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the bench of the Avbitration Court? The
decisions of the court should be given by
a man of legal training.

Hon. J. R. Brown: Do you think a lay-
man would not do it as well as a judge?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: It would be guite
impossible for a layman to do it.

Hon. J. BR. Brown: It is impossible for a
Judge to do it

Hon. J. NICHOLSOX: It might as well
be argued that a layman could perform
medical duties. Expert knowledge is essen-
tial in these cases. A judge should be on
the Arbitration Court beneh to decide legal
questions. On questions affecting industry
the representatives of the workers and of
the employers arc therc te advise.

Progress reported.

TTouse adjourned at 9.51 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.am., and read prayers.

QUESTION—DAIRY STOCK
PURCHASES.

Mr. BROWN asked the Minister for
Lapds: 1, What number of dairy stock has
been purchased in the Eastern States? 2,
AWhat are the respeclive numbers of the
different hreeds? 3, What is the average cost
per head f.0.b.7 4, What is the average cost
per head landed at Fremantle? 5, How
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many dairy stock have been purchased in
this State? 6, What is the average cost per
head ¥

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Lands) veplied: 1, 1,264, excloding bulls. 2,
Milking Shorthorn grades about 90 per cent.,
Jersey grades about 5 per eent., Guernsey
grades about 3 per cent, Ayrshire grades
about 2 per cent. 3, £6 10s. 3d. f.o.b. Syd-
ney. 4, £11 17s. 7d. 5, 3,960, exclnding
bulls. 6, £12 7s. 2d.

QUESTION—BANEKRUPTCY,
A. J. WROTH.

Allegations against Government Official.

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Premier:
1, Has his attention been ealled to the state-
ments in the “Subiaco Weekly” of Saturday
week dealing with the hankrupicy proceed-
ings of one, A. J. Wroth, wherein sericus
charges are made against a Government
official? 2, If so, will he consider the gues-
tion of appeinting a Royal Commission so
that the charges against this official may be
investigated ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, If
sufficient justifieation is established, the mat-
ter will be considered.

QUESTION—SEAMEN’S DISPUTE,

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Minister
for Works: 1, Is it a fact that & nomber of
British seamen, on strike, are employed on
the Churchman’s Brook reservoir construe-
tion work? 2, If so, will he give instructions
that they he replaced by uwpemployed who
are permanently rvesident in the State?

The MINISTER FOR WORXKS replied:
1, No. 2, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—PETROL SUPPLY, NORTH-
WEST.

Hon. G. TAYLOR (for Mr. Teesdale)
asked the Honorary Minister : 1, s he
aware that under a new regulation petrol
for North-West ports must be carried in
drums? 2, As the exira cost is considerable
will he arrange for the lowest possible
freight on empty drums from northern
ports?
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The Hon. 5. W. MUNSIE replied: 1, The
new regulations do not insist that petrol shall
be transporied in drums. Case or drum
1-etrol may be carried on passenger ships in
limited guantities under special conditions.
2, Provision is already made on the freigit
schedule for a specially low rate of freight
on empty returns of all character.

QUESTION—GOLD-STEALING, PRO-
' SECUTIONS.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Jusiice: 1, How many offenders have been
convicted in the Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie
courts during the past seven years on charges
of gold stealing? 2, How many offenders
have Leen convicted in ihe Coolgardie and
Kalgoorlie courts during the past seven years
of being in unlawful possession of gold?

The MINISTER ¥FOR JUSTICE replied:
1, None. 2, 46.

QUESTIONS (2)—POLICE.
Members paid by private bodies.

Mr. SLEEMAXN asked the Minister for
Justice: Are there anv other members of
the police force whose salaries and expenses
are heing paid from private sources and whoe
«re acting wholly in the interests of private
Lodies, s on the goldfields?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
No members of the force are paid from pri-
vate sources, but the department is recouped
the full expenditure incurred in connection
vith the Shop Stealing and Pillaging Staffs,
and also the Goard at the Royal Mint.

FPromotional Examinations.

Mr, SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Justice: Who judge the answers given by
candidates at police promoctional examina-
tiens?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
H. 8. W. Parker {Crown Prosecutor); In-
spector M. (’Halloran; and Inspector C.
Treadgold (Secretarv, Police Department).

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair: the Minister for
Aericulture in charge of the Bill,

Clanses 1 to 3—agreed to.
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Clause 4—Amendment of Section 4:

Mr, ANGELO: I move an amendmmeni—

That the following subelause be added:—
“*{4) By inctnding *bonorary advisory board,’
the ianterpretation of which shall mean for the
purposcs of this Act a board consisting of six
honorary members, two to be representative
of the agricultural industry, two of the pas-
toral industry, and two others, all of whom
shall be appointed by the Minister, and one of
whom shall aect as chairman in the absepce
of the Minigter,’?
Members will realise the justice of my pro-
josal. By this measure a special fund is to
be raised for the eradication of dingoes and
toxes, and the money is to be found by the
pastoralists and the farmers. The Minister
lias told us that the Government will sub-
sidise the tund to some extent, but we can
expect that the pastoralists and Tarmers will
lie asked to provide practically the whole of
the sinews of war, or at any rate the greater
portion of the money required to carry the
campaign inte effect. The farmers and
pastoralists who provide the money should
have some say, in an advisory eapacity, not
only as to how it should be spent, but as to
the [:oliey of eradication to be adopted. The
Farmers and pastoralists are eontinually in
the unhappy position ol having to fight these
pests and surely they, through their experi-
ence, would he qualified to give valuable ad-
viee to the Government as to huw the eradi-
caticn should toke place, how tlhie money
they are providing should be spent, and gen-
crally to assist the Minister and his officers
to earry ont (his mportant work. Under my
amendment the pasloralists would bhave one-
third of the representation, the farmers one-
third, and the Government one third, in ad-
dition te which the Minister, by virtue of
Yi= clfice, would be chairman of the hoard.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. memher has apparently misunder-
stond fhe intention of Clause 4. TIf the
amendment i5 inserted in the clause, it will
mean that the honorary advisory board will
axzist in the administration of the whole of
the .\et and not merely of the fund. It is
not desirable that the honorary advisory
hoard should ass<ist in the administration of
the Act. I admit it is reasonable that the peo-
ple who find the money for this special pur-
pose should have representation on an ad-
visorv board, which should be appointed by
the Minister; but this is not the eclanse in
which that provision should be made. The
proper place to provide for that is in Clanse
A0
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Mr, ANGELO: That being the case, I
ask leave to withdraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Clanse put and passed.
Clauses 5, 6—agreed to.

