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We might as well face the question on
proper lines. There was no good in
fencing it. It would now bella question as
to whether we were going to have
Coloured labour or not. We should face
the question fairly. The Premier must
support the amendment, because he
favoured the idea nearly nine years ago,
when he was most enthusiastic upon it.
He (Mr. Connor) was equally enthusi-
astic then, and had not departed from
the position he took up. If we desired to
be consistent with the idea of the Youug
Australia party, that we did not want
any Coloured labour in Australia, but
wanted a pure white race and not a pie-
bald race, we should adopt the amend-
ment. The Premier's sympathies would
he with the amendment, although his
policy might not allow him to support it.

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

Ayes ... ... ... 11
Noes ... ... ... 12

Majority against I
Ayes.

Mr. Bath
Mr. Connor
.1r. Daglisl
Mr. Dinmoned

Mr. Hans
Mr. Rol..n
Mr. John son
Mr. Pigott
Mr. Reid
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Burges (Taller).

Noes.
Mr. Atkins
Mr. Ewing
Mr. =er cso
Mr. adier
Mr. Gregory
Mr. nassol
Mr. Hayward
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. James
My. eo
Mr. Stone
Mr. Higliam (Taller).

Amendment thus negatived, and the
clause passed.

Clauses 52 to 63-agreed to.
Progress reported, and leave given to

sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at twenty minutes

past 10 o'clock, until the next day..
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THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
2-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the PREMIER: By-law for Collie

Municipality.
Ordered, to ie on the table.

QUESTION-CATTLE DIPPING,
FREMANTLE.

MR. HASSELTL asked the Minister for
Lands: i, Whether it is a fact that a
number of East Kimberley cattle are to
be dlipped at Fremantle. 2, Whether the
said cattle have been dipped before being
shipped. 3, Whether they w~ill be allowed
to go at large or to be distributed in the
State after dipping.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied : r, It is not anticipated, at this
late period in the shipping season, that
many cattle will be available for dlipping.
Those available will be dipped if owners
desire it. It is the wish of the Gov-
ernment to make all the experiments
possible. This course is being pursued.
2, No. 3, This will depend on the
results gained. It is not intended to
formally dip cattle and release because
of that formality. An application for
the release of dipped stock will he treated
on its merits.

QUESTION-SHIEEP DIPPING, WRY
COMPULSORY.

Ma. HASSELL asked the Minister for
Lands: Under what Act of Parliament
the compulsory dipping of sheep in the
South-West district, as gazetted, is.
autborised.
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THE MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: The Stock Diseases Act, 1895.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by Mn. HIGHAnt. leave

of absence granted to the member for
North Perth (Dr. McWilliams), and on
motion by'Ma. ATKNxS leave granted to
the member for the 0-ascoyne (Mr.
Butcher), for one fortnight, on the
ground of urgent private business.

MOTION-MRS. TRACEY'S PETITION,
ALLEGED WRONGS.

MR. C. J. MORAN (West Perth)
moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, the
recommendation of the select committee of
last session on the petition of Mrs. Tracey
should receive the favourable consideration of
the Government.
Last session a select committee, consisting
of himself and members for the Murchison
(Mr. Nanson), the Swan (Mr. Jacoby),
the Greenough (Mr. Stone), and Mount
Margaret (Mr. Taylor), was appointed
to inquire into the question of the alleged
wrongs of Mrs. Trace 'Y. The result of
the inquiry was laid on the table of the
Rouse, and the committee reported they
were of opinion that the lady had suffered
some wrong in the past and was the
victim of very unfortunate circumstances,
and therefore 'was deserving of some
consideration. The committee came to
the conclusion that the best thing to do
was to ask the Government to consider
her case, and see whether it would not
be the best way out of the difficulty to
provide her with counsel so that her case
might be re-opened if she thought fit.
This was a case involving considerable
property and all the lady possessed; and
it was not an unknown circumstance for
the State to provide means by which the
path of justice might be re-opened to a
litigant. There was no need for him to
do more than move that the report of the
committee receive favourable considera-
tion at the hands of the Government.
They would probably inquire into the
matter through the Crown Law Depart-
ment, and probably the lady would be
provided with counsel so that her case
might be re-opened. No doubt the lady
had suffered a loss, and it would be
very wrong to prevent her case being re-
opened.

Tns PREMIER (Hon. Walter James)
opposed the motion. There was no
ground at all to justify it, any more
than a request that the State should pay
the lady compensation for whatever
wrong she suffered. If she had suffered

wrong. it was at the hands of private
people. She had the opportunity of
going before the Court, and had been
assisted in that direction by private
contributions. In addition, her matter had
been inquired into by a select committee
of the House some years ago. Very few
litigants losing cases had received so
much consideration or so much inquiry
into their case as had Mrs. Tracey. The

N resent condition of her cause was greatly
u to her pertinacity, and not so much

to its justice. On two occasions select
committees had inquired into it at the
request of members of the House, and
they found no chance for the matter
being re-opened. When members bore
in mind that the case had been before
the Court, fully argued on all sides, dis-
cussed, and determined, they could not
expect the case to be once more re-opened.
Members should bear ini mind their re-
sponsibilities as members, and not vote
for the motion because the lady con-
cerned was so pertinacious.

MR. 3. C. G. FOULKES (Claremont):
No doubt the Premier opposed the
motion on account of the very small in-
formation supplied by the member for
West Perth, who evidently had stud~ied
the question at great length, and devoted
a great deal of time to it. If the member
for West Berth bad done his best for the
lady, there were no grounds in favour of
the motion. No amount of compensation
had been mentioned.

Mn. MoRAN: Compensation was not
recommended. Justice alone was asked
for.

MR. FOULKES: All were anxious to
do justice to all parts of the community,
but a little more information should be
supplied on this matter. The Govern-
ment opposed the motion owing to the lack
of information. On reading the report
of the select committee, one could not
find any evidence set out.

MR. MomAux: It was hard to get evi-
dence from the dead.

MR. FOULKES: There were a number
of persons living in Perth to-day who
knew something about the case. There

[ASSEMBLY.] Petition.
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should be an adjournment of the debate,
so that the members who sat on the
select committee could supply the House
with fuller information. That would be
the best way of dealing with the question.
When the whole facts were brought
forwardl, the Honse might give a larger
sum by way of compensation than mem-
bers were prepared to do now. He moved
the adjournment of the debate.

MRx. MORAN consented to an adjourn-
ment. He would read the history of the
whole case, and later on would comment
on it at length.

Motion passed and the debate ad-
journed.

FREEZING WORKS FOR WYNDHAMI-
MOTION IRREGULAR.

MR. S. 0. Pn0orr (West Kimberley),
in accordance with notice, rose to move
"That, in the interests of the State,

immediate steps should be taken by the
Government to ascertain the best means
of establishing meat freezing and chilling
works at Wyndham, whereby the immense
losses in stock, and the extreme Cruelty
to animals incurred under the present
system of bringing cattle from that port
to Fremantle, may be obviated."

]Dn. J. S. HICiKs (Roebourne), on aL
point of order, said that when the nmem-
ber for East Fremantle (Mr. Holmes)
moved. in the House on the tick question,
the member for West Kimberley (Mr.
Pigott) moved an amendment which was
identical in substance with the motion
which the hon. mnember now desired to
move. Was it competent for the hon.
member to now move his motion? Stand-
ing Order 176 provided that no question
shoul" d be proposed which was the same
in substance as any question that, during
the session, had been resolved in the
affirmative or negative. The hon. mem-
ber's amendment was negatived on the
23rd September.

Tagn SpzanssR: No doubt the motion
was a portion of the same question that
had been submitted to the House before,
and that being the case it could not now
be put.

-Tn MINISTER Pon LARiDs assured the
member for West Kimnberley that
the inquiries desired were now being
made.

I MOTION-LANDl TAXATION, UN-
IMPROVED VALUE.

Mn. R. HASTIE (Kanowna) moved:
That, in the opinion of this Rouse, the Gov-

ernment should, at a early date, introduce a
measure for the imposition of a tax upon the
unimproved value of land.
He said: I much regret that I have to
make this motion to-day, when some of
our good agricultural friends are absent.
Those gentlemen have such a high opinion
of agricultural land, that if here I am
sure they would be only too glad to agree

'to this motion, in their belief that the
land of this State will be able to stand
the imposition of taxation as well as all
the burdens which it bears at the present
moment. It will be recollected that last
year and the year before, I asked the
House to agree to a motion that. some of
the inter- State duties should be abolished;
but on both occasions the majority of
members were decidedly against that, so
decidedly that it seemed to rue useless to
persevere in that direction in this Parlia-
ment. Members will recollect that on
the occasions referred to my object was
to introduce a fairer system of taxation
in Westen Australia than has obtained.
I remember pointing out, as has often
been poin ted out in this House, that in
Western Australia we have what is
practically a poll-tax. Men, women, and
children are taxed as nearly as possible
on an equal basiis as persons, and not
according to their power to bear taxation.
Although some members seemed to sympa-
thise with my views of the case, I found
that the majority were opposed to me.
Though the majority consisted of gentle-
mein always ready to declare that what
this State. wants above everything else is
people with big families, yet the majority'
were ready to do their best to secure a
continuance of special taxation, penalising
the people who fualfil the biblical injunc-
tion to increase and multiply. Last year
I was unable to state my views of the
case; and I amn glad on this occasion to
be given an opportunity of doing some-
thing which will tend to assist and
encourage those who follow that particular

Iinjunction. During last session and in
1the preceding year, only two objections

wer taken to my motion; first, that our
steadily prgressing agricultural industry
needed the protection of high prices;
and second, that the State needed revenue
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to de 'velop, the country. Since that time,
owing to the rapidly descending sliding-
scale, the protective influence of the
sliding-scale duties has been quickly
diminishing; and curiously enough, while
it is disappearing, none of the prognosti-
cations which we have beard throughout
the State have yet been fulfilled-the
prognostications of evil to result to our
agricultural and other producing indus-
tries through the operation of the sliding-
scale. In spite of the fact that the
sliding-scale duties have to a large extent
been taken off, our land is in greater
demand than ever; our farmers and
other producers have as high prices for
their products as they ever had before;
and the desire to clear and cultivate the
land was never so vigorous. Besides,
the value of land has very greatly
appreciated. But settlement of people
on the land has not lessened the neces-
sity for a large revenue to expend on
increasing the conveniences of civilisa-
tion, conveniences which only the Govern-
ment can undertake to provide, The
necessity for that revenue is even greater
than before; yet the source of revenue
upon which much of our national im-
provement and development depends-the
inter-State duties-has already declined,
and within the next three years will
completely disappear. Recently the
Treasurer gave us his estimate that the
loss of revenue during the year would be,
from this source, £120,000.

THE TREASURER: No; X41,000.
MR. HASTIE: However, it has been

understood all along that we received,
roundly, from inter-State duties a little
less than a quarter of a million. Already
two-fifths of that revenue have been
deducted, and we may be certain -and
this, I suppose, the Treasurer will accept
as a fair statement-that within three
years from now the Treasury will have
lost nearly a quarter of a million of
money. I think that is stating the case
very fairly. We have always assumed
that the total loss would be between
£200,000 and £250,000. That sum will
be lost annually; and whatever system of
taxation we may intend to impose in the
future, we must always keep in mind the
fact that we shall no longer have any
control over our customs revenue. I
need not here discuss the question
whether direct or indirect taxation is the

better. We have no choice in the matter.
We must either stop all farther improve.
ment and farther provision for the con-
venience, of our people, and not impose
new taxation, or we must follow the
example of every other State in Aus-
tralasia and of every other country in
the world, by collecting a large portion
of our revenue through direct taxation.
Western Australia, I believe, will soon
cease to be one of the very few civilised
countries where people live and flourish
without any appreciable burden of direct
taxation. It is unnecessary to say that
we are the only people who have so far
escaped direct taxation. In every other
Australian State with the exception of
Queensland, and in New Zealand, there
are a land tax and an income tax; and
only last year Queensland started to
collect an income tax, and it is well under-
stood that one of the first measures of
the new Queensland Government will be
the imposition next year of taxation on
land values. It is interesting to notice
the proportion of direct and indirect
taxation levied in the different States;
and if we consult Coghi an, whose figures
are usually considered the most accurate,
we shall find that Western Australia
stands, generally speaking, at the foot
of tbe ladder. The proportion of our
revenue derived from direct taxation is
not only one of the lowest in Australasia,
but, so far as I can find out, one of the
lowest in the world. In this State we
collect by what is classed as direct
taxation 4-29 per cent. of the total taxa-
tion of the country. In Queensland the
percentage is 6&22; but the figures refer
to the years 1901 and 1902 only. I have
not the figures for the present year; but
if I had, I could prove the Queensland
percentage to be much higher than 6-22.
In New South Wales the proportion is
8,94 per cent.; Victoria and South
Australia each collects 10 per cent of
the entire revenue by direct taxation;
while Tasmania collects 11A44 per cent.,
and New Zealand 18-36 per cent. It is
interesting to notice what is usually
classed as direct and indirect taxation by
statisticians. Mr. Coghlan (New South
Wales) includes as direct taxation income
taxes, land taxes, absentee taxes, probate
and other stamp duties. The figures I
have given seem small for Western Aus-
traias. and give no idea as to the amount
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of direct taxation levied on the residents
of this State, as nearly two-thirds of the
amount I have referred to are contributed
by absentees, and most if not all the
balance is probate duty collected from
the estates of people who have no farther
use for money. In what is8 meant by
direct taxation the people of Western
Australia, contribute practically nothing.
I have been urging the House to con-
sider what source of taxation we should
wish to have next. I believe there is no
doubt in the minds of members that we
as a State cannot stand still. We have
an immense amount of work to do, and
work that must be done by the State.
We must move along, and it is necessary
for us to pay our way. We have often
heard that Australian credit, if not
stopped, to a large extent is discounted;
and the only way in which the State can
progress is by depending on money
collected from the people themselves, and
not mortgage all the heritage of posterity
as security for money borrowed, even if
there is an opportunity of getting that
money loaned to us. In considering the
question as to what new means of taxa-
tion can be levied, I do not think there is
much difference of opinion in regard to
the principle that we should follow.
Those who should be called upon to pay
should be those who have most benefited
by the people of the State, and farther
that we should not follow the system that
has been followed hitherto, that of im-
posing, as far as possible, equal taxation
on every individual in the State irrespec-
tive of the power to bear taxation. I
have asked that we should follow the
example of other parts of the world by

imoing taxation on land, and the con-
diin of the land in this State are pretty

well known. The bulk of the land here
has been alienated to the people of the
State on practically nominal conditions.
[MR. MoRNa The blk of the lnd has not
been alienated.] The bulk of the land
has been alienated. I do not say for one
moment anything like the bulk of the land
of the State has been alienated, or that
it will be for a long time, but the land
known noninally as Crown land is in the
possession of other people. Some people
who have taken up land in the State have
improved their properties a great deal,
both in the towns and in the country,
and not only have the improvements

benefited themselves, but also the prop-
erties belonging to a large number of
other people who have not gone to the
trouble of assisting in the improvement
of the State. I need not debate the
question at this time whether if we
impose a land tax we should levy the
tax on all land according to its capital
value. No one at the present time will
insist that the improvements on land
should be taxed. What we are trying to
aim at in the first place is that those
persons who have benefited by the pros-
perity of the State should be taxed on
that value and not on any value that has
been added to the land by improvements
effected by themselves. Besides, a great
deal of value has been added to land
irrespective of the efforts of the people
who at present occupy the land; it has
been causod by the settlement of popu-
lation in the neighbourhood. A great
deal more value has been added to land
by the expenditure of public money on
roads, on railways, and on improved water
supplies; in the starting of industries in
districts, and by numerous conveniences
which only population or a paternal
Government can give. All this has been
done at the expense of the people of the
State, and it is a great deal more, at any
rate, than the individual owners of the
land concerned have done. Very much-
of the accrued value of IE.nd in towns-
and in the country which is in the
possession of private individuals the
State has chiefly been responsible for.
When a number of years ago we
started on our present prosperous way,
there arose a habit, caused by the
enhanced value given to property, of a
very large portion of the ground being
taken up. A very large portion of that
ground, I am quite within the mark in
saying that the bulk of that ground
wh~ich has been taken up since people
believed in the prosperity of Western
Australia, has been taken' up by people
not to make use of it, bitt to be able to
prevent other persons from using it unless
a very large price was paid for the per-
mission. In some cases people have made
very big profits. In the future, whatever
legislation is enacted, people must get
handsome profits in order to allow lands
which they hold at the present time being
made use of. Here, as elsewhere, the
most profitable local industry has been
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that of acquiring ground and of' being
able to prevent its being worked unless
someone -will pay the holder handsomely
for the privilege of working it. It is
needless to instance the Midland Company
and other people in the category I have
mentioned. In travelling on nearly, every
railway in the State, in the vicinity of
which the value of land has been greatly
improved at the expense of the State,
everyone of us has seen, over and over
again, large patches of ground unused;
and when we ask the reason. why that is
so we are constantly told that it belongs
to so and so, who refuses to sell unless
he gets a big profit, which means that
one person has the power to prevent large
areas from being used. On one day
lately, I think this day fortnight, we dis-
cussed the ways and means by whichi we
could compel big areas of ground to be
worked in this State. On that occasion
all the speakers were unanimous that
effective steps should be taken, all were
willing that something should be done,
but the wiseacres of the House pointed
out that it would be a very difficult
matter to attain the object effectually by
a change of law. It was declared that a
section in the Constitution Act prevented
the State, or should prevent the State, from
imposing conditions on land that did not
obtain before Responsible G-overnment.
On the other hand the objectors pointed
out that the Constitution provided that
the State reLaiuecl in its hands all the
powers of taxation, and advised the
House to approach by taxation the object
in view. I hope, in fact I believe, that
everyv member who spoke in that way on
the occasion I have mentioned'rill sup-
port the motion. It will be observed the
motion is general in its terms. I do not
ask the House to decide exactly in what
way taxation should be arranged, but I
presume, under the cover of the motion,
we are able to discuss the question of a
graduated tax, a tax on absentees or
any other mode of impo1sition. All that
I ask the House to do is to agree to the
principle that land taxation ought to be
imposed. in Western Australia. rrobably
in the Midland Company's case a land
tax is absolutely necessary; it certainly
appears to my mind as being the most
effective way to compel that company to
open up the ground to people who wish
to use it. When that is proposed theme

is not much doubt we shall hear many
objections to it; but the main objection
when we thireatan to impose a. tax on the
poor Midland Company is that we shiall
incur the displeasure of the English
capitalists-the English people will no
longer think of investing in our loans
or in any securities in Western Aus-
tralia. These people, I take it, will be
very careful to hide from us the other
side of the question. They will not tell
us of the different treatment the Midland
Company would have received had their
money been invested in England instead
of out here; they will not tell usg that
if the Midland Company had acquired
land and a railway in England, they
would not only be taxed on the land, but
on every possible improvement: they

