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lump sam settlement. When the amount is
exhausted, at the rate he was receiving, the
man is entitled to go on the relief fund, bui
if a man elects to take a lump sum settle-
ment, he caunot go on the fund. I wish to
give him the right to appeal for a lump sum
seftlement and then go on the fund when
he has exhausted the full £750 at the vate of
£3 10s. a week, or whatever amount he was
receiving. The 50 per cent. settlement can-
not happen under this measure. It could
happen under the Workers’ Compensation
Act. A case was brought to my notice at
Kalgoorlie recently. A man was certified
by the laboratory aunthorities to be suffering
from silicosis early, and that is not compen-
sable under the Workers' Compensation Aet.
He hecame so ill that he eould not work. Ha
revigited the laboratory recently and i
complaint was still certitied as silicosis early.
He conld not work, and decided to appeal fo
the comrt for workers’ compensation. The
insnrance eompany took the laboratory de-
cision that he was suffering from silicosis
early and desired to have the man’s dis-
ability assessed bhefore they would pay. He
went hefore a board of doctors who unani-
mously agreed that the man was tofally in-
capacitated by silicosis. On the board’s de-
eision, he i3 entitled to the full £750, but he
does not come under this measure. He wiil
bhe paid under the Workers' Compensation
Act in the ordinary way, That was an extra-
ordinary ease. I do not know whether the
laboratory authorities would still say he was
suffering from silicosis early., I was asked
why that man could not come under the
Mine Workers’ Relief Aet. The answer is
that T cannot serve him with a prohibition
notice. The only people who can be brought
mnder the Act are those suffering from T.B.,
T.B. with silicosis early or advanced, and
advanced silicosis. The rest come under the
Workers’ Compensation Act.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committlee.

Bil) passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopied.

House adjourned 8.30 p.m.
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—
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—BULK HANDLING.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE asked the Chief
Seeretary: Will he be good encugh to lay on
the Table the report concerning bulk band-
ling, compiled and presented by the depart-
mental committee?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: This
request will receive early consideration and
decision by the Government.

QUESTION—STATE EMPLOYEES.
As to finencial emergency reductions.

Hon. E. . HARRIS asked the Chief
Secretary: 1, When is it anticipated that the
Government will fulfil its promise to State
employees to restore all or any portion of
the 18 per cent. to 2214 per cent. of finan-
cial rmergency reduction in wages and/or
salaries? 2, How much of the money pro-
posed fo he collected by the passage of the
Financial Emergeney Assessment and Emer-

gency Tax Bills, now before Parliament, will

be utilised to relieve those employees?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
No such promise was ever made. 2, The
money reeeived from the Financial Emer.
gency Tax will be paid inte Consolidated
Revenue, and will be utilised by the Govern-
ment in the divections which they consider
to be the most important in the interests of
the State,

QUESTIONS (2)--NECESSITOUS
FARMERS.
As to Commonweulth Financial Relief Act.

Hon. I. CORXELL asked the Chief Secre-
Secretary: If it can be done, will the Chief
Secretary be good enough to furnish the
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House with the process of reasoning adopted
by the amthority administering the Common-
wealth Financial Relief Aect, 1932, in arriv-
ing at a decision that because farmers who
have applied for assistance under the said
Act possess very antiquated Ford motor cars
—generally used in connection witk farming
operations—they are ineligible for assistance
ag necessitous farmers?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: For
the purpose of the Commonwenlth grant the
Trustees of the Agricultural Bank de not
regard a settler as necessitous who is able to
maintain a car.

As to State land tax,

Hon. J. CORNELL asked the Chief Secre-
tary: In view of repeated statements made
by the present and the previous State Gov-
ernment that the land tax has been abolished,
and that the collection of arrears of tax due
before such abolition was not being pressed,
why are impecunious farmers being threat-
ened with prosecution, both for arrears of
tax and for current tax, by the Crown Law
Department?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: I am
not aware that any such statement has been
made by the present Government.

RESOLUTION—-SECESSION,
To effectuate.

A message having been received from the
Assembly requesting coneurrence of the
Couneil in the following resolution, the mes-
sage was now considered :—

That in view of the result of the referendum
taken under the provisiona of the Seeession
Referendum Aect, 1932, this House is of the
opinion that it is the indispensable duty of
the Parliament on behalf of the people of
Western Australia to endeavour by a dutiful
address to His Majesty and humble applica-
tions of both Houses of the Imperial Parlia-
ment to procure such legislation by the said
Imperial Parliament as may be necessary to
effectuate the withdrawal of the people of the
State of Western Aunstralia from the Federal
Commonwealth, established wunder and by
virtue of the provisions of the Commonwealth
of Australia Constitution Aet (Imperial), and
that a Joint Committee of bhoth Houses of
Parliament be appointed to eonsider and recom.
mend what action shall be taken in relation
to the preparation, completion, and presenta-
tion of the said address, and the said applica-
tions in order to give effect to this resolution.

[COUNCIL.]

The Legislative Assembly has appointed a
Committee of five members, and requests the
Legislative Couneil o appoint a Committee
with a similar number of members with power
to confer with the Committee of the Legisla-
tive Assembly.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [4.37]: I move—

That in view of the result of the referendum
taken under the provisions »f the Secession
Referendum Act, 1932, this House is of the
opinion that it is the indispensable duty of
the Parliament on behalf of the people of
Western Australia to endeavour by a dutiful
eddress to His Majesty and lhumble applica-
tions to both Houses of the Imperial Parlia-
ment to proeure such legislation by the said
Imperial Parliament as may be necessary to
effectuate the withdrawal of the people of the
State of Western Australia from the Federal
Commonwealth, established under and by
virtue of the provisiona of the Commonwealth
of Australia Constitution Aet (Imperial), and
that a Joint Committe of both Houses of Par-
lisment be appointed to consider and recom-
mend what action shall be taken in relation to
the preparation, completion, and presentation
of the said address, and the said applicationa
in order to give effect to this resolution.

This motion, which I have to move, calls
for little explanation. It speaks for itself.
The Government desire to respect the will
of the people in connection with the referen-
dum on secession taken at the last general
election, and recognise that the method of
presenting the case to the Imperial anthor-
ities should be beyond suspicion, The Gov-
ernment feel that the State Parliament
should be consulied on sueh a momentous
question, and that a joint committee of hoth
Houses should meet to consider and recom-
mend what action ought to be taken in re-
gard to the preparation and presentation of
the case which has to be made out in sup-
port of the decision of the people. This is
not a party question, and I feel sure thai
fact will be recognised, There may be some
hon. members who are not in accord with the
vote of the people. Despite the majority
decision of the electors, there are still views
to the contrary. This, however, i no time
to express those views, The issue is a simple
one: “Should, or should not, Parliament im-
plement the course of action necessary as a
result of the referendum?” I cannot conceive
a negative reply to that question. In my
opinion, no other body could be expected to
give so much satisfaction. There is no other
body, it seems to me, which could direct the
work so well. If members of both Houses
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mevi—as 1 Lecl sure they will—with an earn-
ezt determination to do their hest with the
task entrusted to them, there should be hitle
ground for criticism. Of course it is not ex-
pected of the members of the proposed com-
mittee that they should engage themselves in
the preparation of the ecase for secession.
Their duty will be to name the men, either
m Parlizonent or out of it, who they cou-
stder should do the important work and exer-
cise control generally. The Government will
respect the recommendations, and fulfil their
part of the duty imposed on Parliament and
Ministers.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [443]1: I
cannot let the motion go through as a mero
formal motion, 1f any member has anything
to say on the question, this, I consider, is the
time and herc 1s the place o say it. It has
been bruited abroad that becanse of the
majority in favour of secession those of us
who opposed secession should sit down
guietly and say no more. However, I am
not one of those who are going to sit down
silently and say no more. Prohably that
hostility can be traced to various ingredients
in my make-up. 1 take this line of reasoning.
that there ig something to be said on the
rights of minorities as well as on the rights
of majorities. Tt has been urged that hecause
of a certain vote—without taking into ac-
count any of the cireumstanees attendant on
that vote—it is the bonnden duty of Parlia-
ment to implement that vote and send it
along to another authority for consideration
and action. I have every sympathy with tha
present Government, into whose hands an
unwanted child has fallen; a child which I
said would fall into the hands of the seces-
sionists if a secession referendum were car-
ried. I said that then the secessionists would
not know what to do with the child. That
is the exact position in which the present
Government find themselves. As so often
happens to the Child Welfare Department,
the GGovernment have had foisted on them an
infant which they had no band in fathering
and have no desire to nurse. The task im-
posed on them is to try to implement the
result of the referendum. When we make a
retrospect of the whole of the circumstances
surrounding the necessity for this motion, I
venture to say that never before in the his-
tory of the public life of Western Australia
have we bad a position so marked with para-
doxes gnd contradictions. In the first place
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the machinery that resulted in the vote was
foisted on Parliament, withont having been
before the electors. To the eredit of the pre-
sent Government it ¢an be said they fought
the bringing into bheing of this unwanted
child, and definitely demonstrated that as a
politicnl party they were opposed to seces-
gion., On the eve of a general clection the
question was again foisted on Parliament,
and again without its having been hefore the
clectors. So the party that opposed the put-
ting of the futility to the people are now pu’
into a false position, where they can be fired
at from all around. They took the only logi-
eal conrse they could take when, as a politi-
eal party going on the hustings, they said
they would wash their hands of the whole
thing and leave it to the electors, With one
or two exceptions, those who were respon-
sible for giving an opportunity to have the
vote recorded endeavoured by every means,
legitimate or otherwise, by voice, pen and
gesture, to get the vote carried. Then in
the earrving of the vote we had the extra-
ordinary paradox that the electors who voted
for secession did not honour those who gave
them the opporfunity o reeord their votes
by keeping them on the Treasury benches to
carry the vote a stage further. When the
question went before the electors, it was only
a halt-biked measure; I mean that in all my
reading and vecolleetion, in every proposal
put to o referendum provision has always
been made as to what was to be done in the
event of an aflirmative vote. That was so
in the conseription referendum, and in all
other referendums in Australia; the machin-
ery under which they were taken provided
for what was to be done in the event of an
affirmative vote. But this secession question
was merely a half-baked measure to ascers
tain the opinion of the people without peint-
ing to the way in which their decision would
be carried into effcet. And it may be said
that every member who was elected to an-
other plaee in support of the Government,
when asked the question on the hustings,
declared (hat he did not favour seeession.

Point of Order.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: On a point of order.
I understand the position is that we are ask-
ed to vote on the motion hefore us to carry
out the wishes of the people.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Of a part.
of the people,
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Hon. J. T. Franklin: Of the great major-
ity of the pecple. I noticed in this morning’s
paper that no oppertunity was given in an-
other place for members to say whether oy
not they objected to secession. The motion
lefore us is to give authorvity to those who
are to carry out the wishes of the people.
I respeetfully ask you, Sir, whether the hon.
member is in order in bringing forward cer-
tain ideas as to why we should not vote for
the motion.

The President: The hon. member is per-
fectly in order in giving reasons for on
against the motion, and as to whether a com-
mittee should be appointed by the House in
accordance with the request made by thd
Assembly, I rule that the hon, wember is il
order.

Debate Resumed.
Hon. J. CORNELL: I am only endeavour-

ing——

Hon, H. J. Yelland interjected.

Hon, J. CORNELL: The hon. member is
known to have blindly followed a certain
leader. e will have an opportunity later
to make a speech.

Hon, H. J. Yelland: All this is right out
of place.

The PRESIDENT : Order! T am sure Mr.
Cornell will withdraw the remark that an-
other member blindly followed a ecertain
leader,

Hon. J. CORNELL: In deference to yonu,
Sir, and to the House, I will withdraw. I
have a twofold object in speaking here to-
day; one object is to further enlighten a sec-
tion of the community as to the false position
in which the Government find fhemselves,
while the other is to hearten a goodly section
of the communify in the reasoning they
have given since the secession vole was
taken, mnamely, that they were not
only seld one pup, but were =sold a litter of
paps, that they voted wrongly, and that if
the question were again put to them the re-
sult would show a totally different aspeet. As
for the Bourbons of sccession, the Dominion
League, I am sure there is no chance of re-
formation there: but there is an obligation
on anyhody who openly opposed secession—
and I am one of the few members of Parlia-
ment who had the guts to do it—TI say the
further duty devolves on me to stand up and
defend, at this stage and at all stapes, the
minority right of the community. Tt is non-
sense to snggest that T should blindly agree

[COUNCIL.]

to a resolution such as this when, as T say,
the vote was taken under false pretences and
in an atmosphere of fallacy.

Hon, E. H, Harris: There were no false
pretences on the part of the Government.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Owing to all the elap-
trap thai went on, I say

Hon, H. J. Yelland: It was not equal to
the c¢laptrap we ave listening to now,

The PRESIDENT: Order! My, Yelland
will withdraw that remark.

Hon. H, J. Yelland: I withdraw.

Hon. J. CORNELL: There is no necessity
for Mr. Yelland to remain in the Chamber
if he does not desire 1o hear me. I will exon-
erate Mr. Franklin, but I will not exonerate
Mr. Yelland, for I say his tactics here to-day
are akin to the tactics used by the Dominion
League. I hope he will later take the floor
and dispute what I have said. 1 have already
indicated the false position in which the pre-
sent Government have been placed, and I
want now to come to the paradoxes and in-
consistencies that eharacterised the vote, I
congratulate the Chief Secretary on the very
brief speech in which he moved the motion,
because it was about all that he or anybody
eise could have said. One would assume by
ihe 1rend of evenis and the argunents put
forward that ouly a vote on seeession was
taken. I do not dispute the bgures recorded
as to the vote on secession, but in reading
in the newspaper this morning the remarks
made by the Premier in moving fthe motion
in another place, one would assume that the
only question was the vote ftaken on seces-
sion. However, side hy side with that vote,
every elector had a hallot paper on the ques-
tion of a convention. We cannot dissociate
the two guestions in any argument put for-
ward.

Hon, J. T. Franklin: Again I want to
raise a point of order. This is a ques-
tion

Hon. J. CORNELL: A question we want
to get through without any sentiment.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: This i3 a ques-
tion of a vote hy Parliament as to whether
the deeision of the people should be given
effect to.

Hen. C. B. Williams: Is the bon, member
in order in making a speech when raising
a point of order?

The PRESIDENT: I am waiting for the
point of order.

{lon. . T. Franklin: T think Mr. Cor-
nell is out of order in discussing the ques-
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tion of secession or mo =ecession.  The ques-
tion before the House is whether we should
carry the motion,

The PRESIDEXNT: [ have already ruled
that Mr., Cornell is in order. If the hon.
member does not agree with my ruling, there
is a course for him to follow.

Hon, J. CORXELL: As I was saying,
it is not poszible to dissociate one vote from
the other. It has beer inferred that the vote
was taken only on secesston, hut there was
also the question of 2 convention. One would
naturally assume that those in favour of
secession had no time for a convention. One
would also assuime that a party that was
pledged fo unifieation would vote for the
convention. One wonld further assume that
the political party responsthie for the intro-
duction of the Bill would vote all out for
secession and would not be hothered ahont
the convention. Here is where the inconsist-
ency lies, and it is shown that when the
clectors went to vote, in many cases they
had as much idea of the question as a piz
knows about n musket. The electors just
voted and they listened to neither rhyme nor
reason. For the first time in the history of
Aastralin—even durving the war on the part
of the antis, there was ne parallel—the
Prime Minister of the Commonwenlth was
refused a hearing in YWestern Australia, and
he was unable fo state the ease which it was
his right to do on behalf of the people of
the rest of the Commonwealth. The anti-
conscriptionists and  Sinn Feiners during
the war were mild as eompared with the
action of the crowd that refused to give the
Prime Minister a hearing.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: He brought it on
himseH.