Clause 7—Insertion of new section after
Neetion 43: arrears to carry interest:

AMr. THOMSON: 1 hope the Alinister
will not press for the insertion of the new
section.  The Government having power to
recover rates with the necessary costs, it is
a gross injustice to impose an additional
A per eent. Departments are only too eager
to impose such levies. Only last week a
man drew my atlention to the avaricious
nature, as he termed it, of the Taxatien De-
partment. Having unfortunately omitted to
pay a tax of £4 odd for two or three days,
he was faced with a demand for an addi-
tional nine or ten shillings. A wan in n
posilion to pay, and knowing that he hug
to pay, will always pay. Such a provision
as this strikes at those least able to pay.
It really amounts to a supertax.

The Premier: That is a new idea.

Mr. THOMSON : A private firm may dis-
allow discount, bat wounld not actually penal-
ise a debtor, for being two or three days be-
hind. However, I have no sympathy for
ihe man who can pay and does not. Mapy
men in the country districts are not always
in a position to find eash prompily.

The Premier: The Government depart-
ments usually err on the side of leniency.
There is a quarter of a million interest ow-
ing to the Agricultural Bank and the LA.B.

Mr, THOMSON: A stamp inspector
visited a business in a country town recently
and spent a whole morning in going through
thousands of receipts for years back. He
found four which had been short-stamped
to the extent of a penny each. A fine of
1s. 6d. was imposed. In such a ease ne
private firm would dream of making any
demand. This Bill represents an extra tax
of £50,000 annually on the landholders of
1Western Australia for the purpose of com-
bating pests.

The Premier: It iz not a tax; it iz a pay-
ment for services rendered.

Mr. THOMSON: The money ta bhe col-
lected is fo be distributed in bonuses for
scalps of dingoes and foxes. Many farmers
are personally attending fo the destruction
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of those pests., Section 107 of the Act
whieh is not being deleted, reads—

The board may grant bonuses for the de
struetion of vermin, except rabbits, within it
district at such rates and under sueh con
ditions as may be preseribed by reguiation.

The Minister for Agriculture: If hoard
will not do it for this vermin, they mus
be very foolish.

Mr. THOMSON: That, however, is th
hasis on which the boards have worked i
the past. 1 hope the Minister will ngree tc
the deletion ot this clause.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURL
The hon. member entirely misunderstand:
the position. The clanse gives, not to th
Government, but to the local vermiu board
power tu impore the extra 5 per cent. afte
12 months.

The Premier: That is the weakness. Th
local vermin board will not press for pay
ment.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
The only authority "that can sue for the
rates is the vermin board. This power i
one the hoard ought to have if they think
fit to use it. Some ratepavers will not pay
their rates,

Me. SAMPSON: On this ocsasion I ean
not support the member for Katanning, We
should encourage the prompt payment of
rates, and the imposition of a 5 per cent
interest charge after 12 months is not op-
pressivg After that period the interes
would be mandatery, and the Governmen!
anditor would, I think, draw attention tc
any omission to charge it. I move an nmend.
ment—

That the following be added to propose:
Section 63a.:—*‘But discount not exceeding
5 per cent, for payment of current rates mind¢
within 30 days of receipt of assessment notiec
shall be allowed by the board.’’

A similar disconnt is ullowed under the
Roads Thstriets Act, and T think it will be
approved by vermin hoards generally.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICTLTURE:
ir the hon. wemher will agiec to substitute
“may” for “shall,” T will anceept the amend-
ment.

Mr. Sampson: I will agree to thal.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: T hope that the
amendnent will not entail litigation. The
interpretations given by eourts éiffer widely,

Amendment amended aceordingly and put
and passed.

Mr. THOMSON: T am pleased to have
the Minister’s assurance that the new Section
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Wia deals only with rates recoverable by the
sard, bat in view of the reading of that
new seption, a4 provise should be added
making it clear that thiz provision shall not
apply to rates levied in respect of dingoes
und foxes. If that is not done, it seews
it me that the imposition of the extra 5 per
cent. can also be made to apply to rates
levied hy the Minister under the proposed
new Section 100a embodied in Clause 10.
[ take it the Bili will be read in conjunctivh
with the Vermin Act as a whole.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURLE:
That is not so. The Bill represents a
measure to amend the Vermin Aet, but the
funds referred te in the new Section Gia
will go to the Vermin Boards, and are dix-
tinet from the fonds reierred to in the pro-
posed new Section 100a.

Mr. THOMSOX: The new Section 0(3a
commences with the words “When any rates
shall vemaic unpaid for a period of 12
mouths.” Clause 18 embodies the proposed
new Section 100a, which sets out that every
awner of a holding shall pay to the Minister
annually on demand a rate to be fixed by the
Minister. As the position should be made
perfectly clear, 1 move an amendment—

That the following proviso be added:—
“‘Trovided that this section shall not apply to

rates collected under Seetion 1002 of this
Aet.”’