*would be taxed on their railway, on their
sheds, their station houses and in fact
on everything they have, and they would
have been paying that tax for very
many years. In other words if the
Midland Company were taxed on what
seems fair taxation to people in England,
or on what may be called a fair English
basis, they would be certain to have raid
far more money than they are likely to
be asked to pay, by people in this State.
Besides, if the Midland Company's land
had been in England no paternal1 Govern-
ment would have been ready to guarantee
their loans, to push solely as the Gov-
ernment here have done at our expense
railway communication at both ends of
the system, and enormously increase the
traffic by doing bur best to settle people
on the land round about the company s
concession. That obtains not only in
regard to the Midland Railway, but it is
generally true on a smaller scale in
various other parts of the State. The
main object I take it the House will
have in mind in dealing with the motion,
in addition to the obtaining of revenue.
is to see as far as possible that all laud
in the State shall be made available for
use. Universal experience tells us that
that can only be done by having many
owners and occupiers of ]and. In no
case where land is in the possession of a.
few people is it good for a co untr'y, or any
portion of a country. It will be farther
interesting to notice what has been done
in other parts of Australia, as the prob-
lem we have to consider is not peculiar
to Western Australia. As I have said,
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all the States in Australia have tried to
overcome the difficulty except Queensland
and Western Australia, and Queensland
will join with the others it is understood
early next ycar. I will briefly refer to
the taxes imposed in Australia generally.
South Australia imposes .4d. in the £ on
a land valued at less than £56,000 and
Id. in the£2 on all land over that amount.
She farther imposes an extra 20 per cent.
on absentees. New South Wales has -not
so many provisions. There Id. in the £2
is imposed on -all land over.£240 in value,
and evidently all owners of land of less
value than £,240 escape taxation alto-
gether. New Zealand seems to have
looked at the matter in a more scientific
way, and has at-ranged that I d. in the £
shall be paid on all land, but that if any
owner has land of less value than £1,500
he shall have exemption in relation to
.t 0 In addition, a graduated land tax
is there imposed; for instance, land of the
value of £5,000 and under £10,000, be-
longing to one owner, is taxed one-eighth
of a penny per £, and land over £15,000
in value is charged Td, per £; also an
ascending scale goes on until land worth
£70,000 is charged Id. in the £, and
laud worth £210,000 is charged 2d. in
the X. Absentees are charged 20 per
cent ipore, and that is in addition to the
ordinary taxation I have quoted of id. in
the £. Land taxation in Now Zealand
has proved fairly effective, and certainly
has not prevented people from holding
land for speculative purposes; nor has it
had the effect we have been often threat-
ened with, of preventing l$ople from
going on the land and making funl use of
it. It has been effective there in causing
nearly all the workable land to become
available to those who have desired to
make use of it.

MnS. MORAN:- The repurchase of estates
has done that.

MR. HASTIE : That is one thing, but
the repurchase of estates without a land
tax has been considered in New Zealand
absolutely impossible, and no one has
pointed out how in this country or any-
where else, unless tbere is a. land tax, we
can make a fair deal ini the purchase of
estates.

MR. MO.RAN: It is a good means to an
end.

MR. HASTIE : One is a complement
of the other. We qannot expect to buy

estates -at a fair value unless we have a
cheek by levying land taxation; and I
have no doubt we shall find when once
we have land taxation in this State that
the purchase of estates will be carried out
much more to the satisfaction of the
people of Western Australia. Hitherto
we hAve lived in this State without this
impost mainly on account of our available
area, but we have now about reached the
end of our tether. Good land fit for
agriculture, and within what may be
called a fairly convenient distance, is now
more scarce, and people will not have the
opportunity of taking up new lands
unless we can adopt means which will
compel persons whose strict occupation is
not in connection with land to throw open
their areas for selection. I believe that
if we impose land taxation it can be so
arranged that one tax, only will meet the
case. Most people seem to favour the
New Zealand method, which has been in
operation'several years and has been very
effective, and I believe that is the quickest
way of attaining the object -we all desire.
I hope no member will think of suggest-
ing' we should follow the example of
Victoria. There'all city lands and all
town and rated suburban l aud is exempted
from land taxation; and all areas under
640 acres go free. Moreover, there are so
many exemptions, for various reasons, of
areas above this quantity that the land
tax collected in Victoria is very small, and
the taxation there has by no means been
effective in breaking up large estates.
Those who have travelled in Victoria,
even in the last year or two:- are unani-
mous in declaring that the greatest curse
to that country is the fact that for 100
or 200 miles round about Melbourne very
much of the best and fairest land in the
State is in the hands of those people who
make little or no use of it. The cry for
the breaking up of large estates is as
strong in Victoria now as ever it was. I
wish the House would agree to this pr-in-
ciple of levying taxation on land values.
I do not for a moment think that any-
thing can be done this session; so we can
only hope that the next Parliament will
take up the question, and if members will
adopt the prncple I advocate the people
of the state wil have an opportunity of
expressing their opinion at the next
election. Surely members should not
object that land bea a great many
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burdens already, but doubtless we shall
hear it said that in municipalities and
roads board districts the taxation levied
is found vexatious. Land taxation, like
everything else, is oniy comparative, and
people will compare their present burdens
with the burdens they bore a number of
years ago, but that. surely is not a very
fair way in which to look at the question.
If we are to consider the incidence of
taxation it will be as well to compare it
with that of other countries, and if that
be done we shall find that even under
local taxation the people in Western Aus-
tralia pay a great deal less than is paid
by people in any other country in the
world. Besides, in this connection surely
local taxation does not count- The bulk
of the local taxation raised in towns and
roads board districts is used to render
the local life better, for improving the
property and increasing its value, and
surely that is sufficient to recompense
them for the tax. The people of this
State as a whole have spent thousands of
pounds on improving the conditions of
life and increasing the value of property,
both in towns and in roads boa~rd dis-
tricts, and in simple justice the State
should have a share of the increased
value. We have done enough in this
State for the special individual who goes
upon the land, and it is now about time
to treat justly the people of the State as
a whole, which object can be achieved by
carrying into effect the motion I have
proposed. I hope members will discuss
the question in all its phases.

MR. MORANw Do you propose to give
any idea of what available land there is,
and how much money we may expect to
get out of a taxP

Mu. HASTIE: I do not propose to
give the hon. member that information,
for I assume he has the same figures
available as others have. Hundreds of
people in this State are willing to de-
clare in general terms that they are agree-
able to this or any other good thing;
but the moment we begin to put the idea
into practice, a dozen different reasons
are brought against it. The hon.. mem-
ber asks mec to make an estimate as to
the exact figures, and then he asks me the
basis. If I give that, he mar point out
where the figures are not exactly accu-
rate; so instead of discussing the prin-
ciple whether we should impose taxation

or not, we might spend most of our time
in -discussing whether the hon. member's
figures or mine are the more correct. I
did not think the hon. member would be
particularly auxiqus in that direction,
otherwise I could have supplied him ; and
I promise that before he has finished with
his speech on the subject I will be able to
give him as many figures as he likes to
mention. I hope members will discuss
this question, and make suggestions with
the object of placing the incidence of
taxation in Western Australia on a much
fairer basis than now obtains.

Ma. W. D. JOHNSON (Kalgoorlie):
I second the motion.

MX-. W. M. PURKISS (Perth) : I am
a firm believer in the principle of raising
money by means of a tax on the unim-
proved value of land and a tax on
income; and if I could be sure that we
should have a corresponding remission of
our present taxation pro tanto, I would
vote for the motion; hub seeing that
already the handful of people in this
State are paying something approaching
four million pounds per annum in taxa-
tion, it seems an absolute absurdity to
talk of farther increasing the tax~ation.
The taxation per head ifi something like
£19; and 65,000 to 70,000 people, the
breadwinners and heads of households,
have to find this four milIlion pounds, and
therefore pay something in excess of £60
each per annum. I have over and over
again preached the doctrine in this House
that we are the most highly-taxed people
in the world. That has never been con-
tradicted. I have appealed to every
source; I have asked members inside the
House and persons outside, also the news-
papers, to point to any country in the
world where taxation is higher than in
Western Australia. [Mr. MounAi: Do
you mnean relatively or actually ?]
Actually; and I have never received an
answer. The position is unparalleled.
It is obvious that we do not want more
revenue, for we came down last year with
a surplus, and we cannot spend our
money fast enough. What is the use of
asking for taxation upon land in view of
a fact like that P If the Government or
the mover of the motion could point out
a course that would enable us to get a
corresponding remission of other taxation,
I would go heart and soul for tbis proposal,
because I believe absolutely in an unim-
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proved land tax and an income tax. InI
New Zealand, where they have a graduated
land tax and a tax upon incomes, there is
a corresponding remission in the customs
taxation. In New Zealand they only
raise something like a million and a half
through the customs-house, while here
we raise through our customs-house one
and a quarter millions, irrespective of our
inter-State duties. If in New Zealand
they raised customs duties to the extent
we do, the revenue would be enormous.

Mn. MORAN: You must remember they
have a higher tariff, all the same.

MR. PlJRflSS : Yes; but the people
do not pay it. It is only something on
paper.

MR. DntLISn: It means they pay a
higher price.

MR. PIJRKISS: They may do so, but
it simply means that they have a scale of
custom-house taxation on paper. If a
certain sum is raised, the people only con-
tribute a certain amount. Nearly a
million of people in New Zealand raise
.21,600,000, while here we raise nearly
one and a-quarter million plus the inter-
State duties.

Mn. BATH : We pay our way, and they
do not.

MR. PURKISS: I am quite with the
mover of the motion. I believe in a
graduated tax on unimproved land value,
and I believe in an income tax. How-
ever, in view of the fact that we raise
neasrly four millions from our bread-
winners, and that this amount is more
than sufficient for the State, because the
Treasurer comes down with a surplus
every year showing that we cannot spend
the imoney, why should we need to go in
for more taxationF If we go in for a
land tax, we should follow it by an
income tax, and thus exhaust all
our sources of taxation. The customs
revenue, outside the inter-State duties,
will gradually decrease, because we
shall be importing largely from the
Eastern States instead of from Europe ;
and the bookkeeping system will end in
a very few years, in respect of which a
very large slice of our revenue may be
taken away from us. Let us therefore
preserve every source of taxation for the
time of pinch, and not go in now for
-additional taxation on the top of our
present high taxation and get into a
system of extravagance. When the time

of pinch comes the strain will be great
indeed. We do not want more taxation
now, for we have plenty of it with a
revenue unequalled in the world. Let us
wait for the time of pinch, and if it is
necessary to resort to additional taxation
then let us resort to it and tide over the
rainy day. We cannot get any remis-
sion from our customs duties, because
that is in the hands of the Federal
Government; and I do not know where
we could put our finger on any internal
taxation which would give us a corre-
sponding remission. However, if we
could remit some taxation from other
sources, I for one would say "Let us
have a tax on unimproved land or on
income."

On motion by MR. Bunolts, debate
adjourned.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from l4tb September.
MR. HARPER in the Chair; MR.

PunRKEsS in charge of the Bill.
New clause:
THE PREMIER: Progress had been

reported when Clauses 1 and 2 were
passed, as it was then desired to add one
or two new clauses, and some members
desired on recommittal to discuss the
question raised by Subclause 3 of Clause
2. He now moved that the following be
added as Clause 3S:

No action shall be brought or continued
against any municipal council in respect of any
act, matter, or thing done before the passing
of this Act which might have been lawfully
done if this Act had been in force at the time
of the doing of such act, matter, or thing; but
the plaintiff in any wech action pending at the
commencement of this Act shall be entitled to
recover against the defendant such costs, as
between party and party, as may have been
incurred by the plaintiff prior to the passing
of this Act.
This provided that in case of any pending
action a council must pay the cost of the
action to the plaintiff.

MR. MoRNx said he would not oppose
the new clause, on the understanding that
the Bill would be recommitted.

MR. ATKiNrs: Would the clause over-
ride the Court in actions that might be
brought against councilsP

THE PREMIER: Any proceeding that
was pending would be against a council
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to restrain them from carrying on work.
If the Bill passed without this additional
clause, no injunction would lie -against
the council. The clause provided that in
such a case the council should pay the
costs of the other side. Without the
clause, the council need not pay costs.

MRl. ATKINS : Why should we interfere
with the course of the law ?

THE PREMIER: Clause 2 rendered
legal what would be illegal before the Act
was amended. It was desired tbat plain-
tiffs in actions should not be prejudiced
in the matter of their costs. The clause
was for the protection of plaintiffs.

MR. MoRAN: The clause removed the
objection of retrospection?

THE PREMIER: Yes.
Question passed, and the clause added

to the Bill.
New Clause:
THE PREMIER moved that the fol-

lowing be added as Clause 4;-

Notwithstanding any provisions of the
principal Act, the proclamation published in
thle Govemnrt Gazette on the twenty-third
day of October, one thousand nine hundred
and three, whereby the municipalities Of Broad
Arrow and Paddington were united to form
one municipality under the name of "The
Mayor and Councillors of Broad Arrow-Pad.
dington," is hereby declared to be valid, and
the said municipalities shall be deemed to have
been lawfully united so as to form one mnalcie-
pality as from the date of the publication of
such proclamation.

Recently an amalgamation of the Broad
Arrow and Paddington municipalities had
been effected; and to enable this amalga-
mation to be carried out, the area of one
of the municipalities had first to be
enlarged so that the two municipalities
would be adjoining. Under the existing
Act the procedure was very cumbersome.
Petitions were necessary, counter peti-
tions might be received, and it was
necessary to advertise. In this ease
both municipalities were anxious to
amalgamate, and the Government had
moved as quickly as possible by issuing
a proclamation on the 23rd October,
uniting the two municipalities under
the name of Broad Arrow and Pad-
dington. There might be some question
as to whether the proper notices were
given, or as to whether the petitions
lodged were lodged with the proper
authorities, though all the parties were

willing to have the two municipalities
amalgamated.

MR. ILLINGORTH: Was it necessary
to have a special Bill for the purpose ?

THE PREMIER: The present Act
was far too cumbersome and defective.
There might be objections raised months
afterwards. These municipalities wanted
to be joined quickly, to enable them to
prepare their rate book at once.

Question passed, and the clause added
to the Bill.

New Clause-Amendment of Section
52:

MR. BATH moved that the following
be added as a clause:-

Section 52 of the principal Act is amended
by striking out Subsection 2 up to the word
.year."

BY the section, every ratepayer who bad
paid his rates on or before the 1st
September was entitled to have his name
inserted in the municipal electoral list;
and any occupier liable to be rated in
respect of land valued for municipal
purposes at not less than £10 was eligible
as a mayor or a councillor. The new
clause sought to place the ratepayer's
qualification on the same basis as the
qualification of a candidate for municipal
office. The section provided that unless
the rates were fully paid the ratepayer
could not vote. In goldfields inunicipali-
ties many ratepayers paid large sums in
rates, but overlooked some small posses-
sion such as a garden area, and were
therefore disqualified as voters because
portion of the rates remained unpaid.
By the Act municipalities were given
every facility for recovering rates by levy
and distress ; and the two provisions of
the Act might well be unified, so as to
place a man who wished to have his name
on the ratepayers' roll on the same foot-
ing as a candidate for the council.

THE PREMIER: Evidently the hon.
member's object was to strike out Sub-
section 2. The matter should be fully
discussed, for there was something to be
said on both sides. .Primd facie, there
was no reason why a man who did not
pay his rates should receive consideration.
Local bodies ought to he assisted to col-
lect their rates. Some, himself included,
considered that it should not be obliga-
tory on local bodies to send out rate
collectors. People should pay rates
voluntarily, in discharge of a civic duty.
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True, defaulting ratepayers could now be
penalised ; but the amplest t ime was given
for payment. As arule, the rate was struck
in December, notices got out before
March, and the ratepayer had till the 1st
September to pay up. Difficulties arose
because some ratepayers postponed pay-
ment as long as possible; and if by their
default, they lost the right to vote, did
they deserve much sympathyP If people
did not pay their rates when due, should
the Act be amended so that local bodies
to get pa 'yment must make constant
applications or must sue and distrain ?

MR.. MoR&K : The municipal franchise
was a reward for holding property.

THx PREMIER: No. Surely the
franchise was given to the ratepayer-
not to the nian who did not pay or con-
tribute to the common. fund. Why,
should he have a voice in its distribu-
tionP The majority paid their rates;
and why create a s 'ystem which would
increase the number of bad payers and
lessen the number of good?