Hon. J. CORNELL: They did not have
the deeeney to lisien to the Prime Minister,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: He never had time
to come near us hefore.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The Prime Minister
had every right to demand a hearing from
the people of this State, The hon. memher
asks why he did not come hefore. DBeeause
there was no need to address the people of
the State before; the Bill did not pass until
the 7th December. There were cast in fav-
our of secession 138,633 votes, and against
it 70,706. Thus there was a majority for
secession of 67,627. When we come to the
alternative question of the convention, we
find that 119,031 voted against if, and 88,275
voted for it. Therefore we have a diserep-
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aney of somewhere in the vieinity of 30,000
electors voting both for a convention and
for secession. That serves to show the tragic
amount of ignerance that prevailed during
the course of the regrettable and at times
very lmmentable eampaign. Tn the elector-
ate of Collie there was a majority for seces-
sion and a majority for a econvention. The
South Fremantle eleetorate, which is repre-
sented in another place by the Minister for
Works, recorded a majority of 3,234 for
secession and a majority of 1,850 for a con-
vention. These figures serve to show some-
thing that I have always had in mind, that
when we trust the people with a referendum
we trust them with something they know
nothing about, and we provide ways and
means for Parlinmentarinns to shelve their
responsibility on fo the people who are less
able to judge the faets. Strange to say, the
largest vote for secession in the metropoli-
tan arca is recorded in the Fremantle dis-
tricts, where no one but Labhour can hold
a seat, whether it be in the Legislative Coun-
il or the Legislative Assembly. There we
have a paradox that a locality represented
by a party that stands for wnification re-
turned an overwhelmingly large vote in fav-
our of secession, Then turn to North Perth.
If there be an clectorate in this Stute that
can be said to be 100 per eent. non-Labour,
it is North Perth. The majority there for
seeession was 1,360 and the majority against
a convention 587, Now the sponsors of seces-
sion want to ram down my throat about the
will of the people. TIf we ave logically ‘o
carry out the will of the people, I want i0
know why we are debafing at such length
the emergeney tax. The will of the people
is well expressed in another place on that
question, and the infention of the people was
unmistakably expressed at eleetion time.
Still, we are evading the will of the peopls,
and to sit down and say that because there
is a big majority for seceding we close our
eyes to the futility of taking the whole thing
as gospel. I for one will not do so. YWhat
are we now being asked to 407 If members
will go to the trouble of getting from the
Electoral Department a return of the votes
polled, and work it out for themselves they
will find that with very few exceptions
throughout the State, even in country elee-
torates, the ratio of the majority of votas
against secession was 50 per cent. less in the
case of the convention than for seces-
sion. It all goes to prove, in my
opinion, that the elector was hulldozed,
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and did not know where he stood.
A section of the electors will admit that the
sole reason for voting for secession was that
they were desirous of voicing a protest be-
cause ot what they considered was lack of
considerate treatment of this State by the
Eastern States, and not with the idea of
breaking away from the union.

Hon. W. J. Mann: You would get the
same vote again to-morrow.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Youn think so?

Hon. V. Hamersley: Yes, and a bigger
majority.

Hon. J. CORNELL: In my opinion, the
majority was not arrived at because of any
fault that was to be found with the Constitu-
tion; the ehief factor was the human fault
in that machinery. The human factor, from
the State point of view, would be abont fifty-
fifty beeause of errors and diserepancies.
Now we are asked to join another place in
the appointment of a committee. What for?

Hon. C. B. Williams: To bulldoze the
people again,

Hon. J. CORNELL: The Chief Secretary,
when introdueing the resolution, said that
the committee would not be expected to go
into the pros and cons of secession, but
would prepare the case to be presented in
an endeavour tu earry out the vote of the
people, and to name the men, whether in
Parliament or out of Parliament, to do the
work. [ want publicly to protest against
any hwish expenditure on this question be-
cause | submit it is not justified. The motion
says that it will be the duty of these men
to prepare on behalf of the people of West-
ern Anstralia and endeavour—I1 am very
glad that that word was used—to prepare a
dutiful address to His Majesty and humble
applications to both Houses of the Imperial
Parliament to procure such legislation as
may be necessary to effectuate the with-
drawal of the people of Western Australia
from the Federal Commonwenlth. T do nof
know whether any action has been taken in
that direction. I desire to know whether
these men, be they drawn from inside Par-
liament or outside this institution, who are
to make ount the case for presentation to His
Majesty the King and to the Imperial Par-
hament are, at the same time, to provide
ways and means or advance suggestions as
to how Western Anstralia shall discharge its
financial obligations to the rest of the Com-
monwealth. Mr. Franklin is, I understand,
the Treasurer of this Bourbon Society to
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whick I have referred—the Dominion
League,

Hon, J. T. Franklin: T am a secessionist
and I am proud of it.

Houn. J. CORNELL: I have already indi-
cated that the hon. member is one of that
fratermity.

Hon. J. T. ¥ranklin: I am prond of it
becanse sceession will be for the good of
Western Australia.

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1t iz the hounden
duty of every Western Australian eitizen
who is desirous of breaking away from the
Commonwealth of Australia, to consider the
eoncrete proposition of fulfilling the obliga-
tions that we undertook when we became
part of the Federation so many years ago.
That is a phase of the secession problem
that many influential men of Western Aus-
tralia who have invested money in Common-
wealth bonds and securities, should gravely
consider, We should face that issue now
and not be wise after the event. As Aus-
tralian citizens, we have an equal daty to the
people of the rest of Australia as we have
to Western Australia itself. The citizens of
Western Australia, when they agreed to join
the Federation, undertook to shoulder eer-
tain obligations and to wield certain powers.
Those responsibilities still stand and eannot
foy one moment be shed until and unless the
people are prepared to say that they will,
notwithstanding that they desire to leave the
Federation, continune to accept the obliga-
tions they ineurred up to the time they
secured relief from the Federal hond.
There "are many phases of the ques-
tion. For instance, it has been said that
the British Parliament has never failed, but
has always handed out Justice so that the will
of the people shall prevail. To those wlio
make such a suggestion, I would remind
them of Trish ‘history. There is another
matter coneerning which I feel in duty
bound to touch upon for a few moments. [
refer to the position of the people residing

in the Eastern Goldfields areas. . They
have expressed their desire to Te-
main within the Federation. I ignore

altogether, for the moment, the votes of
the people in other parts of the State that
were cast against seeession. I will deal with
the goldfields section of the State only. Far
geographical and many other reasons, the
people of the Eastern Croldfields arcas have
little or nothing in common with those re-
siding in other parts of the State. T counld
inelude the north and north-western por-
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tions of the State in that assertion as well.
1f membhers bear in mind the aggregate vote
©of the people in the cight goldficlds con-
stituencies and the North-West seats, they
will realise that a majority of the people
there desire to remain within the Federation.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: A very small major-
ity of them.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If the hon. member's
party had a majority of twe, they would
still, desire to carry on.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: Why don’t yvon hon-
our the vofe of the people?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I have never yet been
afraid to stand up in Parliament and tell
members, and cven my constitnents, that
they were wrong.

Hon. €. B. Williams:
always believed you.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Not at the time, but
generally afterwards.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: They will believe
vou when you are dead.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I cannot see the
slightest chance of Western Australia heing
relensed from the Federal bond. but if I
thought there were the slighest possibility,
and 1 could get a sufficient following, which
I think I could get, and I am still ahova
ground and ean artieulate—

Hon. Sir Charles Nathan: While vou ave
above ground, you wi]l always articulate!

Hon. J. CORNELL: If T thought there
wias the slighest chance of what 1 have in-
dicated, I would nrge the people of the East-
ern Goldfields, who voted fo remain within
the Commonwealth, to be up and doinx as
they did 30 years ago, and to dissociate
themselves from the sccession movement alto-
gether. That is not a threat nor yet a pro-
mise. 1t i3 my considered opinion that seces-
sion is impossible of attainment but if there
should bhe the slichtest indieation of its ae-
complishment, I wonld urge the goldfields
people fo revolt against it. I elaim that
whatever the aggregate vofe of the people
may be, every Australian has the duty and
the right, if he considers a United Austra-
lia is best for Australia, to siand ouf against
any move that would disrupt the Common-
wealth. 1 regret that the secession move-
ment has drifted into what might be re-
garded as a general election aftermath. Be-
cause the vote was taken on secession, we
are told we muost zbide by the deeision of
the people because we abide by their deei-
sion at a parliamentary election. If any

They have noi
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hon. member gave even the wmost easual
glinee through the history of parliamentary
and constitutional government, he must zp-
preciate the faet that the two matters are
as far apart as the poles. Frow the paviia-
mentary standpoint the decision of the elec-
tors may he reversed in three vears' time,
but a vote on the question of secession means
thai the decision stands for ever.

Hon, V. Hamersley: We will have given
Federation a trial extending over 33 yoars
ingtead of 30 years.

Hon. J. CORNELL: By no process of
reasoning cun the two differing votes he re-
garded from the same viewpoint. 1f the
secessionisis’ contentions were logical, it
would mean that if in 10 years’ time they
discover that they have tuken the wrong
step, all that will be neeessary will be an-
other referendum to return to the Iederu-
tion.

Hon. J, T. Pranklin: Western Australia
will never return to the Commonwealth if
once the State is released from the Federal
bond.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Neither Mr. Frank-
lin nor I have long to remain here, but it
will not be in our time,

Hen. J. T. Franklin: Speak [or yoursell.

Hoo. J. CORNELL: Mr, Franklin and [
have a much better chance of geiting to
heaven than Western Australia has of heing
released from the Federal hond.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: You have a very
siender chance.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Hon. members can
estimate that for themselves,

Hon. C. B. Williams: We have alveady
done zo0.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: I never want to get
out of Western Australia because it is God's
own country.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T think the hon.
member would he glad to gain admission tu
the Wingdom of Heaven,

Hon. J. T, Franklin: T am afraid T shail
not see vou there.

Hon. J. J. Holines: Perhaps Mr. Cornell
will tell us about his blue-shirt brigade on
the goldfields.

Hon. J. CORXELL: I have already said
that people who resort to the tromhone and
prate ahout the British Parliament deserc-
ing well of the people, should consider for
a moment the history of Ireland. In the
newspapers every day we read abont Gen-
eral O'Duffy and his blue shirts. What are
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they doing? Are they =tanding by the de-
cision of the people and upholding De
YValera in power?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: What will General
Cornell and his blue shirts do?

Hon. J. CORNELL: They will adopt the
line of reasoning I am pursuing. The Irish
people put De Valera in power to tun the
joh.

The PRESIDENT: Order! We are not
diseussing the Irish question.

Hon. JJ. CORNELL: T was drawn into
it. The daily newspapers contain condem-
nations of Hitlerism in Germany, bnt Iitler
is just earrving out the will of the German
people, as some sty we should eavry ont the
decision of {he people regarding sccession.
Hitler represents praefically 100 per cent.
of the German people’s opinion.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: What will the gold-
fields army de when we cut off the water
supply?

Hon. J. CORNELL: We generally drink
heer there as it is.

Hon. A. M. Clydesdale: Mostly imported
heer.

Hon. €. B. Williams: Aud we get our
heer and meat cheaper by doing so.

Hen, J. CORNELL: T am voicing my pro-
test and though T may not make any friends
here by so doing, I can assure members there
are many outside who agree with my views.
At any rate, T am consistent in my attitude.
Even the most ardent secessionist in Western
Australia will give me eredit for having op-
posed consistently any attempt, by way of
referendum or otherwise, to hreak away from
the Federal bond, I have not on anv ocea-
sion hit helow the helt. When the report 1s
presented, I shall again return to the charge.

Hon, G. W, Miles: What ahout vour help-
ing to put up the case?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I do not think therc
is any chance of that, but there may be a
possibility, when the committee are constitu-
ted:

Hon. E. H. Harris: Of your being on it¢

Hon. J. T. Franklin: I hope not.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I trust that, if the
resolution is coneurred in and if a majority
of the ecommittee recommend that eertain in-
dividuals be authorised te present the case,
others will be appointed to represent the
minority side. The Labour members will be
out of the diffienlty when the recommenda-
tion iz made, but I cannot see that any case
can be made out for presentation to the

[COUNCIL.]

[mperial Parliament. If there is a recom-
mendation, it should not he aceepted by this.
House unless there has been active represen-
tation of the minority on the committee, he-
cause the minority have as much right to
present their side of the question as have the
majority. Even if Parliament eventually
agrees to what is proposed in the direction
of approaching the Imperial Parliament, that
should not be the last word from the minor-
ity., The majority have a right to carry the
fight to the last ditch, and whatever case is.
made out, whatever may be {he eonditions of
withdrawal, if they do not suit the minority,
it ig their bounden duty to prepare a counter:
petition to the King and to the Imperial Par-
liament praying that Western Australia re-
main in the Commonwealth. I apologise to
members for having spoken so long, but I
could not remain silent when consistency de-
manded of me to try to smother the proposal
at its birth.

HON. ¢. F. BAXTER (East) [5.33]: L
feel that Mr. Cornell has earried his consis-
teney against secession to the last diteh,

Hon. J. Cornell: This is the first ditch.

Hon. C. . BAXTER : Parliament agreed
to snbmit the question of secession to n refer-
endum of the pecple, and the electors who
wmake and unmake Governments have decided
in no uncertain voice in favour of secession.
No matter what may be our views on seces-
sion, lhe guestion does not now arise. The
only thing for us to do is to agree or disagree
to the appointment of a committee to eolla-
horate with a committea of another place to
decide what form of petition should be pre-
sented to the King and to the Brit'sh Houses
of Parliament.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Do vou think it would
be of any value?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: 1 am not discussing
that at the present juneture. There is 2
motion before ns and we have to decide, not
a question of values, hut the question of
meeting the desires of another place. I in-
tend to support the motion, Beyond that I
cannot see any use in discussing the ques-
tion of secession,

HON. SIR CHARLES NATHAN (Metro-
politan-Suburban) [5.35]: I also feel that
this proposal should not be allowed to pass
in silence, either by those who may have
been in favour of secession or those against
it. This is a proposal to consider hy a joint
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committee represenling both Houses the best
step to be taken to present the request of the
people of Western Australia to the British
Parliament. I quite realise, as all must do,
that the result of the referendum leaves no
course open to the Government other than to
endeavour to give effect, so far as they ean,
to the will of the people as expressed at the
referendum. I wish to congratulate the Gov-
ernment upon the action that they have
tnken; I congratulate them on having passed
the baby over to someone eclse.

Ifon. J. Cornell: Tf was not their baby.

Hon. Sir CHARLES XNATHAXN: XNe.
The Government as a hody and the in-
dividual members of the Cabinet have been
particularly eareful—as they had a right to
he—to safezuard their position and not ex-
press their independent views on secession.
The time for that is past.

Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. Sir CHARLES NATHAXN : Perhaps
if is just as well that that iz so. Conse-
quently there is no necessity for them to ex-
press their views whether such a petition as
it is proposed to present will have any
effcet.  Trankly, I do not think it will
I bhelieve that the presentation of a
petition, through the c¢hannels by which
it is proposed to be presented, will be utterly
futile, and, without seeking to search the in-
side of their minds, I wounld not be at all
sarprised if some members of the Gov-
ernment are of the same opinion,
If Western Awvstralia  seriously  de-
sire to be relieved from the Common-
wealth voke. as it has been termed, it does
not seem fo me that we are going quite the
right way to end it. Consequenfly, I sup-
pose, T ought to he satisfied, but over the
futility of the proposed course of aection,
1 ecannot pass in silence. Western Aus-
tralia desires to terminate a partnership
and we should endeavour to ascertain the
best course to adopt in order to determine
it. The course suggested does not appeal to
me as heing the proper one heeauge there are
obligations between the partners that have
to he settled before a court of law would
adjudge that the partnership should be dis-
sotved. Tt seems to me to be the bounden
duty of the Government of the day,
possessed of all the data, all the responsihili-
ties and all the details of the financial posi-
tion to present the case, and not pass the
babv to some eommittee, however great may
be the eapacity they possess. Apparently
the Government consider that such a eom-
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mittee possess capacity greater than theirs;
otherwise they would have prepared the
case themselves. 1 do not intend to oppose
the resolution, but, like JMr. Cornell and
others, I feel that this is not the last word.
I feel a certain resentment, shall 1 say,
against the Government owing to their not
having shouldeved the responsibility them-
selves, However, if they are prepared to
puss it on to someone else, let them do so.