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The new Section G3a follows on Sections 62
and 63 in the parent Aet. The lirst men-
tioned seetion has further reference to See-
tions 62 and 63, which deal with the rates,
powers and taxation in the hands of vermin
hoards. Under Clause 10 we propose a fur-
ther amendment to the Act by providing for
a special fund under the Vermin Act, but
‘hat fund has no relation fo that dealt with
under Sections 62, 63, and 63a. There is
un provision whatever made for interest to
be charged on the rates referred fo in the
proposed new Secfion 100a. T assore the
member for Katanning that the amendment
i5 unnecessary,

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The amendment may
complicate matters because it is really at
variation with the clause before the Commit-
tee. The Bill provides power, nnder the
original Aet, to create a fund for certain
jrarposes, and that fund will he controlled
by the vermin hoards. Tt will have nothing
tn do with the rates eoliecied under the Act
for other purposes.

) rjet)

The DMiinister for Agriculture; They are
twy distinet matters.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 aceept the assurance
of the Minister and will ask leave to with-
draw the amendment. At the same time 1
ask the Minister to look into the point 1
have raised.

The Minizter for Agriculture: [ will do so.

Amendment by leave withdrawn; the

clauze, as previously amended, agreed to.
Clauzes 8 and Y—agreed to.

Clauze 180—Insertion of new scetion after
Nection 100

Mr. THOMSON : I morve an amendment—

That in line four of Lle proposcd new sce-

tion ‘‘penny’’ be struck out, and ‘‘facthing'’
inserted in licu.
This wil} give abomt £16,000 or, with the
Government subsidy, £32,000. We can
always inerecse the rate it it be found to be
imsu:.icient.

Mr. ANGELO: Before we discuss this
ameudment 1 should like a statement from
the Minister as to whether we are to have an
advisory board. 1 would not object to the
rating proposed in the Bill if the fund is to
be admipistered by sueh a board.

The MIXISTER FOR AGRICCLTURE:
The 'astor: lists’ Assoviation have reruested
me to appoint a board and Mr. Church says
he will be satisfied if power be taken for the
Minister to appoint a board.

Houn. G. Tavlor: Leaving the j:ersonnel
of the hoard to the Minister’

The MINISTER FOR AGRICCLTURE:
Yez, the board to eonsist of one representa-
tive oi the pastoralists, one representative of
the agriculturists, and a third an officer of
the Agriculloral Department, who shall be
chairman. Mr. Church agreed to that.

Mr. Angelo: Will the board be able fo =ay
what the levy shall he each year?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No. The Minister, on the advice of the
heard, is not hikely te impose an unneces-
aarily high rate.

VMr, Teesdale: You would keep on redue-
ing the rate if vou found the fund aceumu-
lating.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Of conrse sn. Tt we are to actively take an
the work of destroving dingoes, we chall
have a biz tesk before us. The amendment
would limit the fand to £10,000 per annum,
for I do not propose to ask the Government
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to subsidise the tund pound for pound. Al-
ready the Government pay a subsidy, and
spend #25,000 per apnum in the adminis-
tration of the Vermin Act, and the Rabbif
Uepartment, and in the payment of benuses
on the destruetion of dingoes. The Leader
of the Opposition, referring to the valpa-
tions at Brace Rock, declared that the land
was worth £6 per acre and that, in conse-
quence, the levy would be tremendous. But
1 find that the Taxation Department, in
their latest assessments, make the taxable
value of the whole of the farming land only
£13,000,000. Moreover, I propuse later to
exempt all holdings of less than 100 acres,
and, if so desired, I will nof object to ex-
" empling holdings up to 150 acres; for I do
not want tu Lring under this legislation any-
body who is not running stock affected by the
dingo, the fox, or the eagle hawk. Even the
Agrieulturists agree to much more than the
mover of the amendment finds satisfactory.
Reeently the farmers and settlers came to
me in a deputafion and urged the creation
of this fund. T told them I wonld make the
rating one half-penny for agriculturists, and
1d. for pastoralists, They agreed to that.

Mr. Thomson: Buot they represenied oniy
a section of the agrienlturists.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
They represented the great mass of the agi-
colturists, The pastoralists have given their
benediction to the Bill and agreed to pay
the proposed rate. Back in 1922 the Pas-
toralists’ Association urged the imposition
on all pastora] leases of a uniform rate with
a maximum of 3d. and a minimum of 14d.

Mr. €. P. Wansbrongh: That applied only
to the North.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It was further agreed that on all other agri-
enltural and grazing land the rate should
be a maximum of 3d. and a minimum of
14d.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: We would not
objeet if the tax were limited Lo the arcas
affected.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
In 1923 the Primary Producers Association
put forward a proposal for a uniform rate
on all Jands, not exceeding 1d. in the pound
on the unimproved value.

Mr. C. P. Wanshrough:
rabbits,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
In October, 1923, the Primary Producers As-
snciation wrote to Mr. Maley asking for a

That included
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uniform rale to be struck throughout agri
cultural and pastoral arens on the unim
proved land value basis, to bring into being
a fund for the payment of bonuses for thi
destruction of dingoes, foxes, and eagles. It
June, 1925, the Pastoralists Association wrot
to me suggesting an amendment to the Act
asking for the establishment of a central func
from which a, uniforn bonus eould be paid
and the striking of a rate not to exceed 144
in the pound on agrieultural land and 1%d
in the pound ony pastoral land. They subse.
quently agreed to 1d. in the ease of pastora
areas. The agriculturists have agked that the)
should be taxed a maximum of 14d. in the
pound.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What will {he
tax bring in from the pastoralists?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
The pastoralists will pay about £10,000, bu
the rate of 1d. need not be struck.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They pay o
twenty times the rental value. )

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Leader of the Opposition fixed the
method of valuation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
duced by Mr. Bath.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
It was introdnced by the hon. member’s Gov
ernment. The pastoralists will actually pay
on 1d. tax £11,000, and the agriculturist:
ahout £28,000.