MR. ILLINGwoRTH1: A man might be
disqualified in respect of property Dot
his own, for which he was wrongly rated.

Tig PREMIER: None could be dis-
qualified except for non-payment of rates
due by himn.

hMR. IArrn: But if a man had paid
rates on one property he should be
qualified though he owed rates due on
another.

TEE 'PREMIER: If a. man owed £20
it was no excuse to say he had paid £10.

Mu. BATH: Why make any difference
between him and the candidate?

THE. PREMIER: Deal with the
candidate if desired. In spite of some
cases of hardship, municipalities ought
to he assisted to collect rates due;i and
that municipal disfranchbisemenit was the
moat effective means appeared from this
agitation for its abolition He had no
sympathy with the man who could not
pay his rate between March and Septem-
her, who put off payment till the last
moment, and who would ref rain from
paying till after the 1st September were
it not for the provisions of this section.

Mn. STONE: Throughout the country
there was a general feeling that muni-
cipal bodies -had too much protection in
the matter of rates. They were allowed
10 per cent, for rates overdue; and an
appellant against a valuation had to

deposit £2, together with -the whole year's
rates, before he could come into court.
Moreover, the municipality had a, pre-
emuptive claim over ratable property, and
was thus in a. better position than other
creditors.

TuE Pntumria:. The property was not
always a valuable security.

Mu, STONE: A good enough security
for the rates due.

Taz ]PREMIER:- Not if the property
,was mortgaged.

Mn. ILaLINGWOXTH - According to
tbe mover, a disqualification resulted if
all rates were not paid. He (Mr. Thling-
worth) had frequently been rated for
properties which he did not own, some
that he never did own, and others that
he had parted with. If he were standing
as a candidate for the city council, some-
one might object that he had not paid
his rates on such a property, and dis-
qualification would follow.

TEE Piumtrna: Not unless the rate
were due and payable.

MR. Moamw: The candidate's name
might, for nobi-payment, be omitted from
the roll.

Mat. ILLING WORTH: An owner
sometimes arranged that a tenant should
pay the rates, and was disqualified if the
tenant did not pay. Again, an owner
entitled to four votes for a certain ward
might pay £250 a, year in rates; and
because he o mitted to pay on one property
he was Wholly disqualified. In Subiaco
he had been rated for properties which
he did not possess and never had pos-
sessed; yet he could be disqualified for
not paying unless he proved, perhaps at
law, that he was not the owner.

Tug PREMIER: If the majority of
ratepayers owed small sums, the munici-
pality could not be expected to sue.
Section 62 was a splendid means of col-
lecting such rates.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: No; people
who owed only a few shillings did not
trouble about voting as ratepayers.

THRE PnnmnE: Yes; many did.
MR. ILLINO WORTU:. Was a man to

be disqualified as a municipal council
candidatec because his naneappeared on
the rate book as the owner of property
which he did not possess and had not
paid rates for, though he had paid on
property really belonging to him rates
sufficient to qualify him as acandlidate ?
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Tif i Pnana: That could be done.
Mnm. ILLINOWORTE: It was an

inj ustice.
Ma. PURRISS: All taxation was pay-

able in cash, and the object of the Act
was to make taxation of this kind self-
collective, because in poor municipalities
the cost of collection ate up the very
heart of the income, as municipalities
had to pay a town clerk and someone to
go round to collect the rates. The more
we could make taxation of this kind self
collective the better. All knew, with
reference to local politics in municipali-
ties and roads boards, what a keen
interest was taken in the election of a
mayor or a counicillor, and how jealous
people were to secure a vote. If it was
stated that a ratepayer should not have
the privilege of voting for a mayor or
councillor unless the rates were paid,
that would bring about to a large extent
the self-collection of the rates.

(Sitting suspended for ten minutes.]

Ma. IPURKISS (continuing):- There
was nothing in the cases ' mentioned by
the member for Cue. If a man had a
right in respect of property of which he
was not the owner, there was a. forum
provided for curing that so as to get the
name struck off the roll. In the case of
an agreement with a6 tenant that the
tenant should pay the rates, that was a
matter between the landlord and the
tenant and had nothing to do -with the
mn icipality.

MR. ]3AULTSH: It was to be hoped
the member for Rannians would not per-
sist in his; proposed new clause. It was
brought forward solely for the purpose
of meeting a few special cases that existed
in one inicipalitv, and because these
few special cases existed in one munici-
pality the Commwittee were asked to alter
the law relatting- to all municipalities
throughout the State. The question of
the municipal law was specially referred
to by the Colonial Secretary a few months
ago in a communication to the various
muicipal councils, and in that comn-
munication the Colonial Secretary asked
that all municipalities should send in
a list of proposed necessary amend-
ments to the Municipalities Act, as
the Government intended to introduce
an amending Bill. That request, he
believed, was pretty generally complied

with; at all events, a, municipal confer-
ence was held this year, at which a
number of proposals representing the
views of ratepayers throughout the State
were brought forward and discussed.
He did not remember any proposal on
the lines of the clause suggested by the
member for Hfannans having been brought
forward, and the representatives of the
ratepayers were as fully qualified as the
member for Hannans to express an in-
telligent opinion ou a matter like this, as
they were brought closely in touch with
the ratepayvers. It was possible to make
an alterationx with advantage in Section
52 of the Municipalities Act with a view
of making the rating more equal. At
present it appeared in almost every muni-
cipality throughout the State that the
particular section was administered in this
way. If a ratepayer held haldf a dozen as-
sessmnents they were all treated as separate
assessments, and if a ratepayer had paid
rates on five assessments9 his name ap-
peared on the roll for the five for which
he had paidl rates. That, he believed,
was almost the invariable rule. In the
same way, if only one assessment was
paid, the'ratepayer's name appeared on
the roll in respect to that one. It seemed
that exception to this mode of rating was
adopted in one of the municipalities, and
that was the cause of this amendment.
If the member for Hannans proposed an
amendmient making it the clear duty of
municipalities to treat each assessment
on its individual merits, that would meet
the case, and remove the hardships of
which the member complained; at the
samne time, it would make no startling
revolution in the present municipal insti-
tutions. Section 52 was very helpful in
the collection of rates. The member for
Hannaus had stated that the munici-
palities already were amply protected;
they were more fully secured than any
other creditor. In his (Mr. Daglish's) ex-
perience, this section of the Act was the
only security that a municipality had
for the payment of rates without
incurring very heavy legal liabilities
which it was impossible to undertakie.
There were, in many municipalities,
assessments of &, sinall. annual value which
returned a yearly rate of possibly three
shillings or four shillings. It was utterly
absurd to imiagine that any protection
the law gave to municipalities in the way
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of legal procedure would warrant mjunici-
palities in moving the court in regard to
a small sum like that. In these par-
ticular cases the law was powerless to
recover rates unless there existed a pro-
vision giving to the ratepayers some
additional inducement to pay their rates
by a certain day. The section was found
to be most helpful in that way. As the
time for the annual elections approached
ratepayers hastened to pay their rates so
as to be able to exercise their votes. In
a, new country, where all mnunicipali ties
were new and moat of them struggling,
any inducement to pay, the rates was very
helpful and necessary. The man who
neglected to pay his rates deserved no
consideration whatever, because tbe
money of other persons, more sensible
of their obligations and more anxious to
fulfil them, was being expended, with the
natural result that the neglectful person's
property was being improved. If a man
would not recognise is obligations in
regard to payment, be had no right to
consideration at all in regard to the privi-
lege of voting. Municipal representation
was purely representation of property.
If a man who held property failed to
recognise the liabilitieje property entailed
on him he mnust not get the privileges of
representation which were earned by the
fulfilment of the responsihilities. The
member for Hannans had eut forward
what might appear a justification for the
clause in the argument that he simply
proposed to put the individual elector
on the eame footing as the individual
candidate for a seat in a municipal
council. The object of the provision
was to enable a, person who would be
liable to ho rated for the next year to
be eligible to become a candidate.
As a general principle, it was absurd to
argue that ratepayers who had been
forced to pay up their dues by a certain
date would be willing to send to the
council as their representative a man who
had ignored the same responsibility.
Many amendments were required, and a
Bill would have to be brought forward
next session dealing with the whole
matter. It would be far better to make
all the neCssary amendments at one
time, than begin by a piecemeal amend-
ment of this description.

[Ma. ILLIWGWORTN took the Chair.]

Ma&. BATHE: People had been excluded
fronm exercising their votes just because
they had left unpaid a small amount of
rates, So long as municipalities had a
right of recovering their rates in the law
courts, issuing a warrant, and levying
distress, they could collect the amounts
due. As to tbe statement that they
could not do so in small cases, he knew
of instances on the goldfields wherb it
had been done. It was only fair that we

i should remove this disability which cer-
tain people were labouring under. Under
the present law it was possible for a
person who had not paid his rates to be-
a candidate, and that being so why
should not the right to vote be allowed
to a man who wished to do so, even if he
bad not paid his ratesP

Question put, and a division taken
with the followiug result.

Ayes ... ... ... 6
Noes ... ... .. 15

Majority against ... 9
A YES. NOES.

h. B3ath Mr. Atkins
Xr. Holusa Mr. Bure
Mr. Johnsom Mr. DagLl
Mr. Stone Mr. Oardiner
Mr. Taylor Mr. Hre
%lr. Reid (Trums). Mr. asl

Mr. Hayward
Mr. Hicks
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Jacoby
MYr JamesS
Mr. P1urkiss
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Yelvertoa
Mr. Higbnm (T.llry).

Cla-use thus negatived.
Preamble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

MOTION-COMPULSORY IMPROVE-
MENT OF LANDS.

Debate resumed from 14th October, on
the motion by Hon. G. Throssell, affirm-
ig that legislation should be introduced

for the compulsory improvement of al
first-class agricultural land held by
absentee owners, same as applies to resi-
dent selectors uinder the existing land
laws; also on Mr. Diamond's amendment
to omit the words "absentee owners.-

JHTa MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
J. M. Hopkins):- No doubt the object
sought by the mover was to bring about
a condition of affairs which would render
imperative the improvement of large
areas of land alienated from the Crown,
for which Crown grants have issued,
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and which, at the present time, are lying
unfenced, unimproved, and unoccupied.
The hon. member did not desire to pro-
vide additional revenue for the Govern-
ment. The proposal outlined by the
bon. member is, I think, wholly imaprac-
ticable; and I believe that members who
have given any consideration to the pro-
posal will accept this view, because it is
suppiorted by the fact that no other
country has adopted such a proposal.
The member for Northam for a long
period filled the office of Commissioner
of Crown Lands; and although there
appear to be no records in the depart-
ment-T do not know whether Mr. Thros-
sell made any announcement on the
point, but judging from the report in
Mansard I do not think he did-it is
reported that a Bill on the lines laid
down in his proposal was at one time
prepared and passed this House. If that
is so, I have not been able to find any
trace or record of it. The Bill was
certainly not prepared in the Lands
Department.

MR. BUBOES: It passed this House.
THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: As

to what happened to the Bill if it was in-
troduced, I have been unable to trace it
in any way. The mover is doubtless
imbued with a fascinating idea, if it can
be brought in operation. I believe that
such a Bill was at one time drafted, and I
think it passed the legislature of Natal~
and was sent home; but the Queen's
assent was withheld for the simple reason
that the Bill was deemed to be repugnant
to the Constitution. It was held that
when a Crown grant was issued for
certain properties, the obligations had
been performed. It amounted to this,
that the imposition of adiditional burdens,
as was contemplated by the Natal Bill,
would probably lead to the owners of the
land again surrendering it to the Crown.
At the time it was thus viewed, and wits
held to be a constitutional difficulty-I
believe it was termed a. constitutional
immorality-and for that reason the Bill
dlid not receive the assent of Her Ma 'jesty.
There is another proposal which has
engaged the attention of the Rouse, the
motion moved by the member for
Kanowna (land tax) ; and I1 have had
some information prepared in order that
members may have it at their disposal in
dealing with that question. In New

Zealand the local governinig body has the
power to impose a rate on the unim-
proved value of lands. In addition to
that there is a land and income asspss-
ment tax bky which all lands are taxed.
This is a graduated tax with schedules
prepared. There is a special exemption
up to 600 acres, and there are other
exemptions up to .22,000 allowed in cases
of old age and illness. In Victoria there
is also a land tax. Under their Act all
conditional purchases are included within
the scope of land taxation; and I do not
for one moment assume such a step
would be Contemplated in Western Aus-
tralia.

MR. ItLrINGWOuRT IsT that so?
THE MINISTER: That is so. In

Victoria all conditional purchases come
within the scope of the land tax.

MR. ILLINGWoRTH: There is an ex-
emption to 640 acres.

Tnn MvINISTER; That is the case;
but there is an exemption in every
system of land taxation that exists
throughout the Australian States and
New Zealand. In South Austrilia there
is taxation on all lands with exemptions.
That taxation is 11'd. per X, and in case of
absentees it is increased by 20 per cent.

MR. JACOBY: Does that extend to
conditional purchases?

THE MINISTER: Apparently it does.
I would not like to say, with authority,
that it does or does not. The Act is not
sufficiently clear for me to declare that it
does, but after going through the Act
carefully I have come to the belief that
conditio~nal purchases are taxed in South
Australia. In that State the land tax
was increased by Id. per X last year, and
I believe a Bill wvas rectently initroduced
to have that increase continued. In New
South Wales there is also a land and
income tax. The landowner furnishes a
valuation of his land; there is a £240
minimum; and this taxation imposes Id.
per X on unimproved values. Members
are thus given an idea of the systems of
land taxation in vogue in the Eastern
States. For my part, without pledging
the Government one war' or the other, it
appears to me at times when I am going
round the State and see large areas of
valuable land for which in umanv in-
stances a Crown grant was issued, i dare
say for a trifling consideration, this land
being held without improvements carried
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out and without its productiveness made
use of in any way by the owner, who may
be an absentee allowing it to lie idle so
as to reap the advantages given to him
by the development of the State, the
increase of populatioyn, and the expendi-

.ture of loan moneys and revenue in the
building or railways and other public
works through the country, that I can
agree *with the member for Northam in
this respect, that it is not right this
state of affairs should continue. Th New
Zealand, when the Act was introduced
which enabled the Government to repur-
chase under compulsory conditions, I
believe the assessment was fixed by the
owner of the land against the assess-
ment which was eventually determined
and reviewed by the resident magistrate.
from whose decisiont the owner could
appeal to the Supreme Court; but I
believe that once it was fixed the Gov-
ernment had the right to resume the
property at an addition of ten per cent.
It has struck me that in some eases in
Western Australia where there are large
and valuable tracts of country unutilised
anid unoccupied, and where even the
boundary lines are not fenced, it would
be no revolutionary proposal to force the
owners either to fence their properties
on the boundary lines or turn the land
to account, ur to give the State an
opportunity of purchasing at a reason-
able price and so turning it to some
advanta-ge in the interests of the country.
I thick it is generally conceded by those
members who have given consideration
to the question that the proposal as out-
lined by the member for Northam is not
practicable.

Ma.- TAYLOR: It only applies to first-
class land.

TnEMINISTER FOR LANDS: After
all, who is going to discriminate between
what is first-class aod what is third-
class land ? That is a very difficult
thing to deal with. The Under Secretary
for Lands agrees with me in the con-
tention I have raised; and to-day he
consulted the Commissioner of titles,
who stated that he had no knowledge of
a Bill which was supposed to have been
prepared in Mir. Throssell's time, and at
that time I think the Commissioner wats
Parliamentary Draftsman.

Mn. ILLINO WORTH:. There was no such
Bill: it was a taxation Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
think it was.

Ma. STONE : Do you say that boundary
fences should be put up?

THE PREMIER: That canino be done
under this method.

Tne MINISTER FOR LANDS: When
it comes to a tax on unimproved values
of land, that is a different proposal, and
we have plenty of precedents for it in the
Eastern States. I think the question is
more likely to reaeh finality on the lines
of the motion proposed by the member
for Kanowna.

Mxa. J~conry: He proposed a general
tax,

Ma. W. ATKINS (Murray): I would
like to know whether the motion of the
member for Kanowna (land tax) means
that all land is to be taxed on un-
improved values, or that only unimproved
land is to be taxed on unimproved values.
If he means to tax unimproved land on
unimproved values, I am with him; but
if all land is to be taxed, I am against
him.

THE CH.mAIRMAN It is out of ordler to
discuss any other motion.

Tnu MINISTER FOR LANDS (in
explanation): In referring to the motion
of the member for Kanowna, I do not
desire to convey the impression that I

1am prepared to support it; but the fact
of its being introduced will open. up a

Idiscussion enabling us to hear the views
of other members, and I think that is the
only way we can reach finality on tie
matter.

MR. P. STONE (Greenough): The
land of the company referred to by the
Minister for Lands is exempted.

TaE MINISTER: I did not refer to any
company. I was speaking on the broad
principle.

MR&. STONE: Speaking of the con-
cession of the Midland Railway Company,
a notice has been served on them by a
roads board for a rate of 1d. per acre or
Id. in the £, and the company have sent
back a reply to say they were specially
exempted. How then can we get at the
company by a land tax ?

TEE Pinvlmn: I think you may get
at them by an action at law. It is -what

IMay be called b-l-u-f-f.
Mn. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco):- One

must admit that the arguments of the
Minister for Lands, in regard to the

compuleory
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difficulty in dealing with the proposal of
the member for Northam, Tire all very
well; but we might at least carry the
motion with the amendment of the
member for South Fremantle, as an
expression of the view of this House that
some method of enforced improvement is
desirable if practicable. I think, as the
Minister for Lands has indicated, that
taxation is the only way by which we can
enforce compulsiory improvements. There
can be no question as to the powers of
the Legislature in regard to taxation, and
I think there can be as little question
concerning the powers of Parliament to
discriminate between the different classes
of land as well as between the different
areas. It would hea in our power to pass
a motion proposing a differentiated tax
in proportion to the amount of improve-
ment, making unimproved land most
highly taxable. In that way I think we
could, with a certain amount of success,
carry out the views of the member for
Northamn. There is no distinct proposal
to deal with taxation in the motion; but
I think the motion is couched in such
general terms that we can fairly claim
there is no exemption of the question of
taxation.