Hon. J. Cornell: The other people would
vrab it with hoth hands.

Hon, Sir CHARLES NATHAXN: Yes.
Permit me to thank members for not having
interjected while I have been speaking. I
do nobt want to draw their comments now,
but I have been a little surprised at their
forbearance because the ronning fire of
interjections with which Mr. Cornell was
aszailed reminded e so much of the tacties
of some of those sccession enthusiasts

Houn. E. H. Harris: At the Town Hall?

Hon. Sir CHARLES NATHAN: —when
responsible members of the Commonwenlth
Government were uot permitted to voice
their views on this important subject.

HON. J. T. FRANKLIN {Metropolitan)
[6.417: I wish to state distinetly that T am
in thorough aceord with the resolution sent
from another place. The message conveying
the resolution bears the number 13, Tt is
said that 13 is an wnlueky number. It is for
the Commonwealth, but it is a lucky unmber
for Western Anstralia.

Hen. C. B. Williams: You may awake to
a sad disappointment.

Hoa. J, T. FRANKLIN: During last ses-
sion we passed a Bill to authorise the taking
of a referendum of the people on secession.
The people expressed themselves in no un-
certain voice. Tlieir decision was a two to
one majority in favour of secession. I main-
tain that that vote having bheen taken by the
consent of both Houses of Parliament, there
should he no discussion as to the advisable-
ness or otherwise of forwarding the result
of the referendum to the Imperial authori-
ties.

Hon. J. Cornell: You ean forward it in a
telegram,

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: Western Austra-
lia is a State of the British Empire. and
we have a right to petition the Home authori-
ties regarding the wishes of the people. The
referendum decided that we should do so.
Another place has resolved that the wishes
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of the pcople should he acceded to and has
asked us to co-operate with it, I hope this
House will eco-operate by agreeing to appoint
a commitiee to confer with the ecommittee of
another place. This afternoon we have lis-
tened to a speech against secession. I bhow
to your ruling, Mr. President, that the
speaker was in order, but I certainly eonsider
that, as the electors decided that we should
petition for seccssion, we should give effect
to their wishes. I support this motion whole-
heartedly, and congratulate the Premier and
his Ministers upon the manner in which they
have acceded fo the wishes of the electors.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: And dodged the issne
themselves.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: The people are
not prepared to dodge the issue, but to take
the matter to the Imperial Government and
ask them to give this State a fair deal.

Hon. C. B. Williams: The Government arve
helping them, arc they not?

Hon. J. T FRANKLIN: 1 compliment
them upon the manner in which they are
enrrying out the wishes of the people. This
House should follow the example set by an-
other place. We are asked to appoint a
committee to work in conjunction with the
other committee.

Hon. J. Cornell: The Standing Orders
previde for that. You cannot have it other-
wise.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: T am not greatly
eoneerned as to the eomposition of the com-
mittee, and whether it consists of Labour
members or others, What we want is jus-
tice for Western Australia. T really believe
the Lahour Party have the same object in
view that we, who are not of that party,
also have. I am rather surprised that any
member should object to the request of an-
other place, seeing that a two-to-one majgrity
of electors voted for secession.

Hon. J. Cornell: My econstituents voted
against if.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: I am sorry the
hon. member should have made that inter-
jection. The residents of his province object-
ed to our going in Tor Federation unless the
whole State entered into it. They stated 33
years ago that if we did not federate down
here——

Hon. Sir Charles Nathan: I rise fo a point
of order. Is the hon. member in order in dis-
cussing responsible Government and Federa-
tion?

[COUNCIL.]

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member
would be in order in connecting his remarks.
with the motion before the Chair.

Hon, J. T. FRANKLIN: I will connect
them up in the end. Some 33 years ago the
eleetors on the poldfields said that, if West-
ern Australia did not join in the Federation
as a whole, they would secede from this
State.

Hon., J. Cornell: They said they would
themselves federate.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: We should put
up a united front for the benefit and ad-
vanecement of Western Australia. It has been
stated in the Press that the ballot over the
varions parts of the State should be made
known. I voted against Federation 323 years
ago, and T am still opposed to it.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Yon are sticking
hard.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: By sticking hard
[ am carrying out the wishes of the majority
of the people.

Hon, C. B. Williams: You are backing up
the opinion you held 30 odd years ago.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: Yes, at a time
when possibly the hon. member had no
opinion at all,

Hon. A, M. Clydesdale: He has altered a
lot since,

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: I cannot see why
there should be any objection to this motion.
We have been asked by another place to
assist in fermulating a scheme to carry out
the wishes of the electors.

Hon. G. W. Miles: There is no opposition
to the motion.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: No, but members
have debated the other side of the question.
I for one am prepared to accede to the re-
quest that has been made to us that we should
assist in framing a workable proposition to
put before the Imperial anthorities.

HON. SIR EDWARD WITTENOOM
{(North} [5.52]: 1T was a member of the
State Government at the time when the ques-
tion of IFederation first came hefore the peo-
ple of this State. We had to hring down
a Bill to empower members of Parliament
to attend a convention or a conference fo
diseuss the provisions that the people would
aceept in the event of Federation being
brought ahout. This oeeurred in 1898. The
referendum was submitted to the people in
1900. I was then in London, and had not
the opportanity to oppose it. T am a seces-
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sionist, but I could not support a Bill for
secession. The fact is that several Govern-
ments have made such a mess of the govern-
ment of Western Australia, and have accumu-
lated such debts and liabilities, that I very
mueh question whether we could get out of
those debts and liabilities without the assist-
ance of the Federal Government. 1 agres
with 8ir Charles Nathan that if the present
Govermnent were sineere in putting this for-
ward they would have brought down figures
to show that the move was likely to be a
successful one. We have to bring into ac-
eount the interest on the debt of 83 mil-
lious, the cost of the post office and other
serviees, and numerous other thingz, suvh
as the maintenance of the unemploved and
so forth. I very much question whether
we eould make a success of things as a sep-
arute State. On the other hand, I am cer-
tain that if we were able to govern Western
Australia ourselves, without any liabilities,
we could do it very well and with great sue-
eess, I know that Sir John Forrest would
have been shot if he had had a deficit in
his day. Our loans amounted only to fve
or six millions then. T do not think they
exceeded that figure. The State was in sueh
good heart that we could have earried on
and made a success of things, The reason
why there was such an agitation for Federn-
tion was that we had a splendid market on
the goldfields at the time, and the mann-
facturers of Vietoria and New South Wales
were jealous because they could not get their
goods into that market without Federa-
tion.

Hon. T. Moore: You had a tariff then?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: And long after we
federated, too.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: It waz o heavy
one in some respects.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM: We
had a revenue tariff. TIn those days our ob-
Ject was to pnt a duty on evervthing we
could produce, and let in free that which
we could not produce, such as sugar, kero-
sene, ete.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Yon were protection-
ists in those days.

Hon., Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM:
The people were urged to produce those
things we could profitably produce. Vie-
toria put an import duty on wheat, with
the result that in a few years they were ex-
porters of that product. We wanted to do
the same thing. At present every avenue
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is taxed. I feel that more thun every ave-
nue woutd be taxed if we had separation.
Notwithstanding that, T an a seeessionist,
and would work for secession were it not
for the disahilities I think we would sufter
as a consequence. I an net opposing the
motion. It was the wish of the majority
of the people that this petition should be
presented o the Parliament in England. [%
is quite right that we should do that. [
share the matured opinion of Sir Charles
Nathan, however, when I say T am afraid
it will all be fotile. Whilst T hold these
secessionist views, I voted for a convention.
I am not going to raise any objection to
ihe motion. 1 unly desire o put it on record
that my sole veason for opposing it is that
I do net think we could make a success of
secession from the finaneinl point of view,
That is why 1 voted for a convention. As
we are not going to have a eonvention, I
shall remain quiet and see what the resnlt
of the present move will he.

HON. J. M. MACTARLANE (}etro-
politan-Suburban) [5.57]: Despite the re-
marks of Mr. Franklin, I have not heard
apyoue speak in opposition to the motion.
Those remarks which have been made are
something in the nature of a backwash of the
secession vote, and are the outcome of the
strong views of those who desire to have se-
cession and those others who wish to remain
in the federation. We all knew that, as a
result of the vote, something of this nature
was bound to come before the Honse, Weme
all agreed that we must pass this motion.
That, however, represents only one stage. The
Government have submitted their ideas of
how we should set about carrying out the
wishes of the people. I am prepared to
give the motion my full support. I only
rose to say that as one of the very consider-
able minority I hope the Committee that
will be appointed will be fully eapable of
presenting the case as well for the minority
as for the majority. Both sides have to ba
fully represented in the petition to be sent
to the Imperial Parliament, I feel it does
not matter how the metropolitan area is ar-
ranged, who represents that seetion, or whe
represents the agricultural seetion, but I do
think a member representing the goldfields
should be appointed to the committee, so
that there may be a full expression of all
views, such as shonld be expressed when =
petition of this nature is going before the
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Imperial Parliament. I repeat that while
the vote was a satisfaetory one from the
secesstonist point of view, yeb a considerable
minority remaing to be heard when the ques-
tion goes before the final tribunal. I have
seen no cvidence of a counter-petition, but
it is guite on the cards that such a petition
may bhe presented. T favour the motion: but
I want the committee drawing nup the ease
to represent all seetions of the community.
and not only one seetion.

HON. T. MOORE (Ccentrald [61]: T am
drawn into this diseussion by the faet that
there is a misconception in the minds of hon.
members as to the procedure which should
have been adopted. Sir Charles Nathan ap-
peared to infer that the Government were
seeking to remove the responsibility from
their shoulders, and Mr. Holmes interjected
that they were dodging the issue, I wish hon.
members to realise that the Government have
a responsibility in this matter. The referer
dum having been taken, it became the duty
of the Government to see that the wishes of
the people were earried out. Only a bare.
bald resclution was put before the people
to vote npon. The next thing to be done br
the Government was to secure the approval
of Parliament for the further action to be
taken, as without that approval nothiny
more conld he done. That is the point. Tf
the Government had taken the responsibility
off their own bal, they would have done
wrong, as they would have been acting with-
out the consent of Parliament. After all,
Parliament is the hody which should decide
this great issue; in fact, the only body which
should decide it. No other procedure was
possible than to bring the matter before Par-
linment in the form in which it has been
brought here, with a view to obtaining the
approval of Parliament.

Hon., Sir Charles Nathan: Nobody has
said atherwise.

Hon. T. MOORE: Mr. Holmes suggested,
by way of interjection, that the Government
were dodging the issue. The placing of the
matier before Parhament was the only step
to take, If hon. memhers believe that there
js any other way of proceeding, it is for
them to get up and state that ather way. I
an hon. member believes that the present
course is not the correct course, he shonld
voice his ohjection and show where the Gov-
ernment have gone wrong. Then the hon.
member eould move in the direction of hav-

[COUNCIL.]

ing the matter dealt with on right lines.
While I am against seeezsion. L say that
the eourse taken by the Government is, in
my opinion, the correct course. I believe
that the defeated Government, if faced with
the same position, would have acted in the
same way, sinee they could pot have pro-
ceeded further without the comsent of Par-
liament. The result of every referendum must
eome before Parliament eventually. Hon,
memhers should be fair in this matter as they
are in other respeets. They err if they think
the Government have not taken the right
conrse in ascertaining the will of the people
on a bald issue. Sir Edward Wittenoom’s
point should have heen eonsidered beforehand.
The ease put up by an experienced states-
man should have been weighed by the seces-
sionists, who wonld thenr have been able to
tell us how we should proceed further in
the event of the referendum heing carried.
It 15 too late to raise that aspeet now. T
helieve in majorify rule. The only rule
demoeracy ean know is majority rule. The
will of the majority must be carried out. A
great mistake has been made in not decid-
ing what was to be set up in place of that
which was to be removed. We may be called
upon to decide that in the course of a year
or two. The Government have done right
in asking Parliament to deeide what is the
hest possible course. T hope the joint select
committee will do their best to put their
view in concrete form, and send it to Par-
liament to have it carried out,

Personal Exrplanalion,

Hon. Sir CHARLES NATHAN: If T
may he permitted to make a personal ex-
planation, I am sure Mr. T. Moore did not
wilfully miscontrue what I said. T made 20
ohjection to the Government seeking auther-
ity from Parliament to take aetion. 1y
sole eriticism was that the means suggested
were in my opinion not the correct means
to adopt.

HON. R G. MOORE (North-East)
[6.97: I have no inteniien of opposing the
motion, bhecause I helieve it vepresents the
only motion that eould be brought forward
by the Government in the ciremmstances.
However, 1T svmpathise with Mr. Cornell,
because from my own knowledge I am aware
that a great many people voted for seces-
sion not because they wanted secession hut
as a protest against the treatment of Wes:-
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ern Auwstralia by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment. These people thought they could
get a better deal for Western Australia iu
that way than in any other way. However,
seeing that we are siill within the Common-
wenith, I see no reason why the Federal
Government should not put up thbeir case
to the lmperial DParliament at the samg
time as the Western Australinn ease is pur
up. I have enough faith in the Imperial
Parliament to believe that Western Aus.
tralia will be given a fair deal, though when
it s all over I suppose we shall he as we
were.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Meiropolitan)
[G.10]: It will be acknowledged that the
speech in which the Leader of the Hou<e
introduced this motion was commendably
abbreviated, and 1 am sure no lhon. memher
was more surprised than the Chief Seere-
tary when that brief speech  evoked =0
spirited a response from Mr. Cornell, We
are all aware how loyal Mr. Cornell is to
any cause which e espouses. He has shown
that he still retains that spirit of loxaity
towards bhis ideas of anti-secession: bhut T
was pleased to recognise his appreciation of
the fact that, obviously, there was no other
course which the Government could have
taken in the circumstances. I agree with
Mr. Cornell that it would have heen hetter
if the Secession Referendum Act had pro-
vided some direction as te the course to he
adopted by the Government in the event of
an altirmative vote heing given.

Hon. J. Cornell: That would have heen
logieal,

Hon. J. XICHOLSON: The only regret
I have, after listening to Mr. Cornell’s
vigorous address, is that the hon. member
did not take the opportunity, when that
measure was before the House, to suggest
the insertion of such a provision, which
would have met the difficulty by which the
prezent Government are confronted.

Hon. J. Cornell : I wanted the Bill throw:
out altogether.

Hon., J. NICHOLSON: I understanl
that; but, seeing that the Bill was passed,
it wonld have heen well to make some pro-
vision to meef the position to which My,
Cornell now draws attention. T auree with
the Leader of the House that the matter was
one with which he could deal in a briof
speech. We are asked, as a House, to fill
a gap which was left when the Secession
Referendum Act was hefore Parlinment,
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That gap iz going to he filled by the method
embodied in the mnotion, and all that is really
desired now is to appoint the suggested com-
mittee. ‘That is the duty now devolving
upon the House. 1 maintain that whether
we are in favour of secession or against it,
there is only ene course for us to adopt, anid
that is {0 give some means of expressing to
the Home authorities the will of the people
us declared on the referendwn.  That being
the case, T infend to vole for the motinn.