Mr. Thomson:
pose to cuf outf

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
No. I cannot arrive at that yet. The grouy
settlers will be exempt, as well as nnmber!
of other people. It is'not right to ask per
sons to pay a tax if they will receive nt
benefits from the measure. The man whe
grows sheep will be the one whe will bene
fit most. If the board find a lesser rafe i
suitable, it will be struck.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I neve
lreard of such a monstrous proposal as thi
one. The Minister is certainly prepared i«
make some concessions now, for I suppose hi
has talked with the member for Leedervilli
and the member for South Fremantle, it
whose electorates there are some small hold
ings. The destruction of dingoes should b
a charge against the- general revenue. Thi
Government have more than sufficient mone:
in view to square the ledger. Why do the:
collect so much by way of taxes? The Min
ister wants. to tax people for services whiel
might be paid for by the general contribu

It was intro

Including those you pro
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tions of the people. Why not separate the
pastoral lands of the North from the farm-
ing lands? I am willing that all contribu-
tions from the pastoralists should be speni
on the pastoral areas, and that the saiue prin-
ciple should apply in the case of the agri-
culburists,

Mr. Teesdale: We fed you for years un-
til you got a few sheep down south.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister is going to tax land that is used for
purposes other than sheep raising. The Min-
ister says that from the farmers he proposes
to take £25,000. I am able to show
that the amount will be £39,50¢. This is an
the estirnale of the value of agricultural land
given by the Government themselves. They
zave the value of pastoral land at £2,500,000,
and pastoral land is taxed at 20 times the
rental value. It is considered to have an
uniiproved value of £20 per thousand acres.
The pastoralist will thus pay 1s. 8d. for the
destruetion of dingoes. In the pastoral areas
there are about half the total wumber of
sheep in the State, and thus the pastoralist
will pay £10,500. The farmer will pay £39,-
o), and far more, for the proiection of the
other half. The pastoralist is in a betfer
position fo pay than is the farmer, and more-
over, he is not willing to escape.

Mr. Teesdale: You eannot prove that he
i3 in a better position to pay. He has not
been selling his wheat at 6s. per bnshel.

Hou. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If I had
the repori of the Commissioner of Taxation
I would show the hon. member that the
pastoralist is better able to pay.

Mr. Teesdale: Don't forzet that for many
vears he was getfing only 6%d. and 7d. a
pound for his wool.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I wish
the House te be fair and not say to one
section, “You must pay four times more
{han another section.” What I prolest
against also is that the tax being imposed
in this way is a tax on fop of another al-
ready bheing collected for the destruction of
dingoes. Again, why should those who have
no dingoes be compelled to pay?

The Minister for Agriculture: Where are
thev?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: About
Northam and York, and the Great Southern.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: There are many
dinzoes in the Great Southern.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Brua
Rock will nay £4 3s. 4d. The Government
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have done nothing but introduce measures to
inpose burdens oa the yeople.

The Minister for Lands: You canwvet find
auy such Bills on-the filv. We have been re-
dueing in-tead of adding to taxation.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I can
peint to the heavy burdens already imposed
on the people on the Jand. We should make
this an acreage tax rather than a tax on
the unimproved value. ln one case the areas
are devoted entirely to sheep and in others
to wheat growing and other things. The
Minister knows that at Indarra wheat grow-
ing is the prineipal industry and that sheep
raising is secondary fo it. The DMinister
seems to have no eompunction about taxing
all and sundry. 1 do not know that any-
thing more unfain than this has ever been
submitted to Parlinment. The Minister
should separate the pastoral land from the
farming lanl and allow the pastoralists to
control their own fund. Then they counld
impose whatever taxzation was necessary to
mee{ their requirements, Whatever tax is
to be impozed on agricultural iand should be
imposed by the vermin hoard and not by the
Minister. I objeet to the duval control. T
should refer the Government to control the
whole of the business. I doubt whether we
were ever wise in taking this work away
from the Government. The individaal will
have to do the work of destruclion on his
own helding, but the tax will be a bonus
paid to him at the sweet will of the Minis-
ter. To reduce the rate to the pastoralists
as proposed would mean the difference be-
tween £10,000 and £2,500, and the pastoral-
ists themselves would admit that £2,500
would be useless. Pastoralists have told me
that they want the right to compel all
lessees to pay alike. They do not want the
North to pay for the South, or the South
for the North. The Minister could take
power under this measure to collect and
establish a fund for the North, which eould
be dealt with apart from the amount ecol-
lected from the farmers. To colleet from
both farmers and pastoralists, as is pro-
posed, would he unworkable and mon-
strously unfair. Sinece the Bill has been
under eonsideration, the Minister hes pro-
mised to relieve the small holdings. If he
thinks over the matter a little longer, he
will decide to have one fund for the North
and another for the Sonth.

The Minister for Agrienliure: ¥ have no
iniention of doing that.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then the
farwers will see that it is done, They will
not pay on this basis.

The Minister for Agriculture: They ha
agreed to pay.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A few
farmers may have agreed, but the farmers
generaily do not know that it is proposed
to tax them in thiz way.

The Minister for Agrienlture:
farmers’ association have agreed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
wonld soon cease to be a farmers’ associa-
tion if they agreed to this proposal.

My, Thomszon: T shall not insist upon this
amendment.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Does
the hon. member agree that for the protee-
{ion of onc-half of the sheep in the State
the amount paid should be equal to that for
proiecting the other half? TIf so, the rates
will not he 1d. ani 1/8th of a penny; the
latter amount wifl have to be much less. I
objeet to all these special taxes that are
heing imposed, &nd particularly that the
fund is to bhe controlied by the Minister,
apart from the House, as under the Forests
Act. The Minister wonld not have to submit
estimates; be would be king. If, as seems
tertain, he will collect £60,000 by the {ime
the revaluation is made, we should not agree
to it. While fhe agricnltural Iand will grow
in ialue and contribute more by way of
taxation, and while a great deal more agri-
feultural land will be selected and will pay
taxation, the pastora]l tax cannot be in-
creased during the first 15 years of a lease,
ant there is not likely to be much more
pastoral land taken wp to add its conlribu-
tion to the fund. T hope the Minister will
not imsist npon the farmers' contribution
woing inlo a general fund. The agricul-
turists, when and where they need it, should
have a separate fund in the area to be pro-
tected.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Leader of the Opposition has not 2 goed
word for any Bill introduced by the present
Government. According to him, he and no
one else represents the farmers. Last vear
deputations waited upon me——

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: They did not re-
present all the farmers,

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
One depntaiion was from the Sonth-West
and one from the wheat belt, and both asked

The
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{or the measure and agreed to the taxatic
p.ineip’e.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T hope they wi
read those words in the Press and sa
whe.her yvou got the hang of what the
meant,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: This will mean
reduction on what we are paying.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: No, it will §
additional.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
I have vead to members the agreement o
the Primary Producers’ Associalion and th
Pastoralists’ Association to a higher rat
than that impnsed by the Biil.