Trig PREMIER: The mnotion says "com-
pulsory' improvements to be of a similar
nature."

MR. DAGLISH: Improvements would
be compulsory, if we passed a form of
taxation on unimproved lands wbich
would make it profitless to possess such
lands. That would be a form of com-
pulsory improvement. There are no
conditions that can override the power of
Parliament to impose taxation on any land
held throughout the State by Grown grant
or fee simple. [MR. ThLxsowosTn: This
motion does not refer to taxation.] My
argument is that the motion pron' oses
legislation of any description that may
appeal to the House to enforce improve-
ments. I am willing to admit that the
motion advances the extent of improve-
ment, but it does not advance the nature
of the legislation by which that extent of
improvement is to be achieved. I agree
entirely with the view of the Minister for
Lands, that we can most effectively deal
with the matter on some such proposal as
that of the member for Kanowna, or in a
Bill based on that proposal]. I do not
know of any other measure that could

deal with it; and I was somewhat sur-
prised at the haste of the Minister for
[Lands, after his speech in which he
seemed to favour such a course, in dis-
claiming his support to such a proposi-
tion. I hope the Government will care-
fully consider whether it is possible. by~
grading taxation, to enforce some method'
of improving the large areas of land
referred to in this motion.

MR. A. Y. HASSELL (Plantagenet):
I, take it that the object of this motion is
simply to Advertise the member for Nor-
tham; and as I object to such advertise-
ment, I intend to support the contention
of the Minister for Lands. This is
simply a cunningly-worded motion to
advertise the member for Northam.

Amendment (Mr. Diamond's, to omit
"absentee owners ") put, and a division

taken, with the following result: -
Ayes
Noes

a

7
-. ... ... 14

Majority, against ... 7
AYER. NOES.

Mr. Bath Mr. Atkins
Air. flaglish Mr. Eurges
Mr. Ewing Mr. Haisell
Mr. Hot.=n Mr. Hayward
Mr. stone Mr. Hicks
kir. Taylor Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Pigott (Teller). Mr. Illiurwortli

Mr. Jcb
Mr.Jae
Ma'. Purkiss
Mr. Reid
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Yelverton
Mr. Higha (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
Motion (Hon. G. Throssell's) put,
division taken with the following

gulft
Ayes ..
Noes. ..

and
re-

8
... ... 12

Majority against .. 4
AYEs. Nous.

Mr. Bath, Hr. Atkins
Mr. Ewing Mr. Eass
Mr. Holmnan Mr. Hassell
Air. Rdd Mir. Hayward
Mr. stonce Mr. Hicks
Mr. Taylor Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Wallace Mr. Iuingorth
Mr. ])agliiah (Tellr). Xr. Jacoby

Mr: Jamie
Mr. Pigott
Mr. Yelverton
Mr. Igham, (T.11"r).

Question thus negatived.

MOTION-MIDLAND RAILWAY AND
LANDS, TO PURCHASE.

Debate resumed from 14th October, on
the motion by Mr. Quinlan, " That the
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time has arrived when, in the best
interests of the State, the Government
should purchase the Midland Railway
and the lands of the company; and to
this end the authority of the House be
given to the Government to enter iuto
negotiations with the company or its
representatives in this State for the pur-
chase upon terms to be agreerl upon,"."

MR. F. ILLTNGWORTH (Cue): The
question covered by this motion is to may
mind, one of the most important which
this or any other Parliament for some
time to come can consider. I have long
held the conviction that the most desir-
able method of dealing with this
question would he to obtain possession
of the Midland Railway and lands-
primarily to obtain the lands. I am not
so particularly anxious to secure the rail-
way, except on the general principle which
I hold that all railways should belong to
the State. But in the present condition
of Western Australi;4, the Midland lands
ought to be controlled entirely by the
State, and oughbt to be under conditions
similar to those of lands tinder the State
law. Now the State law is of two kinds
-the law as to Crown lands, which
permits their sale under definite con-
ditions, and the law as, to purchased lands,
which under a separate Act allows the
Government to vary the prices according
to the circumstanc-es and the values of
the lands reftrred to. I hold that if
the State could become possessod of theI
2,000,000 acres of land now belonging to
the Midland Railway Company, the State
could under the Lands Purchase Act dis-
pose of that land at prices which would
return a great profit, and give immense
-relief to thousands of people who now
desire to settle in that part of the coun-
try. I hold that a purchase at a reasonable
price could be effected without any loss
to the Crown-indeed at a, profit to the
Crown if the laud were properly handled.
It is within my own knowledge that a, con-
siderable portion of that land has been
parted with, and is now being parted
with, by the company, at lprice% varying
from £1 to £92 an acre; and if the pre-sent holders, who offer no particula~r
inducement to intending buyers, can get
those prices-and they can get and are
getting them-then the State would have
no difficulty in obtaining similar prices.
The land of good quality and in pros-

imity to the railway could be sold at
varying prices which would justify the
State in becoming possessed of the pro-
perty. The land farther distant, and of
inferior quality, could be sold under our
Lands Purchase Act at still lower prices
-at prices below the present 10s. per
acre; and there is no reason why it
should not be. The main desideratum is
that the State should get possession of
tbe laud. In addition, we should seek to
carry another p~oint of great importance
by, obtaining a long section of line which
lies between two Government railways.
and making it part and parcel of the great
railway system of the country. When,
however, we have to deal with a property
owned by a company domiciled outside the
State, we have to deal with it as we deal
with other properties not our own, and
which we desire to purchase, It is futile
to tell people: ",You should say this and
should not say that." We are not dealing
with people wbo are not as fully ac-
quaited as we are with the conditions of
this railway and this laud. Men who
are considered good enough to be direc-
tors of the flank of Eng-land and the
London and Westminster Bank are not
men to be misled by any remarks which
T or any other memnber may make in this
House; and it is futile-it is like the
ostrich hiding its head in the sand and
thinking no one can see the rest of it-to
say, "You should not disclose this or -
that." There is no reason why we should
not fully disclose and consider the value
of the property which it is proposed to
buy. Some years ago I was taken to
task because I urged the purchase of this
railway; and because I at that time had
a certain small section of this land-
about 20,000 acres-for sale in may office,
it was hurriedly concluded by the Press
and in other quarters that I had some
personal interest in the sale of the rail-
way.

MR. Jicony: You were also Treasurer
at the time.

Mix. LLLINGWORTH: The hon.
member should have waitea. when I
took the position of Treasurer of the State
I deemed that position inconsistent with
holding control of any portion of the
Midland Company's lands, because I had
strong opinions about the purchase of the
land, and I gave up the Control when I
took the portfolio of Treasurer. I never
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received one shilling commission from the
Midland Company after I accepted the
position of Treasgurer of the State.

Mn. JACOBY : At the time you made
the statement you were Treasurer.

MR. ILLINGWORTU:- What state-
ment P

MR. JACOBY!: Regarding the value of
the line.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I make the
statement again. What does it reveal, or
what did it reveal? I made the state-
ment that the railway proceeds were
approaching the interest on a million and
a. half of money, and the country should
have noticed it: It was a statement which
the country will regret having failed to
notice, and if the Government had noticed
the statement then and had taken the
advice I gave, they would at once have taken
the necessary steps to secure the railway,
and they would have got that railway at a
lower price than they will get it itt now.
I gave good advice to the House, and I
gave good advice to the Ministry of which
I was a member. I gave good advice to
the State. and with conscientiousness I
gave that good advice, and it is good
advice still, and no amount of personal
criticism will mnake that advice more than
what it was. What were the facts ? An
effort was made by a previous Govern-
ment to secure the railway. The price
was given at a million and a half; that
was the amount that was asked. What
did it mean ? It meant 3 per cent. interest
on a.million and a half of money. That
was just about the proceeds of the rail-
way, something like £41,000, the actual
proceeds of the railway at the time. If
this railway could have been purchased
for that sum of woney, and if the railway
itself covered 8 per cent. on the purchase,
what advice could any sensible ma giv
but to say that, the railway was a good
bargain ? And we could have got in
addition to the railway two million acres
of land, which land could be made to
return one million of money. At that
time there ivas a report circulated that the
railway could be bought for £ 1,000,000.
As a matter of fact a suggestion was
made through the Agent-General in
London that possibly the railway could
be secured for something like that sum;,
but when the offer was made it was
found that the circumstances had changed.
I was not possessed of that knowledge.

The sum of £1,200,000 was mentioned as
a tempting amount f or the railway, and
the price submitted to the Agent-General
was £1,360,000. That was the lowest
sum that the railway was ever offered for.
At that time our 8 per cents, were worth
£90 in the market, and the proposition
was that the railway could be purchased
for £1,350,000 with 3 per cent, bonds
taken at par and held for l0 years. That
was the proposal, and that Offer could or
could not have been accepted by the State.
That was the proposal, and even by
proper negotiations perhaps a lower
price could have been obtained. Sup-
posing the railway had been secured for
tha sum of money, we have to take into
consideration the difference between the
floating, which would be £130,000. This
means that the railway could have been
secured for a matter of £1l,215,000.
That is what the railway could have been
secured for. I believe by proper negotia-
tions it could he secured at some such
figure yet. I do not know; Ilam not in
the know. Since I left the Treasury no
item or telegram in regard to this matter
has come to me, but from the information
I then had I gave the best advice in
lay judgment, which was that the State
should take steps to obtain the rqil-
wa Y. That is the motion before the
House, that the Government should take
steps to obtain the railway. That was a
good proposition then; it is a good pro-
position now. The proposition then was
the question of price; the proposition
now is still a question of price. It is all
a question of price. It is a question
whether the Government can secure the
railway at a price to recommend to the
House and which the House will approve
of. I contend that it is a matter of pub-
lic urgency that the State should be pos-
sessed of that land, and if possible the
State should be possessed of the railway.
The first thing is the land, that is the
primary consideration; but I think the
question should be considered as apply-
ing both to the railway and the land. I
am not in a position to say what the rail-
way is worth, but it is worth more to the
State than to anybody else. If anything
can be got out of the land, the State
can get it. The State can get more out
of the land than a, private individual can,
f or a private individual cannot treat with
two miihon acres of land but the State
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can. A private individual cannot give
long terms, but the State can. So
long as we can make a deal at a price
that is satisfactory and become possessed
of the property, 'and that on a proper
proportion of time, it will pay not only
the cost but the interest and the sinking
fund. It ought to be a good proposition
for the Government to consider. I con-
tend that it is a good proposition to con-
sider. I will not suggest what price the
Government should give: that is a matter
for their consideration. No doubt the
owners of the property will get what they
can for it. We have to consider the
question that although the Midland Rail-
way can show a return of £41 in the
hundred for the cost of working, the Gov-
ernment price is £80, and consequently
we cannot consider the question on their
proposition. We cannot treat the rail-
rvay on the proposition that we could
obtain a profit of 58 per cent., because we
could not make such a profit out of it.
The State is in the unique position of
dealing with the land easily and on terms
which no one else can. The State
can secure the purchase and secure itself
for the money; that will be satisfactory.
If the Government can see their way
clear to get possession of the land, they
can put it uinder the Land Purchase Act
and it can be made to pay any price the
Government are prepared to give, any
reasonable and proper price; it can be
made to return the capital cost of the
land and the railway, and the railway
will be a permanent profit to the State.
Holding that conviction, I must strongly
support the motion before the Rouse.
This is all the Government should con-
sider. There are no financial difficulties
in the way, because the company are
prepared, I understand-it was the case
then, and I do not know of any change
which has come since then-to take the
State's 3 per cent. bonds at par for any
price that may be agreed upon. It was
a matter of X1,350,000; that was the
price named then; a, nominal quotation,
no fixtures. There would be no financial
difficulties in the transfer of the bonds.
It would not affect our securities, because
terms could be made for the bonds to be
held so that they would not affect the
market. I have perhaps strong feelings
on the question, because I look on it as a
great question to the State. Perhaps at

times I have said more about it than I
ought to have said, but I have said
nothing to my own personal interest.

THE PREMIER: Hear hear.
MR. ILLINOWOETH: If I have

erred in my conviction, I am here to
express my conviction, and it is for the
ultimate benefit of the State in which I live.
I believe the proposition is a good one. I
believe the time will come in the State
when, no matter at what price, the State
will buy the railway. The State will
have to buy it, it seems to me, because
Public opinion is in favour of it, and
unless we can secure a chainge in con-
nection with the M idland Railway Com-
pany's land by a species of taxation
which we have been talking about to-
night. or some other process-it will be a
long process anyhow-unless we take
steps to moderate the terms, it must be
ever a growing rather than a decreasing
price, consequently there are no points in
delay. If I thought we could change
the circumstances and change the price,
it would be a different thing. What-
ever the price is within reason, I
think that the Government should take
the matter into consideration and be pre-
pared, fortified by a vote of the House. to
make a proposal in regard to the railway.
The Government will not care to make a
proposal which is unsatisfactory to the
House, I am sure, but if they do the
House will have to sanction the pro-
posal; still to make a proposal will do no
harm at all. It is possible in their desire
to get free from a distant property the
owners will come to decent terms, and I
believe they will. My impression is that
if properly managed the property can be
secured at a satisfactory price to the
State, hut I am not sure that it will be
satisfactory to the original owners. In
fact I know it will not be so if everybody
was paid twenty shillings in the pound,
because then the company would want a
big price. But tbe people who will

suffer the greatest losses are no longer
connected with the company : we have to
deal with the present holders. If we go
the right way about it the property can
be secured. I do not favour the present
do-nothing policy; something ought to
be done. Some basis ought to be arrived
at for acceptance or negation. We ought
to negotiate in some way; there should
be some fixture so that the country would
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be able to say. "We cannot get it for
so much, therefore we cannot buy it";
or " We can get it for so much and the
country should buy it." I think good
business can be done for the State, and I
do not think any good will be gained by
delay. I do not think anything we can
do will make things better. I want to
say that when I came into Parliament in
1894 there was no one in the House who
said so much against or exposed the mal-
practices of the Midland Railway Company
as I did. My speeches are on record. I
have always been opposed to the company
since its inception, and I have done all I
could to oppose it. I was opposed to
the £500,000; I was opposed to the
£60,000; I was opposed to assistance
being given to the railway all the time;
an4 if the powers who were then respon-
sible had done their duty to the State
they would never have made that£500,000
advance, hut they would have forfeited
from the company any fights which the
company possessed. Instead of that the
Government abrogated the old conditions
and made fresh ones, when the action of
the company would have helped us to
become the possessors of the railway.
We have to meet affairs as they are.
Certain things have been abrogated and
certain other conditions made. At the
present time the State is responsible for
half a million of money at four per cent.,
and that is payable in 20 years. That
half million should have been paid off,
and our extra responsibility would not
have been a great sum of money. This
motion commits us to nothing more than
asking the Government to endeavour-I
presume during the recess, because we
cannot do much before this Parliament
lapses-either to make an offer or get a
quotation from the Midland Company
such as they can recommend this House
to accept or reject, as the case may be.
I would ask for nothing more than that.
I ask that the present do-nothing policy
shall cease, and that something shall be
done to secure for the State this valuable
tract of country, and if possible the rail-
way as well. I hope the House will see
its way clear to support the motion.

MR. A. Y. HASSELJL (Plantagenet):
I intend to support the motion, and I
simply rise to correct an impression
which seems to exist in the North, as
expressed by the member for Greenough

(Mr. Stone) some time ago, that those
along the Great Southern Railway oppose
the purchase of the Midland Railway.
I had a great deal to do in relation
to the purchase of the Great Southern
Railway, of which I am not ashamed;
and during the time I have been in the
House I would have supported, if it had
come to a division, a motion to purchase
the Midland Railway at any satisfactory
price.

MR. M. H. JACOBY (Swan): I am
afraid that motions of this description,
like the indiscreet speech of the member
for Cue (Mr. lllingworth) when he was
Colonial Treasurer some time ago, only
make it increasingly difficult for this
country to bring about what we desire.
I consider it far better to leave matters
of this bind entirely to the discretion of
the Government, because every time there
is an agitation in this House or in the
country to purchase the line, it puts up
the backs of that company and makes
it less easy to negotiate with them.

MR. ILLINGWOILTH: It does not affect
the matter a, bit.

MR. JACOBY: Anyhow, I have very
good reason for believing that if there
had been in the past less agitation in
this House for the purchase of that line
there might have been more desire on the
part of the company to come to terms
with the Government. I have no doubt
that if an offer were made by the com-
pany, any Government would consider it
a duty to make a tentative. agreement for
the purchase of that line on the best pos-
sible terms, and bring the matter before
Parliament, and that would be the time
for the subject to be discussed. If we
pass a motion in favour of the purchase
of this line, what are we committing our-
selves toP Are we going to fi11 the
pockets of the owners of the line with a
tremendous amount of money for that
concession ? I should like to know,
before I give my vote for the purchase of
that line, what we are going to pay for
it. We have the line, and the country is
getting benefit from it; and I should be
somewhat sorry to see taken away from
this State a line which acts as a check
upon the working of our own railways.
Here we have a report from the Commis-
sioner of Railways, which shows that we
are practically paying for the working of
our lines about 100 per cent. more than



Midlnd ailay: [28OCTBER 193.J to Purchase. 1759

the Midiland Company are paying for the
working of theirs, and even if we pick
out Government lines almost identical as
far as the service is concerned, we find
that the cornparisdn is greatly to the dis-
advantage of our own lines. If we could
secure what we want most, that being
the opening up of the lands of that con-
cession, I for one should be perfectly con-
tent to all-nw the railway to continue in
the possession of the company. From the
reports of people who use the line, takren as
a. whole the service is a very satisfactory
one. The whole dissatisfaction is in con-
nection with the land policy of the
company. I should like to see some
method adopted, if it can honestly be
done, to force that company to realise its
lands, to make them available; and i
cannot understand what reason actuates
the company in taking up the polic.y it
does, because surely it must be to the
benefit of its own line to have settle-
mnent.