HON, E. H. EHARRIS (North-East)
[6.13] : Belore the vole is taken I wish to
make a quotation or two. Those quotations
may enide some hon. members as to the
efiect of the Eraming of any such resolution
as that snggested in the message received
fromi the legislative Agsembly. But first
let me point out that we are asked to seleet
five members to represent this Chamber on
the committee. That means a total eommittee
of ten members, which I regard as an un-
wieldy number in the civenmstances. Ten
members would not be too many on a eom-
mittee to lake evidence regarding some in-
tricate proposition, but 1 do regard the
number as too large for a commitice to col-
laborate in determining the value of words
to he embodied in a resolution which is to
be sent to the Imperial authorities. I am
about to quote an eminent authority on the
gquestion of this House, for instance, being
called upon to support such a resolution as
that which has been submitted. I want to
take hon. members back to the 26th Septem-
her, 1206, when the following motion was
moved in the Assembly by Mr, ¥. C
Monger:—

That the union of Western Australia with
the other States in the Commonwealth of Aus-
tralia has proved dctrimental to the hest in-
terests of this State, and that the time has

arrived for placing hefore the people the ques-
tion of withdrawing from such unien,

The debate whieh took place in the Legisla-
tive Assembly on that motion is notable for
the fact that it shows the Attorney General
of that period did not consider that a resolu-
tion earried in the other Chamber should be
submitted to this House for its concurrence.

Hon. J. Cornell: Who was Attorney Gen-
eral then?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The Aftorney Gen-
erol concluded with these words—

I submit jt i3 absolutely unnecessary, be-

cause if the Upper House is possessed of the
sume sentiment as this House has expressed
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itself possessed of, it would take action with-
out action Lwing taken on our part,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: Before tea I was
pointing out that a precedent was estah-
lished when a resolution dealing with seces-
sion was brought down in 1906, and that ap-
parently that has heen followed in the pro-
cedure we are adopting with the message
we have hefore ns to-day. Authorities dit-
ter as to whether there is a real prospect
of our getting from the Imperial Parvlia-
ment any relief from our difficulties and
troubles. On the oecasion when, in 1908,
thiz was discussed in another place a consti-
tutional anthority declared he did uot think
there was a possible chance of the Western
Australian Parliament doing anything along
those lines, Let me qguote that hon. mem-
ber—

Tt Iias heen said here by many members that
there is a certain provision in the Constitution
of the Commonwealth which may be invoked
for the purpose of dissolving the union of any
one of the States with the Commonwealth,
Iowever, T venture to differ from that. The
Constitution Act dees not make any provision
whatever for the withdrawal of any of the
States from the wmiion they entered into. In
faet, I may eall the attention of members to
the wording in the recital ot the Act. Tt is
recited that the sovercign States thercin named
and the people of thiose States have agreed to
unite in onec indissoluble Federal Common-
wealth; in one that cannot be disselved; and
thercfore it is impossible to invoke any pro-
vision in the Constitution Ac¢t on which it
would be open for any State to withdraw
from the union it then entered into.

This is language that should he understoml
by all those hardyv secessionists thronghont
Western Australia, and I think if it had
heen quoted to them hefore they wvoted on
the referendum

Hon. J. Xicholson: Whom have yvou been
quoting.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The Hon. Norhert
IKeenan, the head and front of the Dominion
League of Western Australia. T assuine
that Mr. Keenan, in 1906, spoke with
a sense of responsibility as  the
Attorney General of the State. realizing that
it was part of his duty as Attorney General
to guide the people of Western Australia
along the right path when thex wanted to
try to get out of the Commonwealth of Aws-
tralia. What I am quoting is a portion of
the advice he tendered when speaking in
another place on the 26th September, 1906,
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Of course, if he had been speaking subse-
quently as a member of the Dominion
League, he would not have been speaking
with the authority of the Attorney General,
hut purely as a private citizen. At the
point at which I left the quotation, Mr.
Foulkes, then a member of another place, in-
terjected, “The British Parliament ecan
amend that Aect.” Mr. Keenan, amongst
other things, said this—

Surely the hon. member must know that if
we were to ask the Tmperial Parliament by
petition to act in that direction, we should he
absolutely ecrtain of a refusal on their part.
Their reply would certainly be this, ‘‘Of your
own frec will yon entered into a union onmly
a few years ago, and we are not going to dis-
solve that union merely because, acting under
some temporary stress of difficulties, you come
and ask us to do so.’’

When, a good many years ago, Mr. Ewing
accepted office, Mr. Cornell said that after
listening to the trouncing the Minister had
had from Mr. Holmes, he thought “Han-
sard” should be burnt at the end of every
session. Perhaps Mr. Keenan will now say
the same. In view of the resolution in whi:h
we are asked to concur, namely, that a ¢om-
mittee be appointed to consider and recom-
mend what aetion should be taken in regard
to the presentatton of a petition to the Im-
perial Parliament, T think it would he ap-
propriate to make a further guetation from
Mr. Keenan's speech on that oceasion in
1906. He said—

It would become mecessary to consider, not
namhy-pamby resolutiors expressing disgust or
dissent, or anything eclse, hut whether the price
we were paying for Federation as it then ex-
isted, the unification of the whole of the Com-
monweitlth in one centre, as it might be if
the Constitution were abused, was not too great,
and whether it would not be better to face the
risk of a dircet attempt to break away by

physical force rather than continue to belong
to it.

May I just here ask the Minister, when re-
plying fo the debate, to say whether if they
cannof secede by some of these, shall T say,
namby-pamby resolutions, it could not he
suggested to the secessionists that they might
adopt some physical force. Mr. Keenan
went on to say—

That can only arrive when as men we have
come to the conclusion it is worth the aceept-
ance of the risk to adopt physical foree, hecause
if we wish to break the bond of Federation we
ean only do so by absolutely setting our owm
physical foree against any forece the Common-
wealth can hring to bear.
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Those are very definite words, spoken by one
deemed to e a constitutional authority. At
that stage Mr. Walker interjected, “We
could present our case to the British Parlia4
ment” Mr. Keenan retorted—

The hon. member tatks of presenting a easc
to the Imperial Parliament. Who, does he
think, would have the big end of the stick if

we prezented our ease, this Stonte or the Com-
monwealth ?

1s not that applicable to-day? Mr, Keenan
continued—

Does he imagine that his voice wounld reash
all the way to the Parliament at Westminster?

I presume he thinks to-day that if his voico
will not reach there from here, it might at
all events he heard if he were there in the
body. During the tea hour I heard that therq
ave five or six members of the Parliament of
Western Australia flattering themselves with
the possibility of being sent Home.

Hon. C. B. Williams: At their own ex-
pense?

Hon. . H. HARRIS: Nothing was said
about the expense. By that fime Mr. Keenan
was approaching the end of his speech in
opposition to the resolution then before the
House. He said—

T adinit that this State particwlarly  has

cause to eomplain of the results of Federation;
but | am prepared, just as we all would
be prepared in our private lives, to allow
a sufficient tiue to clapse that the maeh-
ine may get into proper working order; and
then, if after we have given it a fair trial, it
proves a failure, let us make up our minds, not
as movers and seconders of resolutions which
look very mighty ou paper but really amount
to nothing, rather let us act to the fullest ex-
tent of our manhood in asscerting the rights
which we believe require assertion hy physical
farce, 1t would be disgraceful on my part,
hwolding an oificial position, to advocate physi-
cul foree.
Now, My, I eenan, while he is not in such a
responsible position as he was then, is still
the leader of a parly in another place, and
I think it is appropriate that we should con-
sider his opinion as given on that earlier
occasion.

Hon. H. J. Yelland: After 27 years’ fur-
ther experience of Federation he has now
altered his opinion.

Hon. E, H. HARRIS: But this is a mat-
ter of constitutional law in its bearing on our
relationship with the Imperial aunthorities,
ad that has not altered since that date. I
am not going into the rights and wrongs of

619

Federation, any more than to say that in a
welter of words during the recent elections,
Federation was blamed for all the ills and
troubles that confront the people of Western
Australia. T think that had a good deal of
influence on the electors in the vote they gave.
However, we passed a Bill for the taking of
the referendum, and when we passed that
measare I sincerely believed if was never
contemplated by members of either House
that anything further should be done than
to get an expression of opinion from the
electors. I kmow n number of responsible
persons, some of them then Ministers of the
Crown, who definitely said they would vote
for seression, not hecause they desired it,
but because they desired to voiee their pro-
tests against the treatment of Western Aus-
tralia. What will happen if we carry this
resolution and confer with another place?
We shall then have ten of the legislators
called upon to frame the necessarvy resolu-
tions to be presented to the Imperial Parlia-
ment. I consider that in seleeting members
to go on that committee there should not be
so much searching arcound for representa-
tives of various parts of the State, as appar-
ently has been done in another place, but
that we shounld pick out the men most eap-
able of framing the addresses in the best pos-
sible manner. I feel we shall have an oppor-
tunity presently to record our votes in that
direction—personally I think it is futile—
and if we ore going to do it, let us select the
men most competent to draw up something
to be sent Home to the anthorities,

HON, J. J. HOLMES (North) [7.45]: I
have no desire to prolong the debate heeause
if it is possible to get out of Federation, the
sooner we get out of it, the hetfer it will he.
I have never heen satisfied yet as to a way
out. T would not have spoken at all but for
Mr. R. G. Moore's references to me when T
remarked that it was the Government’s job
to attend to this question and not side track
it ns they are doing. I submit it is the
Government’s job to carry out the wishes of
the majority of the people of the State, for
the reason that on the eve of the general
election Mr. Collier said in no uncertain
terms that if he was returned, whatever deci-
sion the majority of the people arrived at,
he would see that it was given effect to. I
call npon Mr. Collier now to carry out that
promise and not to side-track it on to a
committee of 10 members of Parliament as
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it is proposed to do. I opposed Federation
30 odd years ago. I was then the member
for East Fremantle and I might claim to
have been one of the big four of that time,
There were the late Mr. George Leake, Mr.
(now 8ir,) Walter James—probably he re-
ceived his knighthood because be brought
about Federation—the late Mr. James Gar-
diner and myself.

Hon. J. Cornell: A sort of four-in-hand.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: I pulled out from
that party on the question of Federation,
only because 1 could never see that we would
be anything exeept a junior pariner, and
that the Lastern States wonld be the senior
pariners, I even said oun the platform that
the Eastern States would be the dog and
we wonld he the tail. T explained also that
as the senior pariners, the Eastern States
would gef all the profits and take all the
kudos, and that we as a junior partner wonld
do 2ll the work and receive all the kicks and
knoeks. That is what has happened to West-
ern Australia ever since we Federated. Then
for 30 years 1 remained silent: T abided hy
the decision of the majority. You,
Sir, have complimenteé me on many
occasions for having observed 30 vears
of silence when we were being bled
white by the Eastern States. We had
the highest authority, outside politicians or
statesmen in the person of an independent
expert who said before the last Commission
that Federation was costine Western Aus-
tralin & million and a half a year and had
been doing so for vears past. T thought it
was time to wake up and I voted for secex-
sion and advized others tv vote for it. -t
the same time I never onec suggested that 1
could see a way out. My attitude cost me
my seat at East Fremantle. T eould not at
the time be led away by the cry, “One Flag,
One People, One Destiny.” On one ovea-
sion I had to get out by the back door fo
escape with my life. Now if we wish to
retire from the Federation we must do so
in a constitutional manner; I shall not be A
party to breaking any agreement. I ex-
plained at the time that once in, always
in. If the committee is appointed I trust
the members of it will find a way out
through the Constitution. My point is thit
the Government have all the figures and
facts and therefore should do the job them-
selves and not pass it on fo a committee. Re-
ference has been made to what Mr. Keenan
satd 27 years ago. At that time Mr. Keenan
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represented a goldfields constituency.  Me.
Keenan s an able K.C. and he put up a
case as Nis profession demanded he should
do for his constitnents. Now as a member
for Nedlands he puts up an entirely differ-
ent ease. It ean be said to his credit that
lie carried out his doty just as he did when
he advanced ounr canse before the Disabili-
ties Conmmission without fee or reward,
We have to remember that 27 yeavs ago Mr.
Ieenan represented a goldfields commun-
My and that that community was made ap
of dissatisfled people from all parts of the
world who went to Kalgoorlie to get rich
and to ¢lear out guickly. Those people have
remained and have heen dissatisfied ever
sinee, They ran ws into TFederation and
they should now have the common decency
to Lelp us out of it. AMr. Cornell says
they are going to form an army to
assist them to stay in the Federation. Well
let them do it! A famous general once
said thai an army fought on its stomach.
The first thing we should do to the gold-
tields army would he to ent off the water
supply and see whether they could mareh
withont water. We have done everything
we could for the goldfields and even built
them a railway to ISsperance,

Hon. R, G. Moore: Has not the water
scheme been paid for?

Hon. J, J. HOLMES: Yes, and it cost the
people of this State £100,000 a year for
about 27 years. Compound that and see
what the goldfields owe us. What 1 complain
ahout iz not the Federal Constitntion, buat
party polities that have heen introduced into
the Senate. The framers of the Constitution
provided representation for the House of
Representatives on the per capifa basis, and
when it came to the Senafe, each State was
given equal representation, so that the four
smaller States shounld have 24 members
against 12 to represent the bigger States.
What takes place now? Our members come
over here, some onee, and some twice 2 year,
and make all sorts of complaints about the
treatment of Western Anstralia by the East-
ern States.  Then they return and walk
straight into the party room and take their
instroctions from the majority. It is the
making of the Senate a party House that hag
left the smaller Stafes where they are, and
by the trend of things in this House, if we
make it a party House it will be a bad thing
for Western Australia. Let me give an in-
stance: There is a Bill for the construction
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of a railway betore this House at present.
One section declares it is pledged to sun-
port every railway that is put up, whether
justified or not, the understanding heing
“If you vote for my railway, T will vote for
vours.”  That is what has been causing
trouble in Western Australia, and if that has
been the reason, with respect to the Senate,
we can understand how the smaller States
have been victimise? under the Federal Con-
stitution. I do not place too much import-
ance on what was said by Mr. Keenan 27
Years ago. We all grow wiser as we grow
older—at least we think we do. We must re-
member that it is AMr. Keenan’s job fo put
up one side of the cnse to-day and perhaps
the other side to-morrow, and in pretty
strong terms. Twenty-seven years ago Mr,
Keenan represented a community of dissat-
isfied people. T think he takes n differont
view of the position to-day. I urge Mr. Cor-
nell to remember that it is the goldfields
people who ran us into Federation, and com-
mon decency demands that if we are to secede:
we should do so eonstitutionally and that
they should help us out. I do not ask any-
thing further. T repent that on the eve of
the general election the present Premier said
he wonld see that the deeision of the major-
ity of the people was carrvied ont. not that
he would get a eommittee appointed to do
the joh, Consequently I look to bim and his
Ministers to earry out the undertaking he
gave,

HON. C, B. WILLIAMS (Souith) [7.57]:
1 wish to say merely a few words if only to
stick up for those interlopers who eame to
this State many vears ago and helped to
bring it out of the unecivilised state of the
blackfellow into the civilised position of the
white man in which we find ocurselves to-day.
T am an Eastern-Stater and 1 am not sorry
for it. I reside on the goldfields which have
always heen the backbone of Western Aus-
tralia, more so than ever to-day. Without
the goldfields there would be no talk of seces-
sion. As a matter of faet, the burden wonld
be too great.