Mr. Thomson: But yon had not inerease
the land tax when yon asked for that.

The Minister for Lands: The farmer
complain of the income tax, not the lan
tax,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
A few months ago the agriculturists aske
for the measure and agreed to pay 1d. i
the pound, and the pastoralists have aske
for the measure and agreed to pay thei
rate.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T should thin
they would.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
The Leader of the Opposition talks ahov
the Government introducing taxation meas
ures all the time, and says this is a nation:
work, Did not his Minister for Agrieultur
introduce a similar Bill in 19237

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No, it covere
the North.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
Recause the agrienlturists had not asked fo
it.  The hon. memher is a recent conver
His Government introduced a Bill to impos
a rate of 1d. in the pound on the Nort
and he was very hurt when another plae
threw out the measnre. This Bill will ne
impose upon farmers a tax for which the
have not specially asked.

Hon. Sir James Miichell: Yes, it will
thex have not asked for it.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
'The farmers and pastoralists have asked fo
the measure. At a joint conference 1y 192
it was agreed that ithe pastoral rate shou!
he proportionately higher than the agrieu
tural rate as in this Bil],

Hon. Sir James Mitehell;: Who agreed t
that?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
The Primary Produeers’ Association and th
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Pastoralicts® .\ssocintion. Am 1 1o under-
stand that the Primary Producers’ Associa-
tion do not represent the agrienlturists but
that tbe Leader of the Opposition does?

Ilon. Bir James Mitehell: I cevtainly do
represent them.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Does the hon. member represent the little
prolected area of Northam, where the people
probably de not want to pay one penny, or
does he represent the great body of agri-
cultnrists who are unable to carry sheep be-
cause of the depredations of the dingo and
fox? .

Hon. Siv James Mitchell:  § represem
every farmer in this State, and in fact every
man. You represent the pastoralists.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am one who will have 1o pay the tax
and 1 shall not growl abont it. T know
that the man out heyond me is pro-
tecting me, and that the more closely I am
surrounded by other settlers, the greater the
proteciion I shall have against pests.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you think
the farmer should pay four times as much
as the pastoralist?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. memher says the pastoralists own
half the sheep and are not paying their
proportion. The pastoralists are not so
affected by the dingo to-day as are the agri-
cuiturists.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Of course they
are.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The pastoralists fought the vermin in the
hack country on their own, and did not ask
for assistance, and the fact that they are
carrying only one-half of the sheep in the
State shows that the value of their land is
not so great. One-half of our agriculturists
are carrying no sheep at all, but when they
do stoek their holdings, as they will do hy
the assistance of this measure, the agricul-
tural aress will carry two-thirds of the sheep
of this State.

Sitting suspended from .15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MIXTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The pastoralist grows only half the sheep
in the State. The agricnlturist, who now
grows lhe other half, will grow as many
more o s00n as the new areas are in a posi-
tion to earry stock. With water supply
and protection from dingoes our farmers
will carry two-thirds of the sheep of West-
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ern Australia. The farmer now conceniraies
on wheat, nol because he does not want t¢
carry stock: his strongest desire is to earry
stock.,  While he has net time to concen-
trate on the destruction of dingoes, the pas
toralist has bad time to do so, and as ¢
result three-fourths of the pastoral areas
are to-day not afficted with dingoes, thougt
they are aflicted with euros and kangaroos
in respect of which pests this measure give:
no assistance. The pastoralists, having done
tie work of destroying dingoes, do not ob
Jeet to contributing towards the destruetior
of dingoes in the agricultural areas. During
last year a deputation of Sonth-Westerr
seitlers informmed me that they could no
grow calves hecause the dingves destroyed
them. 1 do not think the agrienlturists wil
objeet to the raising of the propose
fund, since neot one of them who has seer
me by deputation or has written to me ha:
expressed objection te the proposed rate
The deputations have been absolutely unan
imous. Could anything be stronger thar
the resolutions carried agreeing to the meas
ure and expressing readiness to pay a highe
rate than that proposed by the Bill? Ir
many of the newer agricultural areas the
farmer pays not only a vermin rate—I my-
self paid £7 this year—but contributes to :
spectal dingo club.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yor will pay
the zame still.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No; because the rabbits do not affeet us
Tn 15 vears the dogs have attacked me only
once. The vermin boards are merely defen-
sive: they do not go out to destroy dingoes
but only sit down and pay bonuses to those
who destroy them.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
spectors ouf.

