motion of Mr. HOMBURG debate was adjourned until next day.
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The Hon. R. BUTLER said the Commissioner of Crown Lands had not been able to acquire the large estates, because they were being offered in larger areas than the Government was prepare to buy.  It had been shown that the purchase of large estates in the south-eastern portion of the State had not been altogether a success.  Land south of the Murray was not as suitable for closer settlement as that north of the river.  At Willowie 10 pound an acre had been offered, but on good grazing country, near Narracoorte that price could not be realised.  There had always been an exaggerated idea of the value of the south-eastern country for small blocks

That Bill had been introduced in order to assist in making more effective the work of reclaiming the swamp lands on the banks of flic Murray, and more profitable the occupation of the land. He was sorry they could not say settlement on the Murray
Had been the success anticipated.  He remembered that when the Bill was introduced by the Price Government an amendment was proposed that nothing like the full rental value should be extracted from the settlers.  It was also pointed out then that the actual value of the land could not possibly be ascertained.  He proposed that the first ten years only a nominal rental should be charged, and that a revaluation should be made when the land had been fully tested.  It was urged, however, that re valuation was a mistake.  He would like to hear from the Commissioner what progress had been made in connection with these lands, and what was the cost of making the embankments, as compared with six or seven years ago, when the work was started.  The Commissioner had pointed out that tile introduction of machinery had not been followed by a reduction in wages.  Probably not.  If the machinery was to be of any use it would save labor.  He thought most of them realised they had started by making the blocks too small.  The Government was bringing in that Bill to give power to purchase high land, where the country had been reclaimed, in order that the settler would have a strip oi land not subject to inundation on which he could grow a crop.  It had been frequently said that we can keep a large population on the lands adjacent to the Murray, and although that had often been exaggerated, it was still true that a great deal could be done in that direction.  If the Bill would facilitate the more profitable occupation of the Murray lands there could be no objection to passing it.

Mr HOMBURG said it might be at once admitted that we had theretofore treated the question of settlement of the Murray lands in a somewhat experimental way, and this was unavoidable in all such cases where a beginning was being made. That beginning was first made by following the excellent example of private owners, who had turned their holdings to good account, and had shown what the Murray swamps are capable of producing.  In this connection he could not help contrasting the great hardships which the early settlers had to endure  with the remarkable success which private owners of similar lands were able to show.  Perhaps the experience gained during many years residence on the river banks enabled enabled the latter to turn their energies to better account, while many of the late settlers no doubt found their task much harder than they had expected.  Mr Butler had called attention to the fact that the Government insisted on fixing the rents as though they understood the producing powers of the soil.  This mistake was discovered early, and now, while some settlers might have paid too small rentals, in many instances the rents had proved to be far beyond the producing capacity of the land.  Then the salt made its appearance, and there were inadequate pumping arrangements, so that in spite of frequent representations to the Government for some relief it had only come after long waiting, and after a great deal of damage had been done.  It was also discovered that the surveys and cutting-up of the land had been done on erroneous lines, and we were now attempting to remedy that. The Bill proposed to give the Commissioner of Crown Lands the right to acquire adjacent lands, so as to enable the settlers to increase their holdings and erect houses on land which was not subject to inundation.  The Government would have to be careful that the land which they buy is not acquired at all extravagant price. The field for closer settlement was so great in South Australia to-day that there was no need for the Government to go into the dearest market, even to settle this important question.  If the Government was determined to go into the market one condition should be the granting of fair terms to those whose land is taken compulsorily.  The Surveyor-General, with his wide experience, could point out the lands which could be secured at a suitable price.  As regards the adjoining occupier, whose land maybe taken compulsorily, the officials of the Lands Department should not be permitted to pick the eyes out of such adjoining lands and leave the worthless remnant in the hands of the owner.  If he discovered in the Commissioner’s proposals that there was no safeguard against such a thing he would intimate his intention of amending them.  In such cases the Government should acquire the whole of the land.  The House could either rely on the good sense of the Government to see that no injustice is done, or they could lay down in the Act that it shall be in the power of the arbitrators to see that the whole of the land is acquired by the Government.

Mr. PFLAUM said many of the outsiders who took up lands along the Murray had found out that great mistakes had been made, as might be expected on any new undertaking.  The first was that when the land was reclaimed the embankments were not strong enough, and had to be improved later on.  Then it was found that several of the swamps had been surveyed the wrong way.  In one part the survey had been made parallel with the river, so that the best blocks alongside the river could be fairly well irrigated.  Those holders had either to submit to the water being run over their land or pump it out.  The blocks were far too small, and the settlers should not be compelled to build on the expensive and low-lying land which was subject to inundation.  Lucern was and would continue to be one of the most important products of the locality. The Government would render great service to the settlers if they erected silos in Which the lucern could be stored during the growing months for use when there was a scarcity in the fields.  In many cases the rent was too high.  As the Government said they had no power to reduce it the Commissioner of Crown Lands ought to introduce a clause into the measure under consideration providing for a reduction.  He agreed that the high lands should be repurchased at a fair rate, and was satisfied that terms could be arranged with the owners. It was pleasing to hear that the new trenching machinery was working satisfactorily, and he hoped the result would be beneficial to the people who took up the land.

Mr. RITCHIE said the relief the Commissioner proposed to afford would be helpful to the holders of the frontage blocks near Murray Bridge. Some of the blocks formed a valuable object lesson to the rest of the world in regard to the system of irrigation adopted, as the water was applied by gravitation.  During the winter the swamp land was very wet. And it would be a great advantage to the holders if they had some of the high land on which to place their stock. He hoped the Government would give full value for any land they might take, and that every precaution would be taken to prevent the cost of the drains reaching a high figure.

The TREASURER, in reply, thanked members for the way in which they had received the Bill.  He promised Mr. Homburg that in cases where it was necessary to take land the Government would not leave the owners with an unworable balance.  It was just as essential that high land should be secured, as it was that, they should acquire the swamps.  It was equally as important that the Government should have the right compulsorily to acquire land for irrigation as it was to acquire it for railway purposes. He hoped the passing of the Bill would accelerate settlement along the river banks.
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