Hon. E. H. Harris: They know if we
eecede they cannot get along without our
gold.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: We know that.
But on the goldfields to-day practieally
everything that is required is being produced.
There are catfle and sheep in great numbers
and wheat is being grown successfnlly, In
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addition, there is the port of Esperance on
whieh I notiee the Government propose to
spend £100,000. After all, secession was not
& plank of the Labour Party’s platform, The
Labour Party did not advoeate it; they only
said thev would carry ont the wishes of the
people, whatever those wishes might be. The
intention 1is to do this. As a Labour
Party we do not believe in secession.
We know that it will be useless. It frightens
one when the effects of secession are con-
templated. Let me instance the gold-mining
industry. The Commonwealth Government
made available a bonus of £1 per ounce in
the event of the priee of gold dropping below
£5 per ounree.  The result was that the gold-
mining industry prospered; that was priov
to the depression. Could Western Australia
afford to provide a honus of £1 per ounce
for gold if we got secession? Could Western
Anstralia have afforded to pay the amoant
of monev that has been made available by
the Commonwealth to the farmers doring the
past two vears? Of course, it could not
As a matter of fact, the goldfields get very
little out of Western Australia. On the other
hand, the State has starved the industry. It
is amazing to think that even now the gold-
fields draw their beef supplies from an aren
north of Broken Hill. The meat can be im-
ported from there with three changes of
trains en route, and yet be landed at Kal-
goorlic cheaper than heef ean be taken to
Kalgoorlic from Perth, In those ecireum-
stanees is it not a shame to suggest secession?
What would happen to the people on the
fields if Western Australia were to secede?
We can get our pigs from Adelaide in three
days and it takes three days {o get pigs Erom
Travning, the other side of Merredin. We
get our eanlifiowers from Adelaide. Ii is a
eruel shame to think that our money goes
to a neighbouring State, but that is the
position. It is an insult to the management
of the railways of Western Australia, and
an inmlt to the brains of those who control
the destinies of this State. Yet we are asked
to secede! These are facts that I have
quoted. Fancy being able to import pigs
from more than a thousand miles away as
quicklv and more cheaply than we ean pro-
cure them from a centre 230 miles or so from
Kalgoorlie. It is many years since our fore-
bears came from the East, but they came
from lively States and enlivened Western
Australia. The descendants of those people
are our citizens to-day, and they voted solidly
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against secession on the goldfields, We have
the right to-day to do as the people did many
years ago, as you, Mr. President, are aware,
and we should see to it that the people of the
goldfields have the right to remain in the
Federation if they so desive, and if the vest
of Western Australia is determined to secede,
theu the poldfields people should have the
right to be established as a separate State,
within the Commonwealth. The people there
came to this State to stay for good. Some
came in the early days to get rich quickly,
but thousands of them lost their lives and
their remains arc buried in cemeteries
throughout the goldfields. Some of them bad
no desive fo return fo their home towns, for
Western Australia is all right. I have indi-
cated the way that people on the goldfields
have been treated by State Governments.
One ean only view the position with disgust,
and one resents the methods that have had
to be resorted to by the goldfields people in
order to have their wrongs righted. What.
would government from Perth mean for the
goldfields? Tt wounld mean that that part of
the Stafe would he starved at a fime, as we
have known from experience, when the rest
of the State was prosperous, when there was
plenty of loan money for expenditure, and
when the priees of wheat and wool were high.
At that time, the goldfields were left to starve
and the mining industry was hampered. Tt
practically died. To-day, becanse of the ad-
vanced priee of gold, even derelict backblock
towns are commencing to show signs of life
again. That has not been due to anything
done by the State Government. That devel-
opment has arisen because of the price of
gold and the payment of the Commonwealth
zold bonus. It conld not he done by Western
Australia because the State population is foo,
small to carry the burden. I shall not say'
any more, except to express the hope that’
the rights of the goldfields people will be
preserved to-day as they saw to it 30 years
apo that they were preserved then. My
Lather voted for Federation in Vietoria, and
I have followed in his footsteps. I helieve
Federation is best for Australia generally
and for Western Australia in parficular. T
agree with what Mr. Holmes said, when he
pointed out that at the ineeption, the Federal
Constitution provided that the Senate should
consist of ar equal numbher of represeniatives
from the several States in order that the
rights of the States should be preserved. Al-
though I helong to a party that is definitely,
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unificationist, I will admit that over a period,
of years, little by little, the State's

position has been whittled away, prin-
cipally beecause of political jealousies,
and in a desire to bolster up the

powers of the Commonwealth Government,
irrespective of what their politieal opinions
may have heen.  The result is that to-day
the Senate, instead of standing as the de-
fender of the State rights, = as mueh o part
of the politieal machine as is the House of
Representatives. There are enough senators
representing South Australia, Tasmania aud
Western Australia, if they were but honest
in their politieal actions, to safeguard the
rights of the smaller States by helding up
the business of the Commonwealth, By that
means the requirements of Western Australia
and the other small States would receive thd
consideration that they deserve. I admit that}
I voted against secession, for 1 did not want
this State to be held up fo ridicule. It hag
been ridiculed because of the nature of &
vole that has no chance of heing given effect
to. We know that all this represents so
much waste time. When our representationd
are recetved in the Old Country, they will
be pigeon-holed, which is as it should be. As
long as that is done, I shall be satisfied. So
long as the rights of the minority are pre-
served, particularly those of the people on
the goldfields who have suffered so much in
the past, I shall be content. Like Mr. Holmes,
there have been many men who spent a lot
of money on the goldfields and have received
nothing back in return. Fowever, had it
not heen for the expenditure of their money,
in days gone by, particularly in the provision
of water supplies and the goldfields railway,
this State would to-day be a bleak waste.

Question put and passed.

Commiltee Appointed.

Ballot taken, and a committee appointed
ag follows:—Hons, J. M. Drew, C. F. Bax:
ter, W. J. Mann, J. T. Franklin and A. M,
Clydesdale.

On motions by the Chief Secretary, re-
solved——

That the committee have power to call for
persons, papers, and records, and eonfer with
a. eommittee of the Legislative Assembly and
report on Tucsday, the 12th September.

That n message be transmitted to the Legis-
lative Assembly uequainting it with the fact
that the Legislative Council concurs in the reso-
lution set out in message No. 13 from the As-
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sembly, has appuinted tve members of the
Legislative Couneil to act on the coemmictee re-
ferred to thervin, and has fixed Friday, the
Ist September, at 11 o’clock in the President’s
room s the time aml place for the first mecet-
ing,

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
1, Mining Act Amendment,
2, Mine Workers' Relief .Aet Amendment.

Reeeived from the Assembly.

BILLI: — TFREMANTLE MUNICIPAL
TRAMWAYS AND ELECTRIC LIGHT-
ING ACT AMENDMENT.

Kead a third time and passed.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. W.J. MANN (South-West) [8.40]:
There are some further phases of this matter
that I think should receive consideration. One
of these I have not yet heard mentioned but
it has a considerable bearing on the question
of emergency taxation. In view of the atti-
tude of the Premier when introducing the
Bill, and of the scant courtesy he meted out,
to his hearers, as evidenced by the little in-
formation he vouchsafed to them concerning
the Bill, we may be forgiven if we adopt «
somewhat cantious aftitude. Tn the absence
of definite knowledge of the financial pro-
posals of the Governmment, I do not think ang
body of men eould fairly axsess the necessity
for a measure of this kind. I doubt the neces-
sity for re-enacting any financial emergency
taxation.

Hon. E. H. Gray: You are optimistic.

Ton. W. J. MANXN: Yes. The Government
are to receive something like £700,000 from
the Loan Counci! this year more than wad
received by the State last year, That is &
large sum, and should go most of the way
towards financing unemployment works and
provide a halance aover and above the expen-
diture on such works. T am going to endea-
vour to show thai the Government will re-
ceive a considerable amount from othed
sources, and that such extra money can also
he applied to their programme. The pre-
0‘)]
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vious Ciovernment did a very fair thing in
recard to unemployment relief work. Perd
haps they did not go ns far as they mighb
have done, but I do not think anyone could
reasonably cavil at the assistance afforded in]
the majority of cases to the unfortunatd
people coneerned. It what we are given to
understand is a faet, the CGovernment ap-
parently are out to spend quite a lot move
money than was spent by their predecessors.
I do not know that they will greatly improve
the position.

Hon, ¢. B, Williams: It will mean the
absorption of many of the unemployed.

Hon., W. J. MANN: Most of the unem-

ploved were given some kind of work
by the previeus Government, though
perhapg not as much us some of wus

wonld have liked; but T am inclined to think
that the present Government have an idea
that thev are about to reap a considerahle
financial harvest by taxation and in other
directions. This makes me also inclined to
think that the Government propose to spend
money much more freely than is at present
desirable, more especially as portion of that
money is loan meney, which will have to be
repaid. I believe that as the resnlt of the
splendid increase in the gold yield and the
appreeiation in the priee of wool, there will
be a considerable increase in the amount of
income taxation, for one thing. Already
there are signs that the activity displayed in
gold mining will bring a considerable amount
of money to Western Anstralia almost right
away. I might illustrate that by something
which was told me this momming regarding
the flotation and the financiny of whal was
the Laneefield mine, I was informed defin-
itely that operations on the mine, which
are to commence immediately, will give work
to ahout 450 men. If thnt is correct~-and [
am agsured that it is—it is only one ¢f many
such advances we shall see before long in
Western Australin. Tt will mean additional
full-time work for 450 men and the spring-
ing-up of a new township in that locality.

Hon. G. W. Miles: The development will
support a population of another 1,500 men,
women and children,

Hon. W, J. MANN: Yes: and the same
thing will be repeated in various parts of
the State. Taking those things into con-
sideration, if there is to he any financial
emcrgeney taxation, it should be reduced in-
stead of being increased as proposed hy
these twin measures. Whilst-1 have not the
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slightest wish t¢ cast any vote which may
embarrass the Government, I must say that
I believe the people of Western Australia
are faxed heavily enough, taxed munch more
than is good for the general welfare. I may
be met with the reply that people in the
Eastern States are taxed more heavily stil],
but I do mnof think that affects the posi-
tion. People in Western Australia are bear-
ing an egqual burden with people in the
Fastern States, all things considered. If I
were to make a suggestion at all with regard
fo increased taxation, I should say that if
the Glovernment received a eouple of hun-
dred thousand pounds by way of emergency
taxation, that amount, with the increased in-
come tax, which [ feel sure will be re-
cetved—

Hon, J. Nicholson: The Government must
receive over £300,000 from emergency taxa-
tion.

Hon. W. J. MANN: From statements
made during the debate in this House I am
inelined to think the amount will be con-
siderably higher than the estimate, which is
£378,000. That is suggested to my mind by
the belief that at the next quarterly assess-
sent of the basic wage the index figures will
show a sufficient increase to raise the hasie
wage above £3 10s. per week. Buch a rise
would bring a considerable number of work-
ingmen within the taxahle range. The rising
prosperity, may 1 say, which is ahead
of this State is such that instead of increas-
ing taxation we should aim in the other
direction. If we are to have increased taxa-
tion, then at the very most it should not ex-
ceed 5d. or 6d. in the pound. For my own
edifieation I have worked ont a scale which
I believe would bring in about £200,000. I
suggest a scale or sehedule commeneing with
1d. in the pound on incomes between £100
and £200, and proeeeding to 3d. in the pound
on ineames hetween £200 and £300, to 4d. on
incomes between £300 and £500, and to 5d.
on all incomes over £500. That scale, on the
fizures supplied, would bring in about
£200,000, an amount I regard as ample. Un-
doubtedly the Government will receive in-
creases in many directions. The gold yield
has increased, and is increasing. Last year
there was an inerease of nearly 95,000
ounces over the previons vear. That in-
crease alone, at the present price of gold,
represents £750,000, all of which will be tax-
able. This year, T believe, we shall have
even a greater increage in the gold vield, be-
cause the first six months of 1933 show a

[COUNCIL.]

very satisfactory increase over the corres-
ponding period of last year. Each year from
1928 the gold yield of this State has been
inereasing, and for that reason there is more
money and will be more money expended
amongst us. The same happy position ap-
plies to the wool industryv. Within ihe last
few weeks, and particularly within the last
few days, there has been an appreciable in-
¢rease in that regard; and all that monay
will he taxable, too.

Member: Not until the following vear.

Hon, W. J. MANN: It will be taxable
eventually. As regards the daration of this
emergency taxation, I feel that I cannot
support anything more than 12 months., Tt
would be quite a reasonahle period if the
tax were made to operate for 12 months
from the date of the passing of the Bili.
Then the tax would expire within what
wounld be, in ordinary cireumstances, the
next session of Pariiament, when we shouid
be here and able to review the position.
Therefore, I do not clearly understand the
Government’s object in asking for a period
of 18 months. In my opinion, a peried of
12 months would be wizser. As regards the
retrospective clauses, I feel the Govern-
ment will be well advised not to press
them. Fhe position is not so urgent as o
make retrospective operation an ahsolufe
necessity. None of us likes retrospective leg-
islation, especially when it ecomes to paying
money that should have been paid during
an earlier period. With these reservations
I support the sccond reading, also reserv-
ing my right to support amendmenis in
Committee.

HON. SIR CHARLES NATHAN (Metro-
politan-Suburban) [8.58]: I have no desire
to add to the length of this dehate, which
has already been of a protracted nature: but
T do feel the need for saying a few words {o
justify the vote T propose to cast. One realises
that though perhaps befter times are ahead,
and though, as the Leader of the House
has admitted, we are now perhaps turning
the corner, there is still a bounden duty on
the Government of the day to provide as
far as possible for those who are unahle
to find work through the ordinary indus-
trial channels. Further, it is necessary that
the Government should be placed in a posi-
tion enabling them so to do. Consequently,
te me, the necessity for a measure of this
deseription is evident. 1 wishk to say
frankly that the present Bill is, in my
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epititon. wuch more equitable than that
which we were called upon to pass last
vear, 1t 3= dilfieult for members of this
Chamber to have incorporated their indi-
vidual views in a measure such as this with-
out also shouldering the responsibilities of
the Government. I do not propose to adopt
tnat course this vear any more than [ was
inclined to do last vear, although, as I have
said, that measure was not one which
i would have agreed fo under normal
eonditions.  With the principles of the
Bill T am entivelv in agreemeni. T
am  also  entirely in  agreement with
the Minister, who expressed the opinion
that we were justified in taxing the people
of Western Australia to the same extent as
the people of the Lastern States are taxed.
T was never able to follow the opinion of
the ex-Premier when he said the people
of Western Australia lived in cirecumstances
=0 different from those of the Eastern States
that they could not be taxed to the same
extent as the people in the Eastern States;
or to pui it in another way, they conld not
stand such high taxes. I fail to see how a
man on £8 a week cannot afford to pay a
tax similar to that paid by a man who is
drawing €8 a week in one of the other
States. The onlv difference I ean see is
the existing difference in the cost of living.
I cannot see why a man on £1,800 a year,
if he is earning that money, is not entitled
to be taxed the same as the man on £1,000
a year in one of the other States. But [
can see the force of the argument that if
we are to look to the more weaithy States
-—wealthy through their manufaeturing and
other activities—if we can logically sup-
port a claim for some measure of assistance
we must see to it that we ourselves shars
the burden. Therefore, as one of those who
vomes within the classes affeeted, I have no
persenal feeling about the additional taxa-
tion imposed on me and others, always pro-
vided we are perfectly satisfied that the
wmount to he realised is to be used for the
legitimate purpose of finding work for the
unemployed. It is on that point that T have
qust a little doubt. T feel that the Govern-
ment perhaps have not fully justified the
Bill, not fullv made out their case. We
know thev are getting something like
£600,000 or £700,000 from loan aecount more
than the late Government bad to spend on
public works. The Minister has advised us
that this particular tax will bring in a cer-
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tain amount, Mr. Baxter, I think, said that
in his opinion the amount would be consider-
ably wore than that mentioned by the
Minister, but I am eonfident that the Minis-
ter can justify his own figures, If I re-
member aright, the number of unemployed
during the regime of the late Government
was approximately 14,000 or 153,000 men,
about tbe same number 25 are out of work
lo-day. We have not heen told whether
the Government will, by the additional
amount they are receiving, be able to ab-
sorh all those men during the next 12
months. The lingering fear in my mind is
that while some men will be paid an in-
creased rate—and I agree with the Govern-
ment that that is justifinhle—there will he o
considerable number who may not he given
an opportunity to work; in other words that
i giving some u greater amount of remun-
eration per week, the Government, by theiv
generosity in that direction, may be preclud-
ing others from obtaining work at all.
Certain umendments have been proposed,
and so long as they do not jeopardise the
passing of the measure, I should like to see
the CGovernment give favourable considera-
tion to at least several of them. While I
propose to vote for the second reading, [
will support some of those amendments in
the hope that the Government may aceept
them. Those amendments T have in mind
are not in any wayv vital fo the privciple in-
volved in the measnre. I will support the
second reading.