ME. MORAN: To force ourlbands.
MR. JACOBY. If we were to say,

",We will ntbyyour line; we will
make you bakut"we should get some
good out of it; but whilst we keep up the
present agitation and talk about buying
the line, and not having the money to do
it with, the company stiffens its back.

buMn. ILLINGwo~RrH: Say you will not
by the line.

Ms. JACOBY: It would be better to
do that than to go on as we are doing at
present. I do not know whether some-
thing could be done by treaty for the
purchase of the land, but at say rate as
far as the country is concerned I cannot
say whether the State lands are suffering
any great disadvantage.

MR. Buns~ -S: What about the people
living on the land ?

M n. JACO BY:- I will deal with that.
The difficulty is that people who are
selecting small areas of land are unable
to obtain their titles. I have brought
this matter forward before.

THE MINISTER yBox LANDS: Are these
small settlers complying with the usual
conditions ?

- MR. JACOBY: I know of one instance
where a. settler has taken up 300 acres
or something like that, and has cleared a
large portion of the land. and built a
house, but at the present time he has not
his title because the Minister for Lands

will not let him have it. One may ask
Mr. Henry Brockman about that.

Tuis PREMIER; We are following out
the recommendation of the select com-
mittee.

MR. MORAN:- Those people are tenants
at Will.

MR. JACOBY; We are having a fairly
satisfactory train service from the com-
pany.

Mn. HAssEgLL:, There was great conm-
plaint last year.

Ms. JACOBY: We are, I say, having
a fairly satisfactory service, and nearly,
all agree on that point. If it be not
satisfactory, we shall be able to give
power to the Government to make it
so, provided there is no attempt to have
confiscation or repudiation. I appeal to
the House whether, now we have that
line, it would not be far better to spend
a million and a half in opening up other
districts by railways. Our main object
is to open up the country, and if the
Midland Company provides a satisfactory
service, why bother about the line? My
vote would go, in preference, to voting a
million and a half to open up some other
portions of the countr 'y.

MR. ILLZIqGWoRTH:' YOU would have
to borrow money.

Ms. JACOBY: If we buy this line we
shall be a million and a half farther in
debt, and shall have no additional rail-
way, but if we build a new line we sqhall
have new country opened up. I intend
to vote against this motion, but not
because I have no sympathy with the
desire to have the line purchased on
account of the lands. If the lands can-
not be got without the line I should like
to see the whole thing purchased, but if
the land concession can be obtained with-
out the railway, I prefer that to be done.
I would like to see this motion with-
drawn. I am sorry, indeed, to ffed that
the mover of this motion, like the movers
of half-a-dozen other motions which we
have been discussing to-night, is not in
his place. 1 think it inadvisable to bring
such a, motion as this forward, seeing that
it only hampers the Government and
makes it more difficult to bring about
what we desire.

Mn. P. STONE (Greenough): No one
can find much fault with the train
service on the Midland line, which has
accomplis~hed a, very useful purpose, and
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has served people inland. The trouble isI
the land policy, and we want the company
to realise the land. I support the motion
to purchase this railway with its lands at
any reasonable and fair price, under
proper conditions. The Government have
the purchase of the Great Southern Rail-
way and its lands to guide them as to
whether the deal would be a good one or
not, and I think they are pleased to
compare notes to see whether in the case
of the Great Southern Railway a good
deal was made. The roads boards
throughout the district which this line
traverses have started a system of local
taxation of something like a penny in the
pound or a halfpenny on the acre; and
this will make the company consider
their position. If a laud tax be intro-
duced, that will cause the company
to either sell the line or run it at a
great loss; so in my opinion if the
Government open up negotiations with
the company and point out the position,
we can effect a satisfactory deal. In any
case, if the line be purchased I would
like to see it, kept under separate manage-
ment, seeing that the cost of managing
the line now works out at half the cost
of working the Government lines, and by
having a section like the Midland line
worked by separate management we could
play one line off against the other, and
get better results for the public.

MR. F. WALLACE (Mt. Magnet):
It is refreshing to hear members like the
member for the Swan (Mr. Jacoby) advo-
cating the possession of the land by the
Government, whilst desiring that the
line should be left in the hands of the
company. A number of people in this
House and throughout the State have
expressed an opinion on the remark by
the member for Cue (Mr. fllingworth)
some time ago, as to the value of that
concern as a whole, and that opinion
raised a suspicion that the persons con-
ducting the business of the company were
certainly a lot of born fools, who had
in their hands a concern whose value
they did not know. I hope members
will disabuse their minds of that opinion
of the company, and will realise that the
company know what they have in their
hands and are sound business men,
having a sound business man at the head
of their affairs in this State. The whole
concern is for sale, like everything else

at a price, and had it not been for the
policy of procrastiuation of the late Mi-.
ILeake some time ago when the member
for Greenough (Mr. Stone), Mr. Drew,
and myself met him, the whole concern
could have been bought at what I consider
a fair price, and I base my opinion as to
a fair price on the disposal of the land.
I notice that when the Government are
acquiring laud they base the value of
land they desire to obtain on the direct
return they will get from that land.
I want to say that my idea of the State
purchasing this land with a view to close
settlement is that even if the Government
were directly losers by the transaction,
the indire-t benefit to the State would
justify the Government in giving what
was considered at the time more than the
value of the land. In this property is a
lot of valuable land, and through this
procrastination policy of a former Gov-
ernment-i am inclined to think the
present Government are following the
example--the company are disposing of
this very valuable land to pastoralists.
The time will yet come when the State
will bave to buy these particular blocks
back at a very high price indeed. If the
Government wish to settle the northern
part of the State above Gingin, it is their
duty to approach the company and make
a reasonable offer, and to go into the
whole concern, making a valuation and
endeavouring to strike a medium with the
company to get possession of the conces-
sion. I know very well that the Govern-
ment realise they have no chance of
getting the land unless they take the
railway; and that the railwa 'y cannot be
run by the State at other than a loss is
clear to everybody. I am not going into
the conditions of running the line, for
that is only a side issue so far as I
am concerned to-day. However, if the
Government bought out the whole of the
concession, by settling people on the land
they would increase in a few years the
traffic to such an extent that, undoubtedly,
within seven or ten years the line would
be a paying concern. If the Government
are going to compute the traffic on what
it is to-day, naturally they would say
they will have nothing to do with the
concern; hut I want the Government to
look farther ahead and compute the
actual number of persons they can settle
on theo land along the line, for by that
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means they can arrive at the approximate
traffic and will then see that the concern
is worth. buying. Certain members are
interested in lands along this line, and
they are not anxious that the Government
should in any way force the hands of the
company for fear that their taxation in
the way of rent muay be increased. This
House has however very quietly sub.
mitted to one means of squeezing the
company by subsidising the steamer
service to Geraldton.

MR. JACOBY: We have Dot had that
subject before us yet.

Mn. WALLACE: It was discussed by
the House, because a motion was passed
on which the Government acted. Of
course we will have an opportunity of
again discussing it when we come to the
Estimates. That was one of the means,
however, by which the Government
sought to squeeze the company, and I
am sorry to think that any gentlemen
forming a Ministry would he so blind to
business tactics as to think that the
company would be squeezed by that
means. The directors of the company
are not such fools as to have their noses
cut off to spite their faces. If the Gov-
erment are sincere in their desire to
settle people on the land, the Treasurer
can be intrusted with the duty of
approaching the company and making a
fair offer. I hope that the motion will
he carried, notwithstanding the Govern.
went do not desire it since it would force
their hands; but my experience is that
unless the hands of the Government arc
forced, the railway and lands will be in
the same state for the next ten years.
Members should realise that we want
people settled on this portion of the State,
and that the only means of doing so is to
become possessed of the railway as well
as the land. The question then as to
how the railway will be run is a matter
which I will. be satisfied to leave in the
bends of the Treasurer, because he can
devise a scheme as to bow the line can be
run in the interests of the persons settled
in the north and along its route. I have
much pleasure in supporting the motion,
and I hope it will be paused.

MR. W. ATKINS (Murray): Although
I do not hold any brief for the Midland
Railway Company, I think it will be a
good policy on the part of the Govern-
ment to get the lands held by the corn-

Ipany, if possible at a reasonable price.
Certainly I do not think the price
at which the Midland Company have
sold some of the best of their lands
is a reasonable price, and I think
this House to a great extent forgets that
the company are picking the eyes out of
their land and selling it at such high
prices, that the balance of the land
which will be left for the Government to
buy will be of very inferior value. I
think it would be well, however, that the
Government should get that land, hut I
think the member for Cue (Mr. ming-
worth) was rather out when he said that
the interest on the emoluments derived
from the railway by the Midland Railway
Company would, if the Government held
the line, paty the interest on the money
required for the purchase of the land at
three per cent. The Midland Railway
Company are making a profit bt-cause the
cost of their working expenses is 41 per
cent. of their earnings; but the Govern-
meat working expenses axe 84 per cent.
Wh~re therefore does the three per cent.
come inP If there is anything to be
done at all, why not let the Midland
people keep the railway which they are
running at a good percentage, and out of
which they are doing well, and try to get
the land. There is no doubt that as a
State-owned railway it will never pay the
percentage on the capital cost that it
earns under the present management.

MR. MoRn: Why not hand over all
our railways to private companiesP

Mn. ATKims: I think so too.
Mn. R. HASTIE (Kamtowna): I have

been waiting patiently for a member of
the Government to enlighten us so to the
position of affairs with regard to the
Midland Railway Company. I under-
stand that every member of this House,
in fact every member of the community,
is anxious to see that this concession of
land and railway is taken over by the
State. The desire is that such a thing
should take place, but we all have the
fear, so well expressed by the member
for the Swan (Mr. Jaco'by), that if this
motion is pssed for the purchase of the
concessi on, the company will simply put
up their price. The member for Cue

1 (Mr. Illingworth) says that it will not
have much effect, In this respect it will
not, that the liquidators will keep the

Iland so long as it pays them to keep
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it. They will only sell if they get
an offer of such a price that it will
pay them better to sell out and invest
elsewhere. The liquidators are treated
much better in regard to the amount
they are charged by this State than they
would be treated elsewhere. They have
received every possible consideration.
Up to the timie the ",JSulia, Percy " was
started they could not have been treated
better elsewhere. The liquidators are
not particularly charitable persons, and
they are only likely to sell their conces-
sion if the Treasurer would say. "1Give
us your land. Here is a million and
a-ball or a couple of millions." They
would not sell for a million and a-half
if they thought, by waiting on, the
Treasurer would advance the sum by
half a, million more. Although I am
very anxious that the Govern men t should
take over this concession, I have a, hesi-
tancy in voting for the motion on the
ground that it may encourage these people
to ask for more money than they iyould
be willing to take if no such motion was
passed. Several subsidiary questions in
connection with this matter have been
brought forward. For instance, it is
said that the people along the line and
at the end of the line are content with
the management of the railway. I was
along the line the other day and, so far
as I could gther, there was nothing par-
ticularly wrong with the way in which
the line is run. I also met aL fair num-
ber of people in G3eraldton and on the
Murchison, including Mount Magnet,
and from what I recollect of what they
told me the people there said that the
Midland Company were forwarding their
goads at a very cheap rate, and that they
had been doing so ever since the opposi-
tion of the steamship was seriously
started. If the Government followed
the policy that obtained up to a few
months ago and allowed the company a
monopoly, such as the member for Mount
Magnet (Mr. Wallace) desires, the com-
pany would cease to give the concessions
in freight they give at the present time.
I mnay not be stating the case quite
clearly, but that is how it appears to me.
With reference to the question of leaving
the railway to be continued under private
management, I have often expressed the
opinion in this Rouse that the most
serious question in connection with a

company owning a private line was that
the company had a monopoly of a dis-
trict. However, a company cannot have
a monopoly if it is subject to oppo-
sition, and the Midland Railway Corn-
pany is no more subject to opposition

I here than it would be in England or any-
-where else. If a company ran a line
from Liverpool to Glasgow or to any
other part of Great Britain along the
coast, thatt company would be subject to
the yery greatest possible steamship
competition-exactly the same competi-
tion that obtains here at the present
time; and even if the people wished for
cheap freights and could not get them,
they' would suhdidise a service exactly
as the Government have dlone in this
case. In other words the Treasurer has
only followed a goad English precedent.
and ITam surprised at such an enlightened
member as the member for Mount Magnet
not falling in with it. One fault certainly
has been found with the IMidland Corn.
pany, in regard to the manner in whch
they deal with their land. In fact I1
had something to say on the matter
to-day-, when I was very careful to
point out-and. I am very glad the
member for Greenough (Mfr. Stone)
agrees with me-as I wish to point
out again, that the same thing obtains
not only on the Midland line, but in
many other places up in that direction.
In fact, in1 going through the famous
agricultural district of Greenough I saw
several large sections of unused land.
When I asked why it was idle, the answer
was, " Because the people of Greenough

Ihave quito enough land under cultivation
already, and are not anxious to cultivate
that idle land, or give anyone else power
to cultivate it." So that the Midland
Company alone should not be blamed for

I refusing to allow their land to be used.
IHowever, if any scheme is brought before
the House by which the Midland Corn-
pany and other people who hold lands
and refuse to allow them to he used can

Ibe touched, I feel quite certain that the
majority of this House will agree to it.

IThe -member for Cue (Mr. Ullingiorth)
stated that another satisfactor y solution
of this difficulty would he to impose some
conditions on the Midland Company. I

Ihope the Government and the House will
take up that idea; for I feel certain that
if the Government can only convince the
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Midland Railway Company that in a,
short time the company will be called
on to pay a very substantial tax, they
will consider before allowing their
revenue to be thus diminished. So long
as we continue to keep the company in
their present position they will always
be inclined to ask a much higher price
than they are entitled to. If any nego-
tiations are commenced, I hope the
Treasurer will bear in mind that what
the country has to pay is the cost of the
actual work done, and not the fanciful
prices which will no doubt be named by
the company. Probably the 'y will ask
from three to five times as much as thney
actually spent in this State.

THE TREASURER: Five times as much
would be fairly Strong.

MR. HASTIE: I do not think it an
unlikely demand. I need not ask the
Treasurer not to have any bowels of
compassion for the debenture-holders,
because the present debenture-holders
have not spent very much money, and
have not entered on a risky enterprise.
All they did was to make sure that they
had a very good security for the money
advanced, and that there was no risk
whatever of their losing by the invest-
ment. On another question, there must
be Some difference of opinion-what is
the attitude of the people who live along-
side the railway, and of the people at the
end of the railway, in the Geraldton and
Magnet districtsP When I was there, I
found that opinion was divided, and this
has been the experience of other members.
Some of the local residents wish the Gov-
ernment to take over the whole of the
line; otters are of a contrary opinion.
My own idea is that, if at all possible,
arrangements should be made for the line
being taken over quickly.

Ma. MORN:~ Where shall we raise a
million and a-halfP

MR. HASTIE: It was pointed out by
the ex-Treasurer (Mr. Iuingworth) and
others, that we should not need to find
any money at all. We can give the
company bonds, and those bonds will
not increase our general indebtedness.
The hon. member assured the House that
there was no difficulty about the money,
because the company were willing to take
our bonds and to agree not to put them
on the market in competition with our
other bonds. I presume the hon. mem-

her is satisfied that such an arrangement
would not increase the indebtedness of
the State, nor injure its etedit. If so,
the scheme would do no harm. But my

experence of people in England, as of
ple elsewhere, is that they will not

enter into any arrangement unless it pays
them well; and I hope that the Treasurer
will, in considering this, bear in mind that
he ought not to make any arrangement
which will give the company too much
for their railway and their land.

MR. 0. J. MORAN (West Perth): No
one in this Chamber or in this country
has a keener desire than 1, nor has any-
body for years past had a keener desire
than I have had, tbat the country should
again become possessed of this its natural
property, the land held by the Midland
Railway Company. This question is an
old source of contention in the House,
and has given rise to most animated
discussions in years gone by. I moved
on two occasions with a view to legislation
which any ordinary British possession
should be entitled to make in reference
to its lands, denying not for one moment
that my idea was, as it is and always
will be, that the company had violated in
spirit every one of the covenants entered
into with this State when the company
first got that concession. And it was on
this question that I had in this Chamber,
for the first time in many years, a heated
discussion with Sir John Forrest, in
which a certain animus was displayed.
He, being then Premier, was on all
occasions averse to what I considered
justice to the country in dealing with the
Midland concession. He always pro-
tected the company, and argued that it
would be unfair to take their lands. I
opposed him on two Separate occasions
at great length; for days: in this House
we carried on the fight; and the Premier
won. I have made this question a special
feature of my career in this House, and
have no desire to be looked on as one
unmindful of the obligations of this
State in any bargain which it concludes.
But what are the facts ? This was not
in its essence a railway scheme; it was
what is known as a colonisation scheme
pure and Simple; and the railway was
one of the desiderata in carrying out
that colonisation scheme. Now are we
bound to believe that this country
is under any special obligation, in
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dealing with lands of the company,
apart from the obligations the country is
under in dialing with the lands of our
numerous State tenants ? I have always
held that there has never been any possible
justification for the action of past Govern-
ments in shielding the company from the
operation of proposed land taxation. So
far back as 1900 1 made a motion in this
House, because at that time there were
rumours in the air that the Midland
Company wished their concesision to he
bought; and the truth of this was
admitted by the Premier, though in the
course of the debate he said, " They are
only verbal offers." I moved that wre
should have a careful examination and
a detailed valuation of the Midland
Railway and the rest of the company's
property; that a complete valuation
should be made of the rolling-stock;
that these valuations should be on a cash
basis of actual value; and that a thorough
audit of the railway accounts of the com-
pany should be made by the Govern-
ment. The motion was strenuously
opposed by th6 then Premier (Sir John
Forrest), and. so far as results went was
defeated ignominiously. But none the
less I contend that bad my course of
action been followed in years gone by,
we should now be in possession of the
Midland Railway, after having paid a fair
price for it. My motion was strenuously
opposed by the then Premier, and by a
leading member of the Opposition,
Mr. F. Wilson. The Premier sad it was
impertinent on my part to propose to
inquire into the affairs of the company.
But I pointed out that at the same time
he was proposing to pass legislation which
would make every man send in a return
of his private business. And yet for-
sooth, the great Midland concession,
which was half -a national affair, must
not be touched at all! I shall not read
the quotation, being sure that members
will credit my statement of its substance.
Mr. Wilson -also opposed me very
strenuously at that time, and said-
"I think it would be most detrimental
to have such a valuation made as now
proposed. It would certainly depreciate
the assets of the comnpany, because
naturally the valuation would not be the
figure which they put upon their prop-
erty." He opposed my making an im-
partial valuation, though such a valuation

would. have given us a good basis to work
on. But a more important debate ensued
later on, in which I again spoke in
reference to this very company. What
was known as the Ruratl Lands Improve-
ment Bill was brought before this House
by the Forrest Government. The Bill
was initiated and. inspired by the grand
old man of land legislation in Western
Australia, tho Hon. George Throsseli; and
had he been given his way-but he was
not-the Midland lands would have been
included. But a clause was inserted
on which a debate of great length and
importance, adjourned from day to day,
took place in the Rlouse. The clause
exempted the very lands which ought to
have been included-the Midland con-
cession. I moved that the clause be
struck out. Here was a Bill for the
improvement of rural lands in this State,
following the policy of Air. Throssell,
which has always been to insist upon im-
provement-witness the present motion.
The Government stonewalled. me on that
occasion, and ultimately moved' an ad-
journment, which was secured by, I think,
one vote. Ido not want toreadthe report of
that debate. 'The Premier and I had a
heated discussion, and Sir John Forrest
stated that there was some sort of tacit
understanding with the company that
they should get ten years' notice before
any land tax was imposed; and on being
pressed, the Premier admitted that such
an understanding funnd no place in the
agreement, but said there wag a, sort of
understanding to that effect. Sir John
Forrest was actuated by one motive, He
considered that fair play should be given
to the company, because he thought they
had done good work in the past, and
therefore should be given every chance.
Why should the company, who had by
some means or other violated every
covenant in their contract, evaded them
in some way, receive exemption while our
own people, holding the lands of the
State, who have borne the heat and
burden of the day, are compelled to im-
prove their lands, while these absentees9
are not compelled to improve theirs?
I moved the deletion of the clause in the
following words:

Having arrived at the kernel of the Bill,
this colony had a duty to perform to itself
and to its people; for we had treated the
Midland Railway Company with every liber-
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alty, having met them fairly and squarely on
every clause of the concession, and the colony
bad done more than that, for it came to thya
assistance of the other party to the contract.

I went on to point out that the time bad
come to include this company in the
scheme for the general improvement of
the State. I suggested that we should
take no notice of the Midland Railway,
but that we should insist, in the best
interests of Western Australia, that the
vacant lands should be improved. That
discussion went on for days, and an
amendment 'was moved by Mr. Quinlan
to give the company some years' notice-
not only the Midland Company but all
absentees. The Rural Lands Act was
not to come into force for some years,
and Mr. Quinlan was encouraged to give
the absentees a few years longer than the
ordinary lanclow-ner. He proposed that
the land taxation under the Bill should
come into play in the year 1902; that
was last year. The result was that we
were defeated in the heel of the hunt by
a majority of one. The Ayes numbered
12 and the Noes 13. There had been an
ineffectual struggle in this Chamber doin
what the Rouse did last session and what
the House is doing now. I am opposed
to the motion; I ask the House not to
pass it. I have full confidence in the
Government of the country. I know they
are fully alive to the whole question, and
that They will deal1 with the company, the
railway, and the lands in the best way
they can. The Government are not
asleep; they have the full confidence and
the powers of the House. They can
make the best possible proposals, and
they can come to the House for ratifica-
tion. Why should it be proposed to play
into the hands of a. company who have
been acting a dog-in-the-manger policy
for years, who have treated their tenants
worse than the tenants of the Irish land-
lords were treated'? This young pro-
gressive State wants land, and should
have it. The company are blocking the
settlement of the best land of the State.
People come to us for land, and we should
be able to give it. There are two notices
of motion on the Notice Paper, one by Mr.
Th rossell, saying that the time has come to
tax unimproved lands, and the other by
the member for Kanowna, stating that the
time has come for a general unimproved
land tax; and before we give a chance for

the passing of these motions we adver-
tise to the world that the Government
are instructed by the House to purchase
this ramilwaY. That can hav only one
effect, to defeat our aspirations; and
what are our aspirations ? To give a.
full and complete price and reward to
the company for their concession. If I
had power to-morrow I would not deduct
one penny from the fair value of the con-
cession. Neither am I going to enhance
the value of the company's security by
telling them that we are going to buy
their property. It is most unstatesmau-
like for the House to authorise the
Government to purchase the railway.
Why should we not ignore the existence
of the Midland RailwayP

M11. WALLACE: They know we want it.
MR. ILLTNOWORTH: You cannot tell

them anything they do not know.
Mat. MORAN:- What is the use of the

motion? If I had any office in the Gov-
ernment of the country, I would insist
that this motion should not be carried.
I thin k any Government, with the interests
of the country at heart, should come
down to the House boldly and. carry out
one of the conditions asked for in the two
motions which are now before the House.
Let the Midland Company know that
Western Australia will have their land
utilised. If a man gets land given to
him on conditional purchase, he has to
improve it. If a pastoral lessee his any
land given him, it is on condition that he
shall use it. Every lessee in the State
who gets land has to improve his land.
The man who gets land by virtue of his
miner's right has to improve the land
within his pegs, and the mining lessee
receives land on consideration that he
carries out the labour covenants. Why
should consideration be given to the
Midland Company after what has been
done for them? Let us pursue the policy
of saying that the lands of this country
must be used. I ask the House not to pass
the motion. Even if the Midland Rail-
way Company can work their railway at
40 per cent., we could not have a. ridic-
ulous proposal to buy their land at such
a price. We must reduce the working
expenses of our system. We cannot buy
the laud and let the company have the
railway. The proposition must be a
whole and entire proposition. We wont
the land, but we do not want it so badly
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that we are going to buy it at an exor-
bitant price. We want thle lands to be
improved. I am informed that the rail-
way is giving a good service All the
more reason why we should not be in a
hurry. If the railway is gi ving a, good
service, let us goon with our land policy.
We have several reasons before us in the
Chamber why the motion should not be
passed. I entreat for its delay until we
have dealt with the motion proposed by
Mr. Throssell and the motion proposed
by the member for Kanowna. Do not
let us pass the motion now; it is unwise.
We are giving the Government no more
power than they have, but we are adver-
tising to the company, by passing the
motion, that the Government are in-
structed to buy their railway and their
land, It is the same all the world over:
if a mnan knows that you want a thing
and are keen after it, up goes the price.
Let us deal with the lands of the country
and let us insist on the conditions being
carried out all over the State the same as
we insist with our State tenants. I have
not heard one word from the Government
on this subject, but I have implicit con-
fidence in them in regard to this matter.
This question came before the Govern-
ment of which I was a member. It came
up on a letter from the Agent General,
but I cannot give the exact terms: I am
not going to commit a breach of faith.
That railway was to be purchased-I amn
now speaking only as aprivatte member-
and I believe that line would have been
purchased at less than the price which
has been stated now had we pursued
the policy which would have been
part of the policy I believe of the
Throssell Government. The Rural Lands
Bill would have had an influence
in this matter. The Government have
no credit at the present time to buy that
railway. There is no system of juggling
with figures to get out of the position,
for the Government will have to pay the
interest on the whole of the money
which they pay for the railway, and the
earnings do not warrant that. We have
other urgent works in hand which we
require our credit for. As one who has
taken the keenest interest in this matter
for years. and one who feels a full sense
of his responsibility, I beg that the
motion he delayed, and not passed by
this Parliament.

Ma. DAGII (Subiaco)! In the
absence of the member for Toodyay (the
mover), I move the adjournment of the
debate.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Walter James):-
If the hon. member will permit me, I
suggest that the motion be withdrawn.
It has been suggested by the member
who moved the motion, and by those
who have supported it, that there is a
desire to purchase the railway and the
land concession. May I say that it is the
worst possible step to take, if we desire to
purchase the line, to advertise the fact of
our desire to do so. I think members
are taking rather a short-sighted view of
the question. There is a great deal of

Iwork to be done in the State. No doubt
we should like to own the railway, and
we should like to own and settle the
lands; but, on the other hand, there are
works in various part s of the State which
need to be done, and there are portions of
the State which need to be opened up
where there is no railway communica-
tion, sad where people require railway
cornmnunication to enable the full dev elop-
ment of that land to be carried out. We
have a great deal of settlement going on
in the siouth-west and the southern areas,
and that is due to the fact that there is a
large extent of good agricultural land in
that particular centre. If the land
covered by the Midland Railway Com-
pany's concession was open for settle-
mont, probably we should not obtain
such good results as we are obtaining
now from the Crown lands which are
open for settlement. The State is
affected just as an individual is. The
more land. that is open so selection, the
more rush there is in giving it away.
We have at present any amount of land
available for those who want laud to
settle on; and looking at the interests of
the State, not measuring the interests
with to-day, because the life of a country
is not measured by a day or by a few
months-looking a few years ahead, can
anyone say that the best interests of the
State should be sacrificed because ta-day
we are unable to carry on settlement over
the concession held by the Midland Rail-
way Company, when we have in the
south-western portion of the State a
great area that can be and is being
settledP It has been pointed out by the
member for West Perth that it is idle to

[ASSEMBLY.] to Purchase.
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say because the Midland Company have
a concession to sell and will take from us
bonds for it, that means nothing. It
adds to our indebtedness. It is on the
debit side of the balance-sheet, and the
English people who are called on to lend
us money appreciate that fact. There is
this privately-owned railway, and it is not
suggested that the railway is worth any-
thing like the p~rice ask-ed for it; but it
is suggested that we should give the
price, because we should receive back
into our hands a large area of agri-
cultural land. I have already stated we
have at present a large area of agricut.
tural land for settlement. The tying up
of the Midland Company's lands will no
doubt militate against the local centres ;
but we want members to look at the
matter from the standpoint of the State
as a whole; and I say farther, why
should not this Midland Company, owning
such a large area of land, be called on to
submit to the same kind of obligation
which we find existing in other States
when development is being throttled by
the company's aotion. This company have
received from the State the most generous
treatment. I know of no company which
has received so much kindness aud con-
sideration, but timc will show that they
must not expect too generous treat went at
our hands, and we must emphasise that.
T'he comp)any must do the best they can to
develop their lands and show more reason
in the price which they ask for it. I
should like to see the various parts of the
State developed, but we are losing nothing,
and the ultimate developmnent of the State
is not being sacrificed by not having, this
land available for settlement to-day. I
hope that the motion will not be pressed,
but that it will be withdrawn.

At 6-30, the DEPUTY SPEAKER left the
Chair.

At 7-30, the SPEAKER resumed the
Chair.

Ma. C. HARPER (Eeverle 'v): I wish
to say a few words on this motion, and
to join with other members in expressing
my objection to it. On the face of it the
motion mayhave something to recommend
itself, assuming that by purchasing the
railway and the land the State is getting
back a great deal of what it has parted
with; but thefact is that, instead of gettin 'g
back the whole of the land, we should get

only half of it. We may assume that the
remainder is the best portion of the land

origiall obtained ; therefore, if we want
to do aything satisfaetory in the way of
settling these lands, it must be very much
more than the purchase of the Midland
Railway and the land the company now
hold. I certainly think with many others
that it is very wise to let the company
run that railway. They can run it much
more cheaply than the Government, and
I believe as satisfactorily, and from the
expressions of opinion I have heard from
a good many travellers on that line, it is
as well if not better managed than the
Government line is between Mullewa
Junction and the goldfields; so that, as
far as I can see, there is a great deal to
lose, for the purchase of the line would
result in a loss if the Gove'rnment ran it
at the same cost as that of the present
Government railways. The matter of
the land is altogether a broader subject
than that touched upon in this motion,
because if we are going to insist on a
policy of improving the land, this will
not achieve that object, apart from the
wisdom of attempting to force people to
sell. What occurred to me might be
done-I do not know whether it is
quite feasible or not-to surmount the
difficulties of dealing with land already
alienated would be something in this
way: to impose a system of taxation
with great exemptions, that is to put a
tax on all lands, but anyone who had
done a certain amount of improvement
would be exempt. That appears to be
one way of getting at a person without
violating the principles which operate
against any direct aim at people owning
land and not improving it. The prin-
ciple of exemption is one accepted in law
and in practice, and if what is desired
could be achieved in that way we could
then deal not only with the landsat present
held by the Midland Railway Company,
but with those lands, amounting to some-
thing over 2,000,000 acres of the best of
that -original concession, which have now
been disposed of. T trust the House will
definitely' say it will not adopt this
motion, but hope that during the recess
the Government will be able to prove to
the bondholders that their interest lies
in parting with the land and holding the
railway, which I believe would be of

4advantage to the State.
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Question put, and negatived on the
voices.

FACTORIES BILL.
IN COMMITTEE,

Resumed from the previous day.Mr. Han in the Chair; the
PREMIER in charge of the Bill.

New Clause:
THEn PREMIER moved that the fol-

lowing be added as Clause 58:
Every inspector shall, in relation to fac-

tories, have all the powers of an inspector
appointed under the Health Act, 1898, and the
powers and duties of inspectors appointed
under that Act shall, in relation to factories,
be exercised by inspectors appointed under this
Aket, under the direction and control of the
Central Board of Health.
This would prevent a factory owner from
boeing harassed by three or four different
inspectors, for it would give to) an in-
spector appointed under the Factories
Act all the powers now enjoyed by a
local board inspector and the Central
Board inspector.

Clause passed, and added to the Bi.
New Clause:
Mn. DAGLISH moved that the follow-

ing be added as a new clause -
It shs.U be unlawful for any person to

deliver bread or cause bread to be delivered
from a cart or in tbe street. or at any house or
premises on the third Wednesday in every
month, unless the day before or the day
following such Wednesday be a public holiday.
The object was to give to this class of
employee and factory owner a. monthly
holiday. In the metropolitan district the
Arbitration Court had given an award
providing for a monthly holiday in
regard to bread-carters. The weak point
of the award was th~t the baker himself
could deliver bread on the holiday, and
that by the establishment of an unfair
competition with the man who did not
himself undertake the work of delivering
bread the principle of the holiday would
break down. He (Mr. Daglish) had been
asked by some of the masters and by the
workmen to move that the clause be
added to the Bill. There was no work so
arduous as that of bread-carting, and
both masters and men did not desire the
principle of the holiday to break down.

MR. PIGO'IT hoped the Committee
would not adopt the clause, as the reasons
given by the member for Suhiaco were
not good enough. It was claimed that

because a. man wished to use his own
time and his own labour at his own
expense to enhance his livelihood, he
should be prevented from doing so. It
would be quite a horrible state of saf airs
for-any Parliament to reach, to say that
it had power to limit any man using his
own powers to earn money for himself.
Every man had the right to use his own
powers, and to make every effort to make
his livelihood as good as possible.

MR, BATH: That applied to a high-
way robber.

MR. DIAMONDJ: And to burglary.
Ma.. PIGOTT.- If it could be shown

that the baker was doing any harm by
delivering bread on the holiday, the clause
should be supported.

Ma. JoHrNsow: Then the hon. member
would have to support the clause?

MR. PIGOTT:- A man should be able
to use his own ability, so long as be was
not doing it to the detriment of others.
By the clause it was desired to make a
criminal of the man who delivered bread
on a holiday.

Mn. RIGHAM: The clause was worthy
of farther consideration. There was no
real necessity for making it part of the
Bill. The Fremnantlo bakers had agreed
amongst themselves to have one holiday
during the month, and we did not hear of
any dissension among them. It would
be unwise to make it absolutely compul-
sory to refrain from delivering bread on
a certain Wednesday afternoon, and at
Fremantle in connection with the shipping
trade it would be impossible. Ships
might arrive on the holiday, and must be
supplied with bread. It would be better
to have a mutual understanding among
the bakers. Such a condition worked well
in Fremantle, and should work well in
other places.

Ma. DAGTJTSTI: The questiou as to
whether it was desirable to make the
Wednesday holiday cornpulsory on bakers
did not arise, because it had already been
made compulsory on a large majority of
bakers. A smal handful, however, had
been omnitted fromn the award of the
Arbitration Court. The member for
West Kimberley could not see why -all
men should be put on the same footing;
hut his argument would apply to no in ter-
ference by the State in any shape or form
with the hours men worked, and would
apply against the whole principle of the

[ASSEMBLY.] in commitiee.
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Arbitration Act. The principle of State
interference had been adopted long since,
and no argument was necessary to show
that it should be extended to the baking
trade. The clause only put a few men on
the same basis as the majority.