HON. J. M. MACFARLANE (Metro-
politan-Suburban) [9.5] : I feel that the Gov’
ernment are not at all gratified at having to
bring down the Bill, that they would have
preferred that the necessity for it had not
arisen. But we found such a measure neces-
sary last year, and I am confident the condi-
tions have not so far improved as to allow
the Government to carry on without this
taxation. Tt is an emergeney tax, and my
view 18 that the flat rate of last vear was the
hest rate that could he applicd. The Gov-
ernment have seen fit to put up the Bill in
another form, and as I am trving to be help-
ful T hope the Bill may hecome effeetive at
as earlv a date as possible. But I do hold
that, this being an emergency tax, everyhody
in the community should be called upon to
meeb the emergency condition. I do not agree
that the single men ought to he exempt, be-
cause I feel thev should be grounded in their
responsihilities to the State. should not be
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exempt from those responsibilities. If we do
not infuse into them a sense of their responsi-
hilities, then as time goes on they will feel
they should be relieved from taxation in
many other forms, some of which put a hur-
den on a class which in turn affects the
labour market. So I propose to support the
amendment dealing with single men, Also I
feel that the Government have not taken the
House sufficiently into their confidence, have
not suppiied information as to what the dif-
ferent classes of fax will yield. I understand
that even the Taxation Department cannot
supply those fignres. So it is evident that
before the Act is in operation for a year, it
will he fonnd that the Government are ex-
tracting a good Qeal more than is necessary.
Beecause of that, I hope the operation of the
Act will be restricted to one year. I am go-
ing to oppose the retrospective provision, be-
cause I have always opposed retrospection
in any form, whether in taxation or in the
awards of the court, Now the tide has turn-
ed and the worker is threatened with retro-
speetion, he himself can see how bard it will
deal with him. I suppose the Minister will
gay it is not fair to interfere with the retro-
spective provision, heeause that would affect
his returns. I do not wish to affect the re-
turns, but I think perhaps the position could
he balanced by extending the term of the
operation of the Act in lien of passing the
retrospective provision. T do not like the
Bill, and T am sure the Government do not
like it, and so I trust it will last no longer
than 12 months.

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central)
[81G]: The necessity ftor the continu-
ance of this emergeney taxation s

unfortunately only too well known. But
it s diffieult lo understand why the
Premier did not call Parliament together
early in June, so that an amended taxation
Bill might bave heen considered and passed

by the 30ih June to make provision for the-

continuity of the receipt of money so neces-
sary to the finding of work for a large num-
ber of unemploved, and so avoid the
neeessity of Parliament being asked to make
the present Bill retrospective. Failure to
maintain this continuity means the loss of
£25,000 per month under the old Act, and
perhaps more under the Bill. This retro-
spective legislation is only jnstified when cir-
eumstances make its imposition unaveidable.
The retrospective provision, if carried, will

[COUNCIL.]

result in hardship on many people and in-
justice on some.  During the last session
Ministers of to-day frequently referred to
the broken promises of the then Government.
What do we find to-day? Indignation meet-
ings held in many parts of the State, not by
opponents of the present Government, hut
by those who have supported them. Is it any
wonder that Alr. Williams, a Labour sup-
porter, charges the Labour Government with
hypoerisy? The charge is levelled against
the Government that nnder the Bill certain
people will be exempt from taxation which
otherwise would go into the State fund, and
at the same time the Government are in-
sisting upon those people paying union fees
hefore heing able to obtain work on a Gov-
ernment job. That, I think, has been proved
conclusively, If the funds of the umnions
were used to provide sick or accident bene-
fits it would he had enough, but when it is
known that those funds are used for polifi-
cal party purposes it iz a scandalous state
of affairs, and makes one wish for a Musso-
lini. Tt is high time all such unions and as-
sociations were compelled to account to the
Registrar, as the friendly societies do, show-
ing how their funds are used. I believe in
unions and asseociations, and have been a
member of one for many years. When a
(tovernment officer T have always joined up
with the association for whieh I was eligible.
But there was never any compulsion abont
it, and certain well-thought-ouf schemes were
initiated for members. The Commonwealth
public officers have an nssociation which, in
addition to doing what irade unions do, has
a substantial fund to its eredit for the benefit
of its memhers. If something on those lines
were attemmpted by the uniong, I feel sure
there would he no necessity for compulsion.
I repeat that the need for this or some other
taxing measure is unfortunately only too ap-
parent. T was surprised to hear from Mr.
Mann tonight that in his opinion there is
some doubt ahout the necessity for the Bill.
I am quite willing to accept the opinion of
the hon. memher, but I do not know whether
there is a great difference between the con-
ditions obtaining in the South-West and in
my distriet. I am aware, however, as I said
hefore, that there is necessity to raise funds
to provide work for the vast number of un-
emploved people. I have seen more than
enough to convince me in far top many casocs,
great and undeserved hardship has had to
he endured by both unemploved and farmers.
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I ask members to bear with me for a couple
of minutes whilst I read this letter, which is
typical of hundreds of cases throughout the
State—

T am a married man with five childreen, all
of whom are at school. Their ages are 14, 13,
11, 9, and 7 yvears. I applied for sustenance
work on the 21st June, and yesterday, the Hth
instant, I received a reply from the police that
I was not entitled to maintenance work. My
application having been refused on the ground
that I had earned more than I would have
carned if T had been on sustenance work, that
is, since finishing up on sustenance work about
the 5th December last, As you know, my work
on the wharf is very intermittent, and I
carned £96 from the Sth December last to the
14th June this year, and hecause T earned more
than I would have had from the State as bare
sustenance, T am refused the right to a job to
carn e¢nough to buy food and other necessaries
for my wife and children, and this notwith-
standing the promises made by the present
Government at the last elections. Is this action
taken with the consent and approval of the
Minister for Employment? I de not think he
would stand for a man with the family respon-
sibilitics that I have heing treated in such a
way. Will you please place these faets before
him and endeavour to get mwe a start?

This man is a member of the Waterside
Workers’ Union at Geraldton. T did not
like to tnention his case, but T consider it
my duty to do so. The man applied for
sustenance on the 21st June and did not
receive a reply until the 5th August. He
was kept in suspense all that time. T called
at the unemployment office to-day nnd wns
informed that the sergeant at Geraldton had
been requested to make inquiries. The mau
in question is an honest, sober, hard work-
ing person with five children. He was on
sustenanee in December last when the wheat
was coming in, and knowing he could earn
more money working on the wharf, he pulled
out of sustenance. That is the type of man
we want in the community to-day. He was
able to seeure six months’ intermittent work,
and during that time earned £96. When
the whart work was finished, he applied
again for sustenance. He was asked to suh-
mit a statement szhowing the amount of
money he had earned. and he did so. 0Of
course he earned more money than he would
have reecived had he remained on susten-
ance, but after he sent in his application for
sustenance again, he was fold to stand down
until the amount he had earned ahove the
sustenance rate had worked itself out. The
sustenance rate was £2 9s,, and in the perind
in which he worked he earned £3 10s, T
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cannot say that the Government whose sym-
pathies are with this class of man are fol-
lowing this procedure to make themselves
unpopular; T do not believe that for a
moment. The member for (leraldton him-
self was in Geraldton last Friday, and had
to face a hostile crowd there. I am told
that similar meetings have heen held in
Perth, and judging from what Mr, Williams
has told the House, I should imagine that
meetings have also been held on the gold-
fields. The mewmbers of the Government T
know are not deliberately refusing to grant
sustenance in cases such as that T have de-
seribed; it must be because there is not the
money available,

The TIonorary Minister: Is the case vou
have mentioned one of being unable to get
sustenanece, or unable to get work®

Hon. K. H. H. HALL: The man cannot
et either work or money,

The Honorary Minister: 1 assume he is
drawing sustenance now.

Hon, E. II. H. TALL: He is not getting
anything, and it i1s for that reason I have
brought the matter under the notice of the
department. The man is ont of work, and
is unahle to draw either rations or susten-
ance money, and he has frequently catled at
my house to inguire what T have heen able
to do. Only to-day was T informed that the
serecant of poliee at Geraldton had been
requested to make inquiries. How, there-
fore, ean members say there is not much
necessity for this taxation te he imposed?
Last night Mr. Miles made the statement
that he had heen unable to engage a boy
to do eertain work. The hon. member would
liave no object in relating that to the House
if something of the kind had not happened;
but I am convineed that if he had applied to
the Boys’ Employment Lengue he would have
met with suecess. In common with olher
residents in Geraldion, I have been hesieged
by men ecalling at my home, and a big pro-
portion of them young men, from all parts
of the State, in search of work. As far as
I have heen able to gather, all are desirons
of obtaining employment, though I admit
some are not too anxious. It is our duly
to provide employment. Another matter of
importanee to whieh reference has aiready
been made is that of the reduction of inter-
est, The Governments, State and Common-
wealth, owe it as a duty to the people ta
endeavour to wef a reduetion in the rates of
interest. We are continually being congratu-
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lated by men from the Old Country ahout
the splendid performance we have puf up,
but while that may please wvs it does nos
provide work for our unemploved. It wouid

e far better to secure a reduction
of interest which would render us 0
mueh  assistance at  the present time.

T was very interested last night in listening
tc Mr. Hamersley's statement showing de-
tails of taxation. It was noticeahle that
the Commonwealth fook by far the lien’s
share of that direet taxafion. Remembering
the enormous amount extracted frem us by
the Commonwealth through indireet taxa-
tion such as Customs and Excise, is 16 any
wonder that we find ourselves up againsi
it? The cost of the Conmmonwealth depart-
ments is £37,631,261 per annum, or £6 per
head of the population. When we realise our
helplessness to effect any reduetion in Fed-
eval expenditure, we almost feel inclined to
declare that the sooner we let the Common-
wealth take the lot, the better. TFowever,
that is a policy of despair. Consequently we
Lave to make an effort to put our house in
order. Mr. Miles has stolen some of my
thunder in suggesting a reduction of mem-
hers of Parliament and also a reduction in
the amount of the Parliamentary allowance.
Such action would, under existing conditions,
show the people that we were really trying
to meet the needs of the situation. As the
pacty in power favour the referendum, it
iz suggested that they arrange to put the
guestions hefore the people. IE they were
put before the people af the next general
cleetion, I believe the people would record
a bigger affimative vote lov them than they
did for sccession; and that applies to redue-
tion both in the nnmber of members aud in
the allowance. Mpr. Miles referred to the
Licenses Reduction Board. I agree that the
hoard bave done good work, but the neces-
sity for the continuance of the board cannot
be maintained. Poliee and magistraies
throughout the State might well be expected
to ensure that the present satisfactory hotel
aceommodation and arrangements are con-
tinned. The statement that the cost of the
hoard does not eome out of Consolidated
Revenuc is altogether beside the point. The
cost eomes out of the pockets of the hotel-
keepers directly and the general publie in-
direetly. Whilst, perhaps, the hotel-keepers,
like other husiness people, must look after
themselves, still they have as mueh »ight
to fair and just treatment as has any other
zection of the people. There is absolutelv

[COUNCIL.)

uo appeal from the decisions of the board,
and in the past, I fear, there have been
cases of havdship, Whilst not ohjecting to the
recent appointees, I do ohject to the practice
adopted hy the previous and now followed
v the present Government of appoinfing
prominent supporters. I think it would be
much hetter to leave the appointments in
the hands of the Public Service Commis-
sioner. The reason given for the retivements
from the hoand is that of age, and I snggest
that the Government might well continue
their good work in that direction when we
have so many young men waiting for a
chanee. It is hard, T know, to stand down
a man who is fit to eavrry on; but it is far
harder, and fraught with much more danger,
to keep young men with nothing to do. 1
approve of the appointment of an Economis
Council, which is a step in the right diree-
tion: and T feel sure Mr. Miles is right in
his claim that thirce business men could make
such suggastions to the Government as wonld
result in the saving of many thousands of
pounds annually, I agree with hon. men:-
hers who consider that this Bill requires
amending. T am not in favour of faxine
mutual life assurance companics. Such tax-
ation T recard as a tax on thrift. T ghall
vate for the second reading, trusting that in
Committee snch amendments will he efferted
as will make the measure acceptable ta a
majority of the House. Before conclnding,
I wish to touch upon something I have not
heard menticned during this debate. Quite
righily we are concerned ahout raizing
money to find emplovment for the vast num-
ber of people who, as T have said, arve tramp-
i about the cauntry looking for work, and
those warried penple who I believe are suf-
fering in keeping up appearances for them-
selves and their children.  But we have
heen told over and over aguin durivg the
last couple of vears thai it 1s absolately
cesential that the wheat industry of the
State be emrried on. Now, it cannot he ear-
ried on if the wheatgrower is fo receive
the prices that he has heen receiving duving
the last couple of years, We have every
right to expect that the Federal Government
will do something in this matter; but { main-
grin that the old proverb, “Heaven helps
those who help themselves,” will stand us in
good stead. When we hear, as we have heard
to-night, that there is plenty of wnpey for
the unemployed, we should not forgel this
cssenlial industry of wheatgrowing, 1t is
the dnty of nvery Western Australian {o
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prut kis Land in his pocket and kelp to keep
that incustry going. If there is any monay
to spare, I trust the wheatgrower will not
be forgotten. Let us be grateful {hat
the price of wool bhas improved. 1
hope that will continue. The outlook for
wheat, however, is verv dizsmal indeed. T:
is quite proper for us to look for n Fed-
cral bounty on whent, but I think the State
would he well advised to take some action
in that direction. In addition to caring for
the unemploved, the State should come to
the finaneial as-istance of the wheatgrower.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: It the State does any-
thing, the Commonwealil will not.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[9.40]: [ rewret that [ omitted to take an
earlier opportunity of conveving my con-
gratulations to Mr. Drew and Mr. Kitson
en their re-assumption of (he oftices whieh
they now hold. 1 feel sure that the ability
which marked their occupaney of their re-
spective oflices during the tenmrve of the for-
mer Collier Government will he continued;
and I believe T re-echo the zentiment of
other members when T express my confident
assurance that My, Brew amd Mr. Kitson
will retain amongst u= the same position of
high e¢steem which they held formerly. 1
am sorry. and T am sure the Leader of the
Honse must regret, that the oceasion on
which T offer these¢ congratulations is when
the Bouse iz considering o Bill of this
nature, a Bill whicl: haz met, =0 far as T
can see, with a <omewhat nixed reception
and & fair amount of disapproval. Tn con-
nection with the present measuve. 1 reeall
that the Leader of the House, while holding
a similar position under a former Ciovern.
ment, was able to recard a very happy cir-
enmstanee indeed when e announeed fhat
the Government of the day intended to effo~t
a redupction in ineome fax from eertain
monevs which had come to them from the
Federal Government. [ think it will be ad.
mitted that ps a result of thai reduction not
only the rountry but also the (iovernment
of the day benefited. But now we find flat
A somewhat opposite comrse is proposed hy
the introduction of the present assessinent
Bill and its companion tax Bill, two Bills
which, as has been admitted. really requirs
to be considered together. T feel satisfiml
that the views expressed by hon. memhers
in opposition fo the Bill which we are artu-
ally ron=idering at thi= moment have heen
nttered with a sineere desire {o help the
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Government and to impress npon Ministers
the grave danger. in the present abmormal
conditions, of adding to the burden of tax-
ation on those who are trying to build up
the State and iis indnstries, The views ex-
pt‘l‘:.—-:‘t.'[f h_\' many memhers who are 0[]])0-'!‘{1
to the Bill are views whiclt may appeal even
to many wembers of lhe Government pr
these associated with the Government. In-
deed, we found {hat exemplified when Mr.
Williams pointed out how the Bill would
affect his eonstituents.  Té may be that the
Covermnent will vome o recognise, if they
do not now recognise, that the Logislative
Couneil may be an nid to them in, shall [
say, placing on the statute-hook legislation
of a wiser and hetter character than this
B3ill is ealculated to confer. Various wmem-
bers have pointed out that the present Bill
is premature in s appearance, and I quite
agree that when considering the measure we
should have the Eshinates hefore us.  Mr.
Molmes, in (he excellent speech which he
delivered, vorrectly expinined the posi-
tion with reference tu the existing  Acdt,
which this Bill propuses to ameml: and T
think that Mr. Hoelmes soggestion o cou-
tinne the existing legislation wonld be muove
beneficial to the Government amd 1o thowe
assoeiated with them. as well as being more

helpful in  the  re-establishment  of  in-
dustry. The Bil proposes fo  elfect
cevtatn  radical alterations in  the prin-
ciples contained in  the  parent  Act,