MR. PIGOTT: It was sought to make
the award apply to both masters and
servants.

MR. DAGLISH: The award of the
Court applied to both masters and ser-
vants up to a certain point, but stopped
short with regard to a small handful in
the trade within the area covered by the
award. There was, however, a large
portion of the State, which would prob-
ably be in factory districts, uncovered
by the award, and the amendment would
bring these people within the conditions
imposed by the award.

MR. PiooTT: They could go to the
Court if they had any complaints.

Mn. DAGLISH dlid not want the sup-
port of the member for West Kimberley,
who had never supported anything in the
interests of the great majority, for all his
interests were with the handful, and he
was always in favour of anything adverse
to the interests of the majority, such as
on the question of Chinese exclusion.

THE PREMIzRs: The member for West
Kimberley voted for their exclusion, on
the previous night.

MR. DAGLISH: That was only be-
cause the hon. member had the chance of
a slap at the Government. 'The House
should adopt the clause.

MR. HAYWwRD: In the case of a
steamer, could bread be delivered on
board on the holiday ?

MR. DAGLISH: There was nothing
in the clause to prevent the delivering of
bread to ships. Ships were not "pre-
mises." An amendment to except ships
would be accepted.

THE PREMIER: The bon. member
could not 'ask the House to accept the
clause, for two reasons. The first was
that the Arbitration Court had cognis-
ance of such matters and had power to
regulate them. An award had been
made dealing with the matter, and if it
was not effective because some persons
could not be got at, there was reason for
amending the Arbitration Act. The
second reason was that if in connection
with the Factories Bill we took up de-
partment by department, occupation by

occupation, and clause by clause, and
provided when a carter, a butcher, a
baker, or any other employee should
work and should not work, it would not
be a Factories Bill at all.

MR. DXGLT5H.: The masters had agreed
to the clause.

THE PRtEMIIER: That did not matter.
The Factories Bill was before the House.

Ma. DAGLISH A bakehouse was a
factory.

THE PREMIER: Undoubtedly; but a
street was not, nor were the premises to
which the bread was delivered factories.

MR. DAGLISH: The carter came under
the Act.

THE PREMIER: So also might the
butcher come under the Act. There were
several occupations under the provisions
of the Act, but we had abstained from
mentioning the hours of labour in regard
to factories. The matter had been dis-
cussed last session, and a large majority
then decided to leave it to the Arbitration
Court. For that reason the clause dealing
with carters had been struck out of the
Bill; but the clause now proposed by the
bon. member adduced the same thing in
regard to the delivery of bread. He (the
Premier) did not approve of the clause
nor its substance. If a man was carrying
on as as a small trader and had no
employees working with him, be should
have the right to deliver bread on the
holiday. The same question arose in
the Early Closing Act. Some preference
should be given to the small man, and
under these circumstances the clause
should be rejected.

Ma. DIAMOND: There was no objec-
tion to the clause except on the ground
mentioned by the member for Fremantle..
Shipping ports should be exempted. If
the hon. member would alter his clause so
that the delivey of bread to ships should
not be prevented, he (Mr. Diamond)
would support it. In a port like Fre-
mantle the clause would prevent the de-
livery of bread to ships, which had to
leave at all hours.

Tiffs PREmiER: Why should not the
bakers in Fremantle have one Wednesday
half-holiday per month f

MR. DIAMOND: The shipping trade
of any port must be governed by special
jaws.

THE FlintiER: Why should not the
men on the ships eat stale bread?
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MR. DIAMOND: They would not be
able to get any bread.

THE PREMIER: Yes; on Wednesday
morning.

MR. DAGLISH: For the convenience
of shipping he would consent to the
clause being altered, if a member desiring
the alteration moved an amendment.'

MR. BATH: Opponents of this class
of legislation always discovered thati
was restrictive; but all laws were restric-
tive. The Premier said that bakers who
did not employ carters should not be
subject to the clause.

THE PREMIER: Members wishing to
impose restrictions should show that these
were in the interest of the State.

MR. BATH: The Arbitration Court
had decided that certain men in the bak-
ing trade should have a half-holiay, once
a mouth. This did not apply to the
small number of master bakers who did
not employ men; hence the decision of
the Court was nullified, for these few
bakers would have an undue advantage
over their business rivals.

THE PREMIER: Why shouldthe small
men be handicapped?

MRs. BATH: They would not be han-
dicapped, but would have an undue ad-
vantage over those compelled to refrain
from work on holidays. To ask that all
should observe the same conditions was
not to restrict liberty.

MR. ATKINS: The Labour members
tried at all times to gain advantages for
trade unionists; but why try to prevent
a small master baker from working if he
liked ? If a. large employer liked to
work on the hall-holiday let him do so.

ME. JOHNSON: The award of the
Arbitration Court applied to unionist
and non-unionist alike. In this matter
the Labour party were making no special
effort on behalf of unionists. The
Premier said tbe new clause would
handicap the industrious baker who did
not employ labour. Not so. The court
had determined that bakers should have
a monthly half-holiday. The grocer
could on the Tuesday take in a stock of
bread and deliver it through his carters.
The clause would not hamper the small
baker who did his own batking and con-
sapiently bad to employ a carter. The
only man assisted by the award would be
be who wats not a baker and who could
sell bread on Wednesday, though bakers

were debarred f rom employing their
carters to sell it.

MR. HicniAx: This motion would pre-
vent the grocer also from delivering
bread on the bali-holiday.

MR. DAGLISE: The clause was not
an experiment, having been in operation
for some time in certain districts of Vic-
toria without any of the dreadful con-
sequences anticipated by members here.
The member for the Murray (Mr. Atkins)
in his anxiety to conserve the interests of
the struggling baker, sbould have been
present when the Bread Bill was con-
sidered, for he could then have moved to
provide that the struggl.ing baker should

Ihave a right to bake and to deliver bread
ou at Sunday.. flTat Bill prevented the
making of bread on four days per month,
and this clause would give a fifth holiday.

ME. PIGOTT: Labour members' argu-
ments were confusing. One said the
new clause was to beefit the employee
and the baker; another that the clause
was to put all bakers on one level. Could
we put a baker with only one horse and
cart on the same level as the baker with
a dozen? A third member said the clause
was not for the benefit of the baker but
of the grocer, though it appeared that
the grocer had to confine himself to
delivering groceries. These conflicting
arguments were not convincing. A unani-
mous argument would have carried some
weight.

MR. DAGLIsH: The arguments were
not conflicting, but supplementary.

MR. PIGOTT: Probably another
Labour member would say the clause was
to benefit the butcher. We had passed
enough clauses dealing with the hours of

I labour; we had constituted an Arbitra-
ition Court; and as he pointed out when
the Arbitration Bill was considered, as
long as theawardsof thieArbitration Court
were given in favour of the workers
the awards were accepted honourably, but
when they were given in favour of the
employer there might be some doubt as
to whether they would be loyally kept.
Questions as to the number of hours to
be worked by men should be kept out of
the Factories Hill.

MR. MORAN: Last session he pro-
mised to support this amendment at the
request of a large number of employees
and some of the master bakers in his
electorate. No injury would be done to
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the small man who was competing all the
time with the big man, and no advantage

was given by one person over the other.
There were exceptions in every case.
When a Factories Bill was passed it was
only meant to apply to Perth; and when
an Early Closing Act was passed, certain
shopkeepers were not compelled to close.
He was at a loss to understand what
need there was to make anyv reference to
the Arbitration Court. Laws were made
for the guidance of the Arbitrattion Court,
and this clause would provide that one
holiday a month should he given to the
bakers. He recognised the difficulty of
delivering bread to ships, but it was easy
to say that the clause should have no
reference to ainy person delivering bread
to any ship in port at any time.
A man who employed no labour in his
business always hail the pull over the
man who employed labour. He (Mr.
Moran) would vote for the clause because
the employees outnumbered the employers
ten to one, and he wished to give a cer-
tain holiday to the larger number. He
was against enlarging the legislative
powers of a creaturle of Parliament like
the Arbitration Court. It was not part
of the business of that court to deal with
matters similar to that dealt with in the
clause. Why strain now at this little
gnat when all Australia had swallowed
the camel of early closing ?

MaR. DIAMOND: The only objection
to the clause was the delivery of bread to
ships; therefore he moved-

That the following words be added to the
proposed new clause : " provided that the
delivery of bread to ships arriving or depart-
ing onthe day in question be not interfered
with."

MR. HAY WARD: Thewords "arriving
or departing" were objectionable, as
steamers in port having a lot of pas-
sengers on board could not do without
bread for a, day.

MR. DIAMONiD agreed to the words
"arriving or departing" being struck
out of the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause as amended put, and a division

taken with the following result:

Ayes
Noes

Majority Against . ..

14

3

Aria. Now.
Mr. &ti ~ Mr. Atinsi
Mr. Diamond Mr.
Mr. Plastic, Mr. o
Mrt. Hayward Mr. fasaell
Mr. Holena Mr. Hlolmes
Mr. Johnson Mr. Hopei.s
Mr. Moman Mr. 111inrti
Mr. Reid Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Taylor WT. J."e
Mr. WeAisee Mir. Pigeott
Mr. Daglish (Tdlir). Sir J. U. Lee Ste

Mr. Stone
Mr. Yelnrton
Mr. Ingsui (Teller)

Clahuse thus negatived.
New Clause:
MR. WALLACE moved that the

following be added as a clause:
Every cabinet-maker and dealer in fm-ni-

twos, who sells or offers for sale goods
manufactured wholly or partly by Asiatic
]abour, sad whether imported or manufactured
in Western Australia, ahall-(i,) Stamp Ruch
goods in the prescribed manner, with the
words "Asiatielabour"; and (2.) Keepseuely
fixed outside of his shop, and facing the main
thoroughfare, a notice on wbich shall be
legibly painted the words -'The goods sold in
this shop are made [or partly made, as the. case
mayJ bel by Asiatic labour."
This clause could not be called new,
because be moved it last session when the
Factories Bill was before the House, and
it was carried by a good majority, those
who supported it including the members
for the South-West Mining District,
Bunbury. -eraldton, Fremnantle, Dundas,
and West Perth. He had had a chat
with several furniture' dealers, and they
approved of the clause. Numerous
people were prejudiced against furniture
manufactured by Asiatics, more par-
ticularly he believed because people knew
they did not get the same quality of
workmanship as in furniture manu.
factured by English workers. A report
by a Royal Commission in Victoria in
1902-3 showed that the value of the
furniture exported from Victoria to
Western Australia in 1896 was X25,551,
as against £7,004 in 1902. The falling
off was principally due to the fact thact
the Victoriam Factories Act largely
restricted the operations of Asiatic
fur-niture makers, the result being that
Asiatics were flocking into Western
Australia. Ho wished to emnpbasise the
danger of a large, unlimited influx of
Chinese into this State during the last
year or so. The material used by
Asiatics was certainly not the best, and
he would be almost accurate in saying
it was the worst; but the Chinese were
able to so polish it that it deceived
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ordinary buyers, there being nothing to
show whether the furniture was made by
European or Asiatic. The Chinese were
past-masters in dovetailing, and a pro-
minent furniture dealer admitted that it
was extremely difficult to detect an article
manufactured by them.

MR. DIAMOND, in supporting the
new clause, said he confidently expected a
mnajority of the Committee would do like-
wise. If people wanted to buy goods
manufactured by sweated Chinese, they
should know what they were getting.
The clause meant no injustice to the
Chinese. It simply meant justice to the
purchaser.

MR. ILLING WORTH felt justified in
claiming the vote of the Premier, for the
Premier was the first to endeavour to
bring in legislation to limit the operations
of Asiatics and the conditions under
which theyv should enter the State. The
Premier's best argument was to treat the
Asiatic by making the country not too
profitable for him to live in, so that he
would be the hewer of wood and drawer
of water rather than a competitor in the
higher arts; and cabinet-making was one
of the high arts so far as labour was
concerned. Every consistent opponent
of Asiatics would refuse to buy cabinet-
work or work of that character manu-
factured by Asiatics. Consequently if
we wished to reduce the profits of that
business, so far as Asiatics were concerned,
and to restrict them to other lines, such
as cabbage growing, we should make it
plain that the goods they manufactured
were manufactured by Asiatics ; and the
best way to do so was to stamp the goods.
Then of course every Labour member and
every Labour member's wife would evade
the shop mar ked as selling Chinese
stamped goods. There could be no
difference on the question. We should
brand articles made by Asiatica and the
shops selling those goods made by
Asiatics, and people should be consistent
in avoiding such shops. Thus we could
restrict the Asiatics to such channels of
labour as would leave them hewers of
wood and drawers of water.

Tnn PREMIER: Some members
would be disappointed to learn that he
could not support the clause, for he
looked upon it as entirely ineffective, and
looked on its discussion as a waste of
good time. One could not quarrel with

the bon. member for not being consistent.
While making the clause apply to all
goods made by Asiatics the hon. member
wished it to apply only to the cabinet-
making trade, as that was the evil in his
mind. If the clause went farther we
should have to limit the term "goods,"
since it meant far more than the hon.
member intended. The object of the
clause was to limit goods made by China-
men in the State, and the inember for
Cue was quite right in saying that he
(the Premier) was the first to seek to
limit the occupations of Chinese. It was.
however, extremely difficult to deal with
the trades' of these people except by
passing laws relating to health matters.
However strong we might feel with
regard to Asiatic labour we should not
be unjust to these Asiatics. The world
would exist a very long time, and it
would not be long b;efore Australia would
be i-id of all Chinamen.

MR. DAGLISH: They were increasing.
THE PREMIER: They were only

increasing in this State because they
camne here from the Eastern States. The
main object of the clause was to limit
persons to whom the Chinese could sell
goods.

MR. DmTAowN: It was to enable
people to buy with their eyes open.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: That might be
the effect, but it was not tbe object of the
clause.

Tnn PREMIER: No person wanted
to know that goods were made by Chinese
in order that he might buy more of them.

MR. DAoLIan: A person could do so
if he desired.

TaE PREMIER: The contention was
that if persons knew by whom the
furniture was made they would not buy
Chinese-made goods.

MR. ILLINOWORTH: People registered
brands in order that they might
popularise their goods.

THE PREMIER: Then all the Euro-
peamis could register brands and the
Chinanmen could not copy them, so that
there would be no need for the clause.
He objected to placing a limit on these
men now that we had them in the State.
He also objected to the subolause which
provided that their goods should be
stamped with the words -'Asiatic labour."

Ma. ILLINGwORTH: The Ssamp "Made
in Germany" was law in Great Britain.



Factories Bill: [28 OCTOBER, 1908.] in committee. 1773

THE PREMIER: The injunction of
the clause was either a gross injustice or
useless. It was a gross injustice if we
insisted that the brand should be placed
in such a position that anybody could
see it, for it would mean a defacement of
the furniture. Otherwise the brand would
be useless, for a, brand on the back of a
chest of drawers would not be seen.

MR. JOHNSON: The brand was put in
the drawer, and the person pulling the
drawer out could see it.

ThE PREMIER, If we wished to dis-
courage the public from buying goods
wade by Asiatics by placing a brand
where it could he seen, we could only do
so by placing the brand in a prominent
position. We would thus deface the
furniture. The matter had been abun-
dantly proved by the experience of Vic-
toria, where there was a provision for
branding furniture. The provision was
of no use in that State, for as much
Chinese furniture was sold as ever, and
year after year there was the complaint
that the Chinamnen controlled the furni-
ture-zualdng trade of Victoria. The in-
junction must be useless if the brand
was put where it could not be seen. The
only effect of the other proposed sub-
clause would be that Chinese furniture
would be sold in Chinese shops.

MR. WALLACE: That would be all right.
The public would know what they were
buying.

THE PREMIER: If members travelled
along Barrack street they would see that
the shops kept by Chinamen were always
crowded.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: Not by working
men.

THE; PREMIER: If the subclause
were effective at all, and if it was insisted
that every person selling furniture made
by Asiatics should have a label outside
his door, the effect would be to Consider-
ably reduce the cost to the seller, for
there would be less cost to the middle-
man, and not one whit less furniture
made by Chinese would be sold. On the.
contrary more would be sold. The
theory was that if people were told that
in a certain shop they were buying
Chinese-made articles they would not go
there, but the theory did not stand the
test of practice. We knew that in
Perth and in other parts of Australia
things obviously sold as of Chinese manu-

facture were sold in Chinese shops, but
these shops seemed to multiply and
thrive. There was nothing in the clause
that kept the customers away. which
proved that the provisions of the clause
would not be effective and that~ it would
not be wise to put them in the Bill. It
would tend to create defeat by putting
in the clause, for while there were no
great substantial benefits to be gained,
opposition would be created by it to the
Bill itself. The very fact that the leader
of the Oppposition would support the
clause if it were enlarged, proved that
there was something unwise in it. Unless
the clause showed some substantial
benefit it would be unwise to put it in
the Bill; and be hoped the Committee
would not agree to it.

MR HASTIE: If the new clause
Iwould' be ineffective, why the Premier's
eloquent attack upon it?

TH umixR: The more points given
to the opponents of the Bill, the less our
chance of passing it.

Mr. HASTIE: There were no points
here which they could lay hold of.
Manufacturers who wished to sell Chinese
furniture should be compelled to say so
plainly. Many people would buy Chinese
vegetables who would not be known to
possess Chinese furniture.

THE PanmiER: Could not Singapore
furniture be sold?

ME. H[ASTIE: Yes; and it was sold
as of white manufacture. What harm
in giving the people a choiceF If the
leader of the Opposition could be assured
that he was getting Chinese furniture,
and the member for Mount Magnet
thought he was getting furniture of white
manufacture, why' should the Premier
rob them of that surety ? The markiing
of Ohinese furniture had been effective
wherever tried--in Melbourne, for in-
stance. It had not abolished the manu-
facture, but had limited it, and had let
people know what they were buying.

THE Purn: Surely no one could
tell that by the price.

Ma. HASTIE: Let the Premier visit
any furniture shop in Perth; and not in
one case out of ten would he be informed
that any article was of Chinese manufac-
ture.

THE PREMsIER: And was Chinese
furnituire sold at the same price as
EuropeanP
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Mn. HASTLE: Th most cases, yes.
THE PaitziE: Thea if the sale by

European merchants'were restricted, sales
by Chinese merchants would be increased
fourfold.

MR. RASTIE: No; less would be
bought. 'The Premier, for instance,
would not knowingly buy Chinese fur-
niture. The clause was needed if for
nothing else than to prevent furniture-
dealers from falsely pretending that
Chinese furniture was of European
manufacture. Some years ago many
white cabinet-makers were employed in
Perth; now there were few. The same
had happened in Melbourne; but in
Melbourne and Sydney the number of
Chinese factories was rests icted, while
there was now no restriction here on the
importation of Chinese front Victoria
and New South Wales; consequently we
were troubled with an influx of Chinese,
and must protect our own people.
Chinese could not be kept out; and this
clause was the only means suggested by
which we would get a fair proportion of
cabinet-making work done by white
people. The Premier did not agree
with limiting the work of Chinamen
who were here. That was astonishing.
Surely all factory legislation dealing with
Chinese had for its object limiting their
workP That was so in Victoria and New
South Wales. Would the Premier put
the Chinese on the same plane with
Europeans ? F'ollowing the precedent
set last session, let us put this clause in
the Bill.

Mn. MORAN supported the new
clause, though it looked somewhat paltry
and strove after the ipsible. In
and around Perth we fon a Chinese
gardener hawking vegetables one day,
and dying of bubonic plague on the
next. He would vote for the clause
because he had constantly striven to
thwart the growth of al knds of Chinese
industry, though the fact remained that
Chinese here could neither be murdered
nor deported. But though the city con-
tained many Chinese and Japanese laun-
dries which competed with white laundries
in Perth, nobody suggested that every
man patronising the former must carry a
photo. of a Chinaman on his shirt-front.
Trhe really dangerous Asiatic occupations
which spread contagion were preserved,
while an attack was made on Chinese

furniture- making which was harmless.
A great step could be taken if it were
fair and possible to prevent Obinamen
living in Perth, and to prohibit their
market gardens in the city and suburbs.
In King Street they herded in hordes
like ants, 600 on an acre of round, play-
ing fan tan and ping pong. Here were
gigatic evils existing unchecked; and
we were wasting time on the marking of
furniture. It was idle to suppose we
could persuade people, for shame's sake,
to refrain from dealing with Chinese.

IThat was a fallacy. The lady in her
carriage and the hod-carrier's wife would
continue to buy from the Chinaman.
Did not workmen's wives buy furni-
ture from the Chinese ? It was hardly
necessary to insist on placarding oUside
the shop that Asiatic goods were sold
wi thin. Stam pi ng of the goodsa was s uffi-
cient; though, as the Premier just said,
if we insisted on stamping furniture in
a prominent part we spoilt the article,
while if the stamp were put on the back,
the purchaser had but to replace the
stamped board with a new one, and he
had " English " furniture. It was said
similar legislation had had no effect in
Victoria.

MR. DAn LIEUH: A commission reported
in its favour.

THE PREMIER: The Ohinamen con-
trolled the furniture trade there.

MR. D)Aansui: No; there had. been a
considerable reduction in the Chinese
employed.

MR. MORAN: Chinamen were coming
here in large numbers because federalists
had insisted on our uniting with the
Eastern States. Prior to federating we
had an Undesirable Immigrants Act far
superior to any in the East, and A siatics
were successfully excluded; but once the
barrier between this and the other States
was thrown down, Chinese and other
coloured races were coming here from
the East, and we could not stop them.
He asked free-trade labour muen, where

-was the consistency of the man who
wished to brand Chinese furniture but
would not save the working man of
Australia from competition with the
sweated hordes of India, China, and
Japan i' Such men would drink Chinese
tea a~t every meal, and talk themselves
hoarse against erecting a customs barrier
to prevent importations from China and

1774 Factories Bill. in committee.



Facoris Pll: [28OCTBER 193.] in committee. 1775

Japan; yet they called themselves anti-
coloured-labour men. Pursue a polity
which would protect the workers of the
Commonwealth against Asiatic importa-
tions, anid do not mind the few Chinese
here. For aught we knew, We Were
wearing shirts ironed by Japanese. Some
of the so-called Europeanu laundries em-
ployed Chine ' e.

THE MINISTER FOR LARDS: The bulk
of them employed Japanese.

'MR. MORAN:- The clause would have
his support, because he was consistent in
trying to checkmate any -unfair competi-
tion of Chinese with white labour.
While tiddlewinking with this clause,
there was a greater evil staring us in the
face in Perth of Chinamen herding to-
gether in houses, spreading disease in all
quarters. It was to be hoped that Par-
liament and local boards of health would
insist on cleanliness in the Chinese
dwellings.

MR. ILLTNGWORTH: One would
think from the tone of the debate that
this was some new-fangled idea.. The
Premier wats aware of the British common
law as tip manufactures, that goods madle
outside Great Britain must be branded
with the name of the country from which
they came.

THE PREMIER: What had been the
result ? It had increased the sale one
hundredfold of branded goods.

MR- ILLINOWOETH: The Premier
was inaccurate in his statement. Large
quantities of German cutlery were im-
ported into Great Britain, and exported
from Great Britain to other parts of the
world as British-made goods; and to
prevent this being done a law was pabsed
for the branding of goods made in
Germany ind in other places. Not only
were the goods branded, but the packages
conataining the goods had to be branded
with the name of the country where the
goods were made. The Premier put for-
ward the 'idea that the clause would be
ineffective as the goods could not he
branded in a prominent position, for
if they were the brand would destroy the
value of the goods. All men who manu-
factured good articles put on their
brands.

THE PREMIER: Where was the pre-
edent for Subelause 2?

'MR. ILLINGWORTH: The question
before us was that goods manufactured

in Chinese workshops should be branded
as Chinese-made. Was there any reason
'why that should not be done? If it was
deemed desirable in the interests of
manufacturers that goods made in Ger-
many should be branded "1Made in
Germnany," then why the objection to
stamping Chinese-made furniture ?

MR. MORAN: The stamping of German
goods was to keep a record of British
manufactures.

MR. ILTLING WORTH: One could
buy a saw branded "R Iobert Sawley,
British steel' and one could also buy a
saw branded "1Robert Sawley, German
steel." Why was that? Because one
article was inferior to the other. In
Great Britain goods were compelled to
be marked with the name of the place
from whence they camne, and goods could
not be imported into Great Britain or
eiported from Great Britain or sold in
Great Britain without being branded.
Why should not the same be done with
furniture made in Chinese workshops F
If people in this State wanted Chinese-
made goods because the goods were
better or cheaper, there was no reason
why people should not buy them; but
there was a reason why goods should not
be palmed off or represented as being
European goods when they were not.
Goods were sold as European-made when
they were made in Chinese workshops.

THFs PRtEIE What necessity was
there for Subelause 2?

Mu. ILaLINGWORTH: The Premier
had in a previous debate in the.House
pointed out that if a man sold medicine,
he should be a pharmaceutical chemist
and he should put up his name. If a
man was a cabinet-maker, why should he
not put up his name P If a man sold
Dickson's Plate, why should he not ticket
it up, and if he sold German plate why
should he not say so ?~

THrE PaRIER: But the subelause was
vindictive.

M.R ILLINGWORTRF: The hon.
member was reading in the clause what
was not in the wording. Why should a
firm he entitled to sell Chinese-made
furniture under the representation that
it was made by European workmen? If
furniture was made by Chinese it should
be so branded, and the man who sold the
furniture should have it ticketed up

Ithat he sold such f urniture. If a man
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sold any special line of goods be was only
too glad to ticket it up, therefore why
not ticket up that certain goods were
imade by Chinese ?

MRn. DAGLISH: As the statement
that there had been no reduction in the
Chinese labour in the furniture trade in
Victoria had been challenged, be wished
to quote an extract from the recent
report of the Victorian Commission, in
which it was pointed out that in 1901
there were 574 Chinese employed in
Victorian furniture factories, and in 1903
that number had fallen to 300. It was
said that nearly all these Chinese bad
gone to the country districts, where they
were eking out a living fossicking or
sluicing on the goldfields or being
employed hy their countrymen in garden-
ing. The Victorian Commission argued
in favour of the stamping of furniture,
and in order to deal with any want'of
effectiveness on the part of the law as it
stood it was proposed to extend the law
a step farther. Previously the original
maker of Chinese furniture, or the man
who made and sold it unstamped, wns
liable t& a penalty. The goods were
usually sold to dealers who passed themt
on to the public through auction rooms
or shops. The Victorian Commission
recommended that the first purchaser
should also be liable to a penalty if he
sold the f urniture unstamped. That was
a caution against the first person, the
dealer, obliterating the stamp. Be (Mr.
Daglish) was willing. to support the
amendment. It was not necessary to go
into the 9 nestion of what harm was done
by the introduction of Chinese goods
from outside. He would like to see the
importation of Chinese goods stopped.
and protection afforded to our own work-
men against any outside competition, but
unfortunately there was no power to do
that now. It was regrettable that the Cen-
tral Board of H ealth had not devoted a
little more attention to Chinese residences,
not only in the outlying districts but in
Perth. When the Local Board of Health
was relieved of its duties in relation to
factories, it might concentrate a little
more effort on Chinese establishmnents
other than factories in the metropolitan
area. With regard to furniture, it was
well known that Chinese-made goods
were foisted on the buying public as
European-made, and at present there was

no protection whatever. It was, how-
ever, proposed to give protection unde~r
this new clause by stipulating that
Chinese goods should be stamped, and
causing notice to be placed outside shops
where such goods were sold. At present
we had no opportunity of knowing in
what shops Chinese goods were sold. This
clause should be followed by others im-
posing substantial penalties. In many
cases a. big profit was made on the sale of
goods foisted off as Europeain-made, and
unless the penalty imposd were a. sub-
stantial one this clausewould not be
operative.

MRu. JACQEY: The danger which
faced this country through the large
influx of Asiaties from the other States
should call for some action on the part of
this House to see whether we could find
special means of restricting their em-
ployment. But as to this particular
clause, he was afraid that, so far as
the first portion was concerned, it
would have the opposite effect from
that intended. At present Chinamnen
employed at cabinet-making were work-
ing on a comparatively small scale,
and they sold their products to the larger.
middlemen, presumably, who were able
to take a restricted quantity; hut if a
provision like this were passed we should
restrict the sale under the present method
and force the Chinanien to organise
large shops or adopt other means,
the ultimate result of which would,
he believed, he a larger sae of
Chinese furniture than at present.
Of the comparatively small shopkeepers
in Perth those doing the largest amount
of trade were Chinamen. If the working
people made up their minds to abso-
lutely discourage Chinese shopkeepers and
mecha nics, they had the thing in tbeir
own hands and could refuse to buy from
them; but human nature was the samne
everywhere and in all classes, and we
found that the people who sold the
cheapest goods got the most custom.

MR. HAYWARD -There was no ob-
jection to Subclause 1, but he believed
the second subelause, with regard to fix-
ing a notice in front of every shop in
which Chinese-made furniture was sold,
would have a very bad effect in relation to
people who kept general furniture shops.
The mere fact of goods being stamped
would be sufficient for the public, and that

[ASSEMBLY.] in Committee.
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would not inflict a hardship on the general
furniture dealer. He moved as an amend-
ment,

That Subelause 2 be struck out.

MR. WALLACE: The president of the
Chamber of Manufactures had pointed
out, in his evidence before the select com-
mittee, that the competition in the furni-
ture trade by Asiatics was very strong.
Indeed, the witness believed there was
more furniture manufactnred by Asiatics
than by the other classes. TIhe member
for Kalgoorlie asked the witness whether
he did not think it necessary to protect
the public against this inferior stuff, and
Mr. Dunlop replied that he would much
rather see it branded. The Premier
found it prudent to include Clause 28,
regarding the hours of Chinese in lauin-
dries, but as to the furniture trade the
hon. gentleman did not wish to at all
restrict Chinese engaged in it, but desired
to allow them open cornpetition in the
markets. He (Mr. Wallace) wished to
assist people to locate dealers who sold
Chinese furniture. The honest dealer
need have no objection to Subclause 2.

MR. TAYLOR supported the clause as
it stood. We had had Chinese tenders
for provisions in different parts of the
State accepted by the Government in
preference to tenders by white people.
One could therefore understand the
Premier protecting the Chinese in every
walk of life, and it was refreshing to
know that the leader of the Opposition
was anxious to see Chinese furniture
branded so that he would know what he
was purchasing. He (Mr. Taylor) had
always been opposed to Asiatics from so
far back as 20 years ago in Queensland,
and one of the first things he had done
in Western Australia was to speak on
the goldfields against the employment of
Asiatics. On that occasion, ten years
ago, a league was formed, of which he
was the president. The member for
West Perth had spoken generally, and
not referred particularly to the Labour
members of Western Australia being
freetraders, but he had said that the
major portion of labour representatives
in Australia were freetraders. No
Labour man who had received his
political training in an industrial union
was a freetrader. The overwhelming
majority of workers in Australia, and

especially in Western Australia, were
protectionists, and at the Federal elec-
tions they would make their voices
heard as protectionists. If Australia
was to become a nation it would only be
by a protective tariff. While he (Mr.
Taylor) supported the clause with the
object of reducing the opportunities of
Chinese in cabinet-making, he would go
farther, and if it would be possible to
carry a resolution in this Chamber to
prevent Chinese working in the furniture
trade or in anything else in -Western
Australia, he would support it. He
could bear out the statement that all
classes dealt with Chinese, and he was
sorry to see it. He had spoken against
the people on the goldfields dealing with
Afghans in the townships. The Corn-
miittee should carry the proposal, for it
would go a long way towards restricting
Chinese furniture manufacturers in this
State.

Amendment negatived.
Clause passed, and added to the

Bill.
First Schedule:
Ma. DAGLISHI moved as an amend,

ment,

That the following be added to the schedule:
Where Chinese or other Asiatico work, or are
employed, or are occupiers, for each such
person so working, or employed, or occupying,
twenty-five pounds per annum.

The proposal was to increase the regis-
tration fee for Chinese factories and
employees in Chinese factories. It was a
direct method of dealing with Chinese
work in factories, and there could be no
doubt as to the effectiveness of the pro-
posal. It would at any rate make up
some of the difference in the rate of
wages paid to the white men and China-
men in the furniture trade. An inspector
of factories in Victoria in 1901 recom-
mended that this was the only effective
way of dealing with the question.

MR. YELVERTON supported the
amendment. It was his intention, if a
division had taken place on the clause
moved by the member for Mt. Magnet,
to have voted in support of the clause.
He was entirely opposed to the employ-
ment .of Asiatics; in this State, and
wherever he could see an opportunity of
restricting the avenues of Chinese he
would do so.
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Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 14
Noes ... ... ... 8

Majority for..
Ar.

Mr. Bath
Mr. Da,11sl
Mr. Diamond
Mr. neas
Mr. Holmnas

mi. Johnson
Mr. Morem
Mr. Reid
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Yolverton
Mr. Burgas (Teller).

. 6
Nows.

Mr. Atkins
Mr. Hayward
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. James
Mr. P, Ott
SmrS. T1 Lee Steers
mr. Stone
Mr. High.i (Tel ler).

Amendment thus passed.
THE PRE1rI1ER: While anxious to

see the passage of the Bill, he must
candidly admit that no matter bow
Strongly he felt on the Chinese question,
he could not for one momhent connect his
name with a provision such as that just
agreed to by' a majority; and he would
have to drop the Bill unless the addition
to the schedule was eliminated on recoin-
inital. Members should bear in mind that
the Chinese came to the State under
*certain conditions, and that it would.- be
a gross and crying injustice if we adopted
legislation so as to prevent their carrying
on the trades and occupations they had
been allowed to follow in the past. We
had in the Bill imposed on them certain
conditions not imposed on other workers,
notably in the definition of " factory "
and idi respect of the hours of labour in
laundries. He hoped the Committee
would not go farther. He had conceded
much; but to-morrow morning members
would doubtless perceive that if the vote
just passed were indorsed, we should be
doing a grave injustice to men who,
whatever their faults, were entitled to
live.

Schedule as amended agreed to.
Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at two minutes

past 10 o'clock, until the next day.

Thursday, 29th October, 1903.
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THE SPEJAKER took the Chair at
2-30 o'clock, pum.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.-
By the MINISTER FOR WORKS: By-

laws of Yalgoo and North-East Coolgar-
die Roads Boards.

By the MINISTER FOR LANDS: Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Annual Report.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

STOCK DEPARTMENT AND S WINE
FEVER.

NOTICE OF A QUESTION.

Mn. MORAN gave notice that on th- next
Tuesday he would ask the Minister
for Lands the following question: i,
When he made his Corrected statement
re diseases in pigs in this State, and
quoted his Acting Chief Inspector of
Stock as follows, "I have visited the
piggery of Mr. Leslie, of Bayswater, yes-
terday, and found that among his pigs
two were suffering from swine fever,"
did he know that up to that time already
90 pigs had died at Mr. Leslie's place.
2, If be knew, why did he deliberately
keep back the information from the
House- 3, If he did not know it did his
inspector know it.

TEE SPEAKER: It was not quite a
proper question to put to a Minister,