The original Act was, if 1 remember aright,
introduced with the explanation that it fol-
lowed upon the Premiers’ Plan and the
object of it was to provide means to relieve
geemployment.  That Aet embodied the
principle of a flat rate of taxation. Tt was
recogniseld that we were all sharing in what
can be described as a commeon calamity. On
the ¢ontrary, the legislation now hefore Par-
liament departs from the principle of a flat
rate and snhstitufes a graduated tax, There
are ohjeclions to the latter method. Prowi-
sion iz made for taxation at the souree and
that principle is undoubledly objectionable
and raises many difficulties. The principles
embodied in the Act and the present legisla-
tion thercfore differ materially. We are
aaked to vary the principle by which the
linaneial cmergency tax is levied, without
having hefore us the information that we are
undoubtedly entitled to. Tf the Estimafes
were before us, we would be in a hetter posi-
tion io review the financial needs of the Gov-
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ernment and to determine whether we were
justified in passing this legislation. I am
anxious to assist the Government—no one
desires to hinder them in carrying out their
duty-—but we are entitled to necessary in-
Tormation before giving the authority of this
House to the passage of the Bill now before
us. In the House of Commons, I under-
stand, there is a standing committee known
as the Fstimates Committee. The duty of
that body is lo inquire into the lstimates as
submitted by the Government and to make
recommendutions from time to tinie regard-
ing economies to he effected. That is done
for the general welfare of the country and
for the guidance of Parliament. TIf we had
such a committee, it might he helpful to us
in considering such a measure as that now
under discussion, We have been told that
the Bill is necessary heeause of certain extra
expenditure, amounting to approximately
£105,000, that has to be met because of
borrowings and commitments from last year,
It will be remembered that the passage of
last vear’s Act was much delayed and the
ex-Glovernment had the benefit of six or
seven months’ revenue only as a result of its
retarded passage. The result, according to
the figures submitted hy the Leader of the
House, was that ahout £202,000 was obtained
during the six or seven months the tax was
collectable. It is not unreasonable, there-
fore, to suppose that the amount that eould
be raised from a similar tax, if authorised
by this House, would approach nearer to the
amount estimated to be derived from the
Government's proposal, namely, £380,000.
Mr. Mann has already pointed out that theve
are great prospects ol inereased rvevenue
from various channels, and he instaneed
tlie goid mining industry and the in-
creaseld gold yield last year ecompared with
that of the previous 12 months. From that
standpoint alone one can readily see that
there will he greatly increased revenue from
various sourees. I admit that the revenue to
be derived must be more or less estimated,
but it can be done approximately, The
Leader of the House furnished a tahle show-
ing the comparative taxation collected in the
several States, no doubt with the object of
placing before members the contention raised
at the Premiers’ Conference that our taxa-
tion was lower than that operating in other
States. The mere fact that our taxation is
lower is apparently regarded as eanse for
eomplaint on the part of the Loan Council,
whereas it should he regarded from the
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opposite point of view. Rather than that
Western Australia should be charged with
under-taxing, the State should be applanded
for keeping taxation within a reasonable
limit.

Hon. G. W. Miles: And then going to the
East and asking the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to finance our deficit.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I am not asking
that.

HMon. G. W. Miles: But that is what the
ex-Government had to do.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I do not want
that. There has heen excessive borrowing
on the part of all Governments, and to that
is duc the trouble we are experiencing at
present. That does not apply to the State
Governments alone but to the Federal Gov-
ernment as well. It proceeded until at last
the Federal Government were pulled up with
a round turn, and they then had to face
the situation. Tt was recognised long before
that stage was reached that the system
could not continne. 1t must be recognised
that Western Australia has much more to
do from the standpoint of development
than the other States, which have iqdulged
m  extravagant expenditure.  From that
aspect we can claim that we have not allo-
gother copied them and we ean s=ek to
avoid committing the mistakes of whicli the
other Siates have been guilty. T sunwic that
the argmaent regarding the contention of the
T.oan Coneil furnishes no veaton why we
shoald support the Bill before us  The lower
our faxation is, the greater will he our
aredit, for eredit is built up on carclul bor-
rowing and the maintenanee of taxation at
as low a rate as possible. Bovrowing las
been ‘nlulged in to an extent too great for
our saccess and benefit. While T adnit Gov-
erpmeniz rannot continue withont borrowing
some mcney, I appeal to the presant Gov-
ernment to display wisdom by horrowing
money only so far as is necessary for repro-
Guetive purposes. By that means we will
lessen the hurden of taxation instead of in-
creasing it year by year. If we pursue the
came course as in years gone by in con-
tinuing to add to the loan indebtedness with-
out requiring the money to be expended nn
reproductive works, the burden of taxation
will be increased and it will bhe doubtful
when, if ever, we shall find ourselves in the
better position we desire. Another advantage
of having our credit created by the evidence
of low taxation is that our stocks naturally
are improved as a marketable seeurity. That
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was evidenced particularly before the Loan
Couneil took over their present funection
with regard to State loans, Prior to ihe
passing of the Financial Agreement Act thi»
Rtate's loans ranked as high, if not higher
than, the loans of several of the other
States. That was due to the policy of keep-
ing down taxation, and I urge that fhat
policy should still be pursued by the (Gov-
ernment, for it will redound to their credit
and will help towards the restoration of in-
dustry and the relief of unemployment. T
nnderstand that within the next ten veurs
over £345,000,000 will fall due in loans
raised within Australia and abroad. That
faet should make us realise the necessity for
economising in loan raising, and also for
keeping down as low as possible our raie
of taxation. From what sources do we wef
our greatest support in subseriptions for
loans when they come before the public?
The sources are chiefly many of our finan-
cial institutions, insurance companies, banks
und other bodies. They are the main sub-
seribers to loans as they come forward. By
inereased faxation we are drying up the
sources of supply for those loans, and for
that reason I think it well for any Govern-
ment to consider keeping taxation low.
Some reference has been made to interest
rates and the contention that those rates
should be reduced. If we strike an average
of the whole of the loans of our State it
comes out at a very reasonable sum, but we
know there are some high priced loans,
going up to G4 per cent. The comment is
made with regard to the reduction of in-
terest, and notice is drawn to it as though
it were possible for any Government to
reduce the rate of interest on those loans
by a simple applieation. Members must
realise that these moneys are held by hun-
dreds of thousands of persons scattered all
over the country, whether in Australia or in
England, and sometimes they are held in
small ainounts. There is only one way in
which such loans can properiy bhe dealt with
and g rearrangement of interest made, and
that is by a conversion loan, There are still
in existence higher rated stock and I had
an opportunity, as I know you, Mr.
President, also had, when recently in
London to discuss that verv matter with
those who are identified with these
financial affairs. It was pointed out that
there is a proper time and season for denl-
ing with sueh conversions, and that if the
wrong fime were taken to attempt a conver-
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sion it would react with most detrimental
efteet on the credit of Austrahia. Iurther-
more, I was ngsured that there was no lack
of sympathy on the part ot those interested
to assist in these conversions, but that it
conld only he done at an opportune moment.

The Honorary Minister: It is a long tima
to wait.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: It is a long time,
hut one can appreciate how difficult it s
to arrange such matters, with the world in
its present topsy-turvy condition,

The Honorary Minister: Every country
in the world can have consideration, except
this eountry.

Hlon. J. NICHOLSON : I wish the hon.
memhber could journey there and find out
by personal investigation exactly what the
position is. He would then he just as im-
pressed as I am with evervthing that is be-
ing done by JMr. Bruce to try to achieve the
conversion of the higher rated stock as early
as possible. Fortunately for us in Austra-
lia, Mr. Bruce is held in the highest esteem
in London and I feel certain that when the
moment does arrive some good will resuli
from his efforts. DMr. Bruce has already
effected the conversion of certain big sums.

The Honoravy Minister: A mere baga-
telle,

Hon, J, NICHOLSON: 1 would remind
the hon, member that there is n very large
proportion of the loans of Australia held
at comparatively low rates. What we really
want to do is to deal with the conversion
of the higher rated stock, for if these are
converted the others can remain where they
are until their due date. But we have fali-
ing due that large sum of over 345 millions
within 10 vears, and the arrangements rs-
guired to he made for this econversion may
canse delays, which the Honorary Minister
seems to think a cause for complaint. T
feel sure that if he could inquire into mat-
ters on the spot he would sece that ecvery-
thing possible is being done. I have cx-
pressed those views with regard to keeping
down taxation and horrowing fo the lowest
possible limits, not with any desire to speak
against this measure or in opposition to the
Government, but rather with a desire to help
them. T trust sincervely that their manage.
ment of the eountry will result in something
once more heing recorded such as the Min-
ister was nhle to record on a previous ocea-
sion. Meanwhile I cannot see may way to
support the Bill without the evidence that
I say should have heen furnished on the
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Estimates to enable us to determine whether
we wonld be justified in passing the mea-
sure.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [10.11]: I do
nob desire to delay the House, but it is im-
perative that some reply should be made to
the grotesque exaggerations regarding union
funds and compulsory unionism. During the
last nine years and for six years of the
regime of the previous Labour Government,
this hogey was put up repeatedly, and as
often knocked down. Oue would have thougi:
that by this time members in opposition to
the Government and their policy would have
found some other argument. I eannot con-
ceive that members are speaking sincerely
when they make such statements ahouf com-
pulsory unionism and say that the money
raised by the tax will be diverted into union
funds,

Hon. E. H. Harris: What tax are vou
talking about, the union tax or the Govern-
ment tax?

Hon. E. 1. GRAY: The poliecy of the
Government as represented by the Bill be-
fore the House. Do not members know that
some unions echarge no contributions at all
when members are unemployed?

Hon. E. H. Harris: Name a few of them.

Hon. E. H. GRAY : When the depression
started, unions in Western Australia did re-
markable work in keeping their members
from starving hy making available funds of
their organisations. I belong to a union that
charges 3d. per week and gives certain bene-
fits under the rnles to members who are un-
employed, as well as giving them the rights
of membership. There are numerous trade
organisations that have done remarkable
work in supplementing the efforts of the
Government to care for the unemployed. IE
there is one union in the Commonwealth that
deserves the praise of every member of the
community, it is the one that members of
this House are continually eriticising,
namely the A.W.U., becaunse it comes into
contaet with more employees than any other
registered trade union. As one who has been
in eclose touch with the aefivities of that
union during the last 33 years and was early
brought into contact with them, I take it
as an insult to the Australian Labour move-
ment that responsible public representatives
should indulge in eriticism of the character
that has been advanced against the Bill now
before us. In my opinion, the chief charae-
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teristics of the Australian worker are lis
fearlessness, physique and general conduct,
and thev have been developed chiefly by his
industrial organisations insisting upon a
good standard of living for him., When he
left Australia’s shores to fight in the great
war, he was the admiration of the whole of
the allied troops. Nothing has developed
those characteristies in him so much as the
zood standard of living upon which the in-
dustrial orgamisations insisted,  That, too,
has produced citizens who have been the
envy and pride of the civilised world. I think
it is time that eriticism of the kind hurled
against uniong should be dropped and some
new line of argument found. Taxation at
any time is obnoxious to everyhody, and it
is a sign of human nature that everyone tries
to shift it on to the shoulders of somebody
else. I wish to reply to a statement by My,
Holmes that his ideas and mine on this
measuve were practically identical, He re:
ferred to my remarks on the Address-in-
reply. On that occasion I was speaking of
the necessity for eitizens throughout the
State assisting the Government hy all means
in their power to supplement the policy of
providing work for the unemployed, apart
from taxation. 3y remarks were confined
to the necessity Lor citizens looking after the
unemployed in their midst, beeause no onc
could reasonably expect an army of 12,000
unemployed to he the sole responsibility of
the Government. Apart from the taxation
Parliament imposed, an added responsibility,
I urged, rested on evervirody to assist the
unemployed. That had nothing to do with
the taxation proposals of the Government.
The Government deserve the sympathy of the
House, and I am surprised that relays of
speakers have proposed to vote against the
second reading, or have given notice of dras-
tic amendments. The policy of the party was
announced before the eleections; the party
were returned to power on that poliey and,
in accordance with that policy, they have in-
troduced a taxation measure. It is fair to
say that this Bill is as near to that poliey
as it was possible to be. No ome counld ima-
gine any Government inflicting taxation on
any section of the people unless it was abso-
lutely necessary.  Therefore the House
will take a grave step if it alters the
grading or rejects the Bill If either
course is followed. members must of
necessity accept the responsibility, I con-
sider that the policy of the Government,
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in Ktiing (he tax from the Jower-paid wage-
carners, is a sound one. because it wonld he
difficuit to ask large numbers of people
on or under the hasic wage to continue to
bear the heavy burden of the last three
vears. A big majority of these who were
Iucky enough to be employed full time have
had to support uncmploved members of the
family, There are young people in the com-
munity who have had to suffer materially in
the last couple of vears. We can well afford
to give relief to that section of the people,
indicated by the Bill, and those of us who
are able to carry the taxation should wil-
lingly afford thai relief.

Houn. C. F. Baxter: Do they get relef
from the payment of union fees?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: 1f the hon member
had been in the IHouse he would have heard
my remarks on that snbject. A professional
man like Mr. Nicholson knows that lawyers
wonld be put out of the profession if they
did not conform to its rules. No engineer
could exist at his occupation unless he join-
ed the organisation associated with his pro-
fession.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Then the trade unions
must come hefore the State.

Hon. E. . GRAY: The workers of the
State owe a great deal to their industrial

organisations.  The obligation is sueh
that as honourable men they ecan do

nothing else but sunbseribe to the funds
of their organisations. There is nothing
that a worker pavs out that he re-
ceives more from in the way of henefits
than from what he pays in union fees, Not
only does he receive protection in his work,
but numerous other henefits besides. and in
addition, of course, he receives the wages
that are fixed as a result of the activities of
his organisation.

Hon. C. . Baster: That is your opinion.

Hon. C. B. Williams: IDid vou not join the
Primary Producers’ organisation to protect
vourself?

Hon, E. H. GRAY: Why should the orga-
nisations of the workers be held up to ridi-
rule, becanse a majority of the workers had
the brains to combine so that they might look
after their own interests? The hon. member
should be proud to think there are organisa-
tions of that character in the State. There
is an organisation connected with his own
party.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Do vou say the work-
ers should contribute 6d. a week to their
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unions, and not subscribe 2d. a week to the
State?

llon, E. H. GRAY: The pavmeur nf
union fees on the part of the workers car-
ries with it many other henefits than those
a=goriated with the standard of living they
enjoy. At the inception of the depression
the uwnions provided a remarkable amonnt
of assistanee to the unemployed. FEven the
members of the Australian Workers’ Union
have reccived a splendid return for the fees
they have paid to their organisation. All
the workers derive "innumerable benefits
apart from protection in their actual work.
That is the case in every phase of indns-
{ria]l organisations. Fiwery member of n
union is given the opportunity to express
his ideas concerning the management of
the affairs of the union, and to determine
the policy of the organisation. This kind
of organisation should De encouraged an
not ridiculed, T support the Bill beeanse 1
believe, although it is obnoxious to many,
it iz imperative under present conditions fox
the sake of all that we should pass it.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Kitson—West [10.23]: I regret the
necessity for taxation of this kind, and I
also regret I cannot accepl the point of view
advanced by Mr. Mann. The hon. member
was perhaps the most optimistic of any who
have spoken on this Bill. I sincerely trust
that some of the theoriez he advanced will
beeome established faets. 1 eannot sce, how-
ever, how his views are going to heclp the
present Government during the current year.
Tt is during this year that the money is re-

quired. Some members have described the
taxation as unpopular. Mr. Gray has
spoken of it as being obnoxious. Any form

of taxation may be both of these things. Tn
the words of a distinguished public man, all
forms of taxation are repugnant to some
section, if not every scetion, of the com-
munity. Tt would not matter who compiled
the schedule of taxation, or for what pur.
posc the money was heing raised. some peo-
ple or some sections of the people wonlit
he strongly opposed to ii, particularly for
the reason that it afferted them in some
especial way. No member of this House
conld compile a schedule of taxation that
would not include many anomalies. No taxa-
tion measure has cver heen hrought down
that did not contain anomalies in regard to
its effect upon the people generally. On
aceount of these anomalies eriticism would
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be bound to arise from certain people and
organisations. We have reached the stage
when we wust sink our individual eirevm-
stances, and perhaps our individual
opinions. We can accept the version of the
Treasurer that it is absolutely necessary that
the money should be raised by this means,
especially during the present year. Ile has
committed the State to the Loan Council,
and has given an undertaking that his Gov-
ernment will endeavour to do certain things.
In order that he may carry out his under-
taking he must raise approximately
£387,000, the estimated yield of the tax
under review, and raise that money this
vear. It speaks well for the Treasurer that
f.e was ghle to convinee the Loan Couneil
that the necessities of this State were suen
that it was essential we should have addi-
tional lean money this year, and that his
Government and the State Parliament would
not he backward in endeavouring to secure
the neeeseary sum of money by means of
additional taxation. Mr. Nicholson says we
should not be gnided by the taxation in force
in the other States, Tn the past we have
claimed that our taxation was the lowest
in the Commowealth. I helieve, from the
figures which were produced before the
Loan Council, that this is perfeetly true.
If that be perfeetly true, is it reasonahble
that this Chamher should take a stand that
theve is no necessity for a taxation measure
of this kind when the Eastern States have
higher taxation measures and have defieits
just as we have almost every year? Ts it
reasonable that we should apply to the East-
ern States to help us to finance deficits
which will be created if we do no raise this
amount of money by the present Bill or by
some other means? That is the position as
T see it, and we have to face the faets. The
need for money at this juncture is just as
urgent as it was at any time during the last
two years. When it is pointed out that we
are doing more for the unemployed in onr
State than is being done for unemployed in
other States, T ask whether any member of
this Chamber is satisfied that we bave done
as muech as we should have done for our
vnemployed during the last two years. Ts
there one member of this Chamber who has
not had oceasion to approach cither the last
Government or the present Government on
hehalf of constituents with the plea that
the Government were not doing as mueh as
they should be doing for those particular
individuals and others in the same position?
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We have bad an instance of that even fo-
uight. Mr, Hall quoted a particular case, I
know nothing of that particnlar case, but T
do kuow that there bave been hundreds of
similar cases and that during the last two
vears, in particular, I have had to handle
many scores of cases far worse than that
mentioned by Mr. Hall. May I point out,
too, that the letter quoted hy Mr. Hall is
dated about the middle of June, and that
ibe present Government at that time simply
had to earry on until it was possible for
them to raise additional money. They had
at least to carry on until the 30th June upon
the same basis az the previons Government,
The whole object of the present Minister
for Employment is to get away from a state
of affairs such as that suggested by Mr.
Hall.  We say that irrespective of how
much fuil-time work a man may bave had
during n given period, in eircumstances surh
as those quoted by Mr, Hall the man shoulil
have no diffienlty in falling back upon
sustenanee as  provided by the Govern-
ment, and should not he debarred from
relief work provided, as oceasion arises, by
the Governinent. In our efforts to get away
from the state of things suggested by the
case which Ar. Hall quoted, we are desivous
of providing as much full-Hhme work as we
can  for the wnemploved, after which
they shall come back on sustenance without
having to stand down as they have had to
do during the last two vears. There ¢an be
no question whatever that during the last
two years the standard of living of the
grent majority of Western Awstralian
workers has simply bheeu a standard of sus-
tenance at a rate, prescribed by sucecessive
Governments, of 7s. per head per week. [
agree with the Minisier for Employment
that the ooner we get awayv from that stand-
ard, the sooner will prosperity return to
Western Australia. One has not to examine
the matter very deeply to realise that that
view is perfectly eorreect. If a man is re-
ceiving the basic wage all the year round,
and more especially it he iz in the position
of Mr., Hall’s conmstituent, supporting five
children, there is no margin in any one
week over and above his actnal expendi-
tore. It must also be borne in mind that
the majority of men earning the basie wage
are not employed all the year round even it
employed by private enterprise. In many
cases they have to stand down for a week
or two at & time, and in some cases even
for & month or two. Many of them are
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seasonal workers. And yet we expect those
men on the basic wage for the time they are
employed to save sullicient out of the money
received durine that time to tide them
over the period when no work is available.
I wish to impress that point upon hon.
members, for it has a bearing on the mea-
sures we are considering—in this way, that
every pay the working wan reeccives, par-
ticularly if he does not receive more than
the basic wage, is actually spent on the
bave necessavies of life. Every penny he
receives goes either in food, clothing, house
rent, or something of a similar natuce. But
in the great majority of eases the man
earning £300 or £600 a year will, even if
taxed ds. or ds. in the pound, have sowme-
thing left over and above his actual living
expenses. To that extent I say such a man
should be perfectly satisfied to bear fhe
burden of this taxation, so that the rhon-
sands of men who have not had the oppor-
tunity of getting even the hare necessaries
of life during the last two or three vears,
may af least be relieved of having to pay
hack in the form of taxation of this kind
part of the few shillings that they do re-
ceive.  We often talk abont Governments
having received a mandate to put a certain
poliey into effeet. Has any Government
ever received a mandate such as the pre-
gent Government received in this partieular
matter?

Hon. .J. Cornell:
ernment.

The HONORARY ALINISTER: Few Gov-
ernments have been returned with sueh a
majority ns the present Government.

Hon. E. H. Harris: The Labour Govern-
ment were returned by a minority of the
electors,

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
member ean put it which way he likes.

Hon, E. H. Harris: That is the proper
way.

The HONORARY MINISTER: T say
without lesitation that the history of this
State shows that no Govermment was ever
returned with a majority such as that of
the present Government.

Hon. E. H. Harris: That is so; but the
last three Labour Governments were re-
turned by a minority of the electors, and
that ean be proved.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
member can put it whiech way he likes, T
say the faet remains that the prezent Gov-
ernment have been returned with a bigger

Yes. The Scullin Gov-
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majority than any previous Government in
the history of Western Australia,

Hon. J. Cornell: That i3 not correct. The
1911 Government had i bhigger majority;
thev were 38 in a Huuse of 50,

The HONORARY MINISTER: Very
well: we will say theve is one exeeption.
That does not invalidate my argument,
which is (hat from every platform through-
out Western Australin everv candidate sup-
porting the cause of Labour not only re-
ferred to the question of unemployment
taxation but stated that the policy of th-
Labour Party, if returned to power, would
be to effect an alteration in the methos
of taxing, and that we would endeavour to
exempt the lower-paid worker, even up to
the basic wage.

Hon. E, H. Harvis: You know that they
will all come in after September.

The HONORARY MINISTER: T am not
dealing with supposition, hut with faets,

Hon. E. H. Harris: The faects will he
apparent in September.

The PRESIDENT : Order! Members will
allow the Honorary Minister to proceed.

The HONORARY MINISTER : 1 am
dealing with the present: the fatuve will
look after itself. There can be no denial of
the statement I have made. The Govern-
ment are endeavouring to live up to their
pledges. If it were not so, there would be
criticism on the part of members of this
Chamber, who would peint out that the Gov-
ermment were not giving effect to the pledges
thev made on the hustings. No one would
have been a move keen critic than Me. Harris
who is so persistent in his interjections this
evening, The policy of the Lakour Govern-
ment was endorsed by the people and in
view of that fact, it ill hecomes this House
to endeavour to diciate to ancther place as
to what form this taxation should take.

Hon, E. H. Harris: Do not use the word
“dictate.”

The HONORARY MINISTER: There is
no nuestion about it; let us face the facts
even in that respect. Some hon. members
have made their position perfeetly clear.

Hon. E. H. Harris; Thev have voiced
their protest.

The PRESIDEXT: OQrder!

The HONORARY MINISTER : Some
members have stated in various ferms what
they would be prepared to allow the Govern-
ment to do. [ suggest to thewn that if they
examine the matter from the point of view
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I have stressed, they will recognise their
attitude is nof <uite that whieh theyv should
adopt. T have no ohjection at all to any eriti-
esm of poliey, but let it be “fair dinkum”
eritieism, not eriticism that is uttered with
one’s tongue in one’s cheek, Lot ns have the
actual facts and face the situation as we find
it. I have endeavoured to describe it as it
really is. I have pointed out that the poliey
of the Government has been endorsed by the
electors in no uncertain manner. Unless the
Government are able to obtain the money by
means of the tax in the form proposed, the
money will have to be found by means of
some other tax or in some other form.
We cannot eseape that. The Premier has
given an underiaking that his Govermment
are prepared to earry cut. In endeavouring
to do so, we have placed hefore Parliament
a taxation proposal that we believe, on the
advice of people who are best able to inform
us, will produce #380,000, provided the
measure is in operation for 12 months. For
every week that the Bill is delayed in its
passage through Parliament, the Government
will have to find some more funds to make
up for the amount of money that will not he
collected as the result of the delayed passage
of the Bill. One member suggested that if
we tacked on a month at the other end in-
stead of at the beginning, ne one would be
any the worse off. It must be remembered
that every week we lose is gone for ever and
we cannot piek 1t up.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: You loze it for this
financial vear only.

The HONORARY JMINISTER: That iz
s0. I hope there will hbe no necessity for
taxation of a similar character next vear. If
Mr. Mann is right in his contention, the
probabilities are that there will be no need
for taxation of this kind in future. I am
sorry indeed that I cannot agree with his
contention, because 1 helieve that although
we have alreadv experienced some years of
what we regard as the depression, it will not
lift within the next 12 monthz. I am afraid
we shall have an unemployment problem to
econtend with for a good many years to come.
We must recognise that fact. While there
may be some room for argument as to the
particular rates of taxation that should
apply, I cannot agree that there is any
reasonable or logical argnment why the ex-
emptions proposed by the Government
should not be agreed to. The schedule of
faxation rates has not been arrived at with-
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out a great deal of thought. Ii has not heen
put  together in o haphazard manner.
Naturally the Commissioner of Taxation is
the one man in Western Australia who is able
to give the Government an estimate of what
certain taxation proposals will bring in, I
understand the Premier, after close consulta-
tion with the Commissioner, is satisfied that
provided we have the exemptions as em-
hodied in the Bill, it is essential that the rates
of taxation indicated in the taxing Bill shall
be agreed to. I believe there are some mem-
bers of this Chamber who would agree to
a higher rate of tax on higher incomes. On
the other hand, the Government agree with
the contention that has been raised that one
must be carveful regarding taxation of this
or any other deseription, in order that we
shall not take away money that would other-
wise be vsed in the interests of private enter-
prise.

Hon. J. Cornell: That cuts into {the middle
grades as well,

The TIONORARY MINISTER: It cer-
tainly does, hut the necessity remains for
raising this particnlar amount of taxntion
and, in the eircumstanees, the taxation pro-
posals advanced by the Government are the
most equitable that ean be designed. [
rezrel very much that the debate on the
Bill has been so prolonged and I sineerely
lope that members of this House will not
endeavour to embarrass the Government by
moving amendments as some have suggesied
they are likely to do. I ean leave the Leader
of the House to deal with the criticism of
members in detail. In conclusion, T sng-
gest that if there were no necessity for rais-
ing this sum of money hy the present pro-
posed means, then the present Government
would be the first to acknowledge the faet.
The statement made by Mr. Nicholson to-
night should be proof of thai statement. He
said that on a previous oceasion when the
Collier Government received money from the
Federal Government, they reduced the in-
come tax and, as a result of that action, the
State, the Government and the people had
henefited.

Hon. W. J. Mann: You have received an
additional £750,000 from the Commonwealth
this year.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Not vei,
hut we shall in the course of the vear.
I can assure members that if, as the
result of the receipt of that money,
it had been possible for the Government to
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have done without this faxation, we would
have been only too pleased. But the posi-
tion is very serious. We have thousands ol
men who have heen unemployed for the
better part of the last three years; if not
totally unemployed, they have been em-
ployed only intermitiently, and in most
cases on velief work, which does not pro-
vide sufficient for their requirements. Thore
people ave in a very bad condition, right
down to hedrock, and as the result of their
purchasing power having been so low during
that period, many of the iradespeople are
in almost a similar condition. We are hope-
ful that as the result of the poliey of this
Government in endeavouring to provide full-
time work for a mueh larger number of
men, the incrense in the purchasing power
of those people will he rveflected vicht
throngh trade and industry, and in that way
additional cmployment will be found for
other men. But it cannot be done if we
have not the money to carry out that poliex.
Thevefore I say that while the introduction
of a taxation measure of this kind might ha
all that some members have deserihed it—
unpopular, repugnant, e¢hnoxious and so on
—nevertheless it is absolutely necessary; else
the Government would not have hrought it
down. T hope the time is not far distant
when things will he so improved in this
State that we shall be able to come forward
and say there is no longer any necessity
for taxation of this kind and thervefore this
measure can lapse.

On motion by the Chief Seeretary. de-

hate adjourned.

Housze adjourned ut 10.54 pom.
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The SPPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pai., and read prayers,

QUESTION—STATE SAW MILLS,
ELECTRIC CURRENT.

Mr. LAMBERT asked the Minister foR
Railways: What is the price paid by the
State Saw Mills to the Perth City Couneit
for electric current?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Power: Up to 200 nnits, 2d. per unit;
from 200 units and up fo 2,300 units, 13d.
per unit; if beyond 2,500 units, then over
200 units upwards, 1d. per unit. Light: Up
to 500 units, 3d. per unit; over 500 units,
214d. per unit.

QUESTION—LIEUT.-GOVERNOR.
Uethod of

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Premier: In
view of the statement made by the Chief
Justice (Sir Fohn Northmore) through the
medinm of the “West Austvalian” issued on
the 19th August, 1933, explaining fully the
appointment of the present Lieuf.-Governor,
does he still consider that the docwments,
relating to the appointment of the present
Lieut.-Governor, should remain eonfidential?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for
the Premier) replied: Certainly. Matters
of this kind are stipulated to he confidential,
and they are regarded and treated as such.

Appaintment.