Tke MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
1 pay the rate, and if dingoes destrny my
stock T have to yay men specially to go anc
attack them. I have paid £15 for two dingc
sealps, as well as wages to the man whe
canght them. The vermin rate is not sufli
cient to allow the bhnards to take activi
measures against the dinge and the fox
The individeal settler does that himself
However, there will always bhe in a distrie
some settlers who will do it and some whe
will not. On an area of 1,000 acres the
rate will be onlv £1 3s. 4d. The man now
growing wheat finds his country becoming
grass country as the result of ecultivation
and to-dayv, as he fallows and cultivates, h

They have in-
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covers in many bundreds of pounds worth of
grass. Will not 20 sheep, or even 10 sheep,
pay the rate under the Bill? And that is
apart from the other advantages aeccruing
to the settlers. 1f we are to carry on an
offensive war against the dingo, we must find
the money, This measure will relieve the
farmer of payments to a dingo club,

Hon. G. Taylor: He will pay here instead
of there,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. The Leader of the Opposition quoted
some figures regarding land values. I have
here a statement given me by the Chief Land
Valuer of the Taxation Department to-day,
and he esiimates the present value of our
agricultural lands, not including pastoral
lands, at £13,000,030. He estimates that the
value of the agricultural lands in three
vears’ time will be £19,000,000. The con-
stitnents of wembers have asked for this
meastre, and they will derive considerabie
advantage from it. The maximum rate for a
pastoralist is a haifpenny and for an agri-
culturist one penny. If the resultant fand is
found to be {oo great, the rate can be re-
duced, The Minister does not want a fand
which cannot be used elsewhere and which
cannot go into Consolidated Revenue. If for
the sne-ial purpose in view 'a lower sum will
suilice, a lower rate will be imposed.

Mr. TEESDALE: I support the rates
proposed by the Bill. The pests are a great
menace to the State. I have nagged at two
Governments to try to get a measure of this
kind pzssed. In 1922 we had a favourable
Bill thrown out on some tinpot objeefion in
another place. I am prepared to {ake the
Minister’s word that the fund will not be
alienated for any other purpose, and that if
the money accumulates too fast the rate will
be reduced correspondingly.

Hon. G. Taylor: You are pretty optimis-
tic. s

Mr. TEESDALE: The rates proposed,
being maxium rates, are not exorbitant.
The Minister has been good enough to agree
to the appointment of an advisory board
upon which each industry affected will have
equal representation. What could be fairer?
The Opposition Leader laid considerable
stress upon the pressure which the Bill will
exercise on the average farmer. But on the
average farm of 1,000 acres the annual rate
will be only £4 3s. 4d. On the average
station of about 500,000 acres the annual
rate will be £40. Taking it at 40s., the pas-
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toralist would be rated at about £89 for his
averave sized station. I defy the Leader of
the Opposition to disprove that.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: I will do so.

Mr. TEESDALE: I am going on the Min-
ister’s assurance that {he money raised will
not he alienated for any other purpose.

The hiinister for Agriculture: It ecan-
nof be.

Mr, TEESDALE : It will not be paid into
general recenue and it will not be allowed
to accumulate until it becomes & curse to
the department. Nothing will be more pleas-
ing to the three gentlemen, who will be on
the board, than to be in a position to advise
a decrease in the rate, 1t is in ne one's
interests to penalise the pastoralists. The
dinge is sueh a curse that, for God's sake, let
us give the Minister an opportunity to carry
oul bis promise.

Mr. ANGELQ: I cannot agree with the
point of view of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. He regards the Bill as a taxation
measure, but it is nothing of the kind. It
is merely the legislative machinery, sought
by the pastoralists and farmers, for the pur-
puse of taXing themselves to deal with a real
menace.

Myr. Teesdale: They have been asking for
it for over eight years.

Mr. ANGELO: It is for the purpose of
assisting them to belp themselves.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: You should qual-
ify your statement by saying that the Bill
has been asked for by farmers in certain
areas.

Mr, ANGELQ: I will do nothing of the
kind. Farmers have been just as keen as
the pastoralists to secure a measure of this
description,

Mr. Teesdale: And it has been urged
through their association, too.

Mr. ANGELO: Yes, so that some, who are
not prepared to do their share in the de-
struetion of the pest, will be compelled to
do so.

Mr. Teesdale: The same as with those who
won'i take their salaries.

Mr. ANGELO: The Bill is not before the
Committee as the result of deputalions to the
present Minister. There have heen deputa-
tions to .past Governments.

Mr. Tcesdale: YWe haunted them.

Mr. ANGELO: The Minister for Agri-
enlture in the Mitchell Government, I pre-
sume with the consent of the then Premier,
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the present Leader of the Opposition, brought
forward a Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
bring forward this measure.

Mr. Teesdale: And it was wearly as good
as this one.

Mr. ANGELO: The Minister for Agri-
calture in the Mitchell Government was asked
time after time to bring forward this legis-
[ation.

Mr. Teesdale: .\nd he included in his Bill
a flat rate throughout the State.

Bou. Sir James Miteheli: No, he did not.

Mr, Teesdale: Yes, he propused it

Mr. ANGELO: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion said that it was a national affair and if
that is so, I want to know why the devil he
did not do it himself when he was in power,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : We did not have
the revenue that the Government have now.

Mr. ANGELO: There is still a deficit!
‘The pastoralists realize that the Treaswry is
not overflowing and they are prepared to do
this for themselves. I'he Mimster has pointed
out that the pastoralists will have control and
the Government will merely carry ont the
poliey of the advisory board which will con-
sist of farmers and pastoralists,

Mr. Teesdale: With équal voling on the
board. What could be fairer?

Mr. ANGELO: As to the incidence of
taxation, the Leader of the Opposition and
ike Leader of the Country Party may be
right in saying that the farmers will be taxed
out of proportion compared with the past-
oralists,

Mer. Lindsay: And they were quite right,
too!

Mr. ANGELO: The advisory board will
have the say as to whether the maximum tax
provided in the Bill shall be levied.

Mr. Teesdale: You can take your oath
that the farmers’ representatives will have a
suy in that,

Mr. ANGELO: If the rate proves lo be
unduly high, the advisory board will ask for
the striking of a lower rate for the farmers
aud perhaps the full amount for the past-
oralists, It may be vice versa. I hope the
Bill will not be lost becanse of the trifling
{ittle difficulties that can be adjusted when
the advisory board is appointed.

Hon. . TAYLOR: If T were a past-
oralist, T would accept the Bill with open
arms. There is, however, reasonable gronnd
for the representatives of agricultural areas
raising a protest against Clause 10. Tt

He did not
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sounds well and has a ecectain ring of demo-
craey aboni it when we are told that the
board to be appeinted will be representa-
tive of those eoncerned, The statemnent of ihe
ieader of the Oppogsition regarding {he re-
lative payments to be made by the farmers
and |astoralists cannot be denied.

The Minister for Agrieulture: The far-
racrs are the people who will reap the bene-
fii.

Houn. Sir James Mitehell:
not,

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Minister is right
in his contention to a certmin degree. There
are many farmers whuse stock has not been
altacked by dopzs for years. It is the ex-
perience that if dogs are not kept down
in the back country, they will work
in to the seitled districts. The ordinary
stock fenee will not kecp dogs back. It is a
questiin whether everyone shounld not contri-
hite, beeanse if the Bill proves snceessful, the
public must benefit. Every sheep or calf
killed by dogs, foxes or eagle hawks tends to
make the meat market more bare, with the
result that the public will have to pay. The
tnck of dealing with the pests is no easy one,
and should be made attractive. I hope the
Minister will give the Committee some idea
as to the subsidy he will be prepared to
pay on ihe amounts coniributed by the far-
mers and pastoralists.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
wish to be misunderstood. I have no objee-
lion to the tax proposed to be levied against
the pastoralists, for I think the amount sug-
wested is moderate. I contend, however, that
the funds should be dealt with by the past-
otalists in their own way and applied to the
pastoral areas, The area of the pastoral
land leased is 12 times the area of agricul-
tural land sold. I have no objection to agri-
culfural tands likely to he ravaged by the
pests, being taxed and funds collected, but
[ think those funds should be dealt with by
the farmers in their own way. I do not
acree with the amounis proposed to be
raised from pastoral and farming lands re-
spectively on the basis indieated. Tt must be
remembered that millions of acres in the
Sonth-Western portion of the State remains
Crown lands to-day. The member for Roe-
bourne stated that the pastoralists having
300,000 acres at £1 would pay ten times ag
mtich as a farmer having 1,000 acres in the
apricultural areas. That is wrong. It can-
not be termed fair. If T were the member
for Gascovne or the member for Roebourne

No, they will
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I would embrace the Bill with hoth arms.
stll, as I say, we have to be fair.

The Minister for Agriculture: The pastor-
alist has kept all the back areas clear.

Mr. Teesdale: We have no rahbits in our
district, yet we have been paying for their
destruction ever since the Aet came into
Torce,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The pas-
toralist has not been paying for the destrue-
tion of rabbits in the agrienltural areas.
We should be fair to everybody. This money
is needed, not so mueb because of the pure-
bred dinge as because of that far more des-
truetive animal, the half-bred. When M.
Maley dealt with the matter the object was
to provide a tund for the North-\West. I
am not going to agree that the farmer of
Bruee Rock should pay as much on a thou-
sand acres as the squatter will have to pay
on 50,000 acres. ’

Mr, C. P. WANSBROUGH: While there
are districts in the Great Southern inter-
ested in the Bill from the point of view of
dingo destruetion, not cne-third of the farm-
ing community as a whole is inferested in
dingoes.

Mr. Angelo: That is due to the work of
the outside people.

My. C. P. WANSBROUGH : No, it is due
to the Jocal farmers’ own exertions in the
past. I know that representations have been
made to the Minister by the Primary PPru-
dueers’ Association, possibly on the lines con-
tained in the Bil. But the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Assoeiation are not unanimous on
the subject. As I pointed out on the second
reading, we are already paying a pretty
heavy tax to the vermin boards dealing with
rabbits. Some of the Bruce Rock seltlers
are still baving dingo trouble, but owing te
precautions faken the pest is not nearly so
prevalent in that district as it once was.
¥ am willing that we should eontribute some-
thing towards fighting the pest, but we must
have certain exemptions. I want the Min-
ister to say definitely what will constitute a
vermin-proof fence in a district where a ver-
min rate is being paid. Are we to be en-
titled to exemption on rabbit-proof fencing
when our ehief pest is the rabbit? 1 agree
with the amendment, becanse we are already
paying heavily to the vermin boards. The
North-West people should bear their own
burdens.

Mr. MARSHALL: The member for Bexv-
erley says the pastoralist should look affer
his own interests. That is in aceord with the
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argument of the Leader of the Opposition.
But the pastoralist has been looking after
his epn interests for many years past, and
has carricd a greater burden than the farmer
is asked to earry under the Bill.

Me, C. P. Wansbrough: Why, half the
pastoral areas in the Novth-West have not
vermin boards!

Mr, MARSHALL: It is oot necessary
to have a vermin board to carry out an ex-
penzive policy of dinge destruetion. It has
been done by individual pastoralists for
years past.  They have spent time and money
in the work. Io order to protect themselves
they bave heen protecting the farmers of
the wheat belt and the Great Southern,
Surely the farmers will not object to pay a
small tax for their own protection! 1 do
not object to the squatters raising a fund
and applying it tu the work of dingo destruc-
tion in the North-West, but why should the
squatter pay while the farmer goes free?
Yet thai is what the Leader of the Opposi-
tion wants. ¥ agree that the Minister might
suy exactly what the Government are pre-
pared to do by way of subsidy. Also I be-
lieve the Crown should he responsible for
ridding Crown lands of the pest.

Mr. Thomson: We should soon get rid of
the pest if that were done.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Government
should subsidise the fund as liberally as pos-
sible.

Mr. Teesdale: The Minister distinetly said
that the Government would contribute some-
thing.

Mr. MARSIHALL: They are now eon-
tributing u good deal in the shape of admin-
istrative expenses. The Federal Government
might well assist the State Government in
destroving dingoes.

Mr. Angelo: Nearly all of which have
come over from the Eastern States,

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, I believe that is
true.

Mr., THOMSON: Having listened to the
discussion, I will no longer press the amend-
ment. The Minister alluded to the attitude
of the Primary Producers’ Association. as
revealed in the letter by Mr. Suteliffe. But
that was written in 1923, since when the
(iovernment have imposed a land tax. There-
fore the members of the association to-day
might not view the position as favourahly
as they did when that letter was signed by
Mr. Suteliffe. The members for Gasecoyne
and for Roehourne say that the penny rate
was agreed to by the Pastoralists’ Associa-
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tion. But neither the lelier I quoted nor
the cireular submitted by the Pastoralisis’
Asszociation to the Primary Producers’ As-
sociation contazined any such figures,
They based their eslimates on the farmer
paying %d. and the pastoralist 14d. and
anticipated that this rate would raise about
£16,000, whieh, with a Governmeat subsidy
of pound for pound, would produce abont
£32,000. This was submitted by the Past-
cralists’ Association to the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Association, We were not pledged
to support these particular levies of a penny
and a halfpenny respectively.

Mr. Teesdale: We had to agree to this,
hecause we could not do any hetier.

Mr. THOMSON: I shall later endeavour
10 have the sum reduced to Ygd., which would
piace both industries on the same footing.
The Bill means an additional tax upon the
farming community. Hundreds of farmers
may already be taxed up to 1%d. in the
pound for vermin rates. The Bill proposes to
impose a further Y%d. in the pound, making
a total of 2d. The farmers already pay an
increased land tax, increased road board
rates, and inereased charges for water sup-
'y and other services.

The Minister for Agriculture: Does the
ton. member inlend to withdraw bis amend-
ment?

Mr. THOMSON; I will not press it.

Mr. LINDSAY: The Minister stated that
the valuation of agricultural land will he
£19,000,000, and of pastoral areas £2,500.-
000.

The Minister for Agriculture: That is only
an estimate based on what may be the case
iliree years hence.

Mr. LINDSAY: On these figures the
asricultural areas will provide £39,500 and
the pastoral areas £9,000. T was a member
of the conference to which reference has been
made. Tt was held in September, 1923, be-
tween representalives of the Pastoralists’ As-
soeiation and the Primary Produeers’ Asso-
ciation, The following meotion was car-
ried :—

The rate shall be determined by the central
board subject to the approval of the Minister,
it to be clearly understood that the farming
areas ghall contribute only for the above pur-
pose .2 sum equal to the pastoral quota.

Weo debated the matler for some time. The
pastoral representatives acreed that the
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farming areas should pay only on an equal
basis. Another resolution was—

The maximum rate in any one year shall
not exceed 1d. in the pound on the unim-
proved wvalue of the lund.

Another clause was agreed to by the con-
ference as follows:—

The central board, if funds are required
and with the uapproval of the Minister, will
have power to levy a uniform rate on all pas-
toral jeases, such rate not to exceed 24d. and
not -less than #%d. in the pound on the un-
improved value, and a uniferm rate on all
other lands not exceeding 1d. and not less
than %d. in the pound on the unimproved
valoe, it to be clearly understood that the
farming areas shall only contribute for the
above purpose a sum equal to the pastoral
quota.

The conference recognised that the farming
areas should be rated lower than the pastoral
areas. But the pastoral executive contended
that, in view of the difference in the unim-
proved value, namely, farming areas ap-
proximately £14,000,000 and pastoral areas
approximately £5,645,200, the value of the
production in the farming areas being ap-
proximately double that of the pastoral areas,
and the necessity for a great deal more
noney being expended in the farming areas
for the eradication of the rabbit pest, it was
not vruitable that the pastoralists should he
asked to find the same sum as the farmers.
The general secretary of the Primary Pro-
ducers' Association, in a letter, states—

On the basis of the figures previously used,
it wag considered that with the pastoralists
rating of 1%d. in the pound a revenue of
£5,580 will be secured. To produce a similar
amount frem the farming areas it would only
have been necessary to rate at ¥d. in the
pound to produce something like £5000. 1If,
therefore, a uniform minimum rate of ¥4d, in
the pound were adopted, it would mean that
the pastoralists’ rate would produce £2,940, as
against £12,00 odd from the farmers. On real-
ising the pesition Mr. Church asked me to
leave the matter in his hands until he could
meet his executive, which he did on Thursday
lnst, and the secretary of the Pastoralists’
Assoeiafion has requested me now to arrange
for the special committees 10 meet again, and
I understand that that committee has now been
given power to finalise the matter. T under-
stand that Mr. Church proposed that the con-
tributions should be in the following ratio:—
Farmers three-tenths, pastoralists two-tenths,
Government five-tenths. This would mean as
an illustration that if £24,000 were to be
raiged, the Government would find £12,000, the
pastoralists £5,000, the farmers £7,000.

rom this it would appear that the state-
ment that has been made concerning what
oceurred at the conference is not quite cor-
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reet. In 1915 T called a road board confer-
ence at Northam, and moved that a uniform
itonus be paid for the destruction of dingoes.
I do not agree that eertain areas should not
he rated. We bhave paid a rate for many
years, and are now paying a vermin rate of
11. in the pound. The road boards
with which I have been associated have
paid up to £2 a head for dog scalps.
Sixteen years ago there were no dogs in the
Dowerin area, To-day the place is overrun
with them. The position was the same at
Goomalling where dingo clubs have now been
formed for the purpose of exterminating the
pest. T have no donbt that even Beverley
will get & visitation from the dogs. I agree
that all should pay a tax, but I deo not agree
with the ratio proposed by the Minister.

My, THOMSON: With the permission of
the Committee 1 will withdraw my amend-
ment, so as to be able to submit another,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. THOMSON : T move an amendment—

That in line 6 *‘one-half’’ be atruck out

and ‘‘one-eighth’’ inserted in lieu,
It is very unfortunate that we are placed in
sfhe position of having to deal with a ques-
tion like this without having the report of
the Commissioner of Taxation before us.
The figures I have already quoted were those
supplied last year, and they have not been
refuted. This is the basis on which we
worked: Estimated unimproved value of
metropolitan land, 50% millions; wunim-
proved value of agricultural lands, 19 mil.
lions ; unimproved value of country and gold-
fields towns, 3 millions; unimproved value
of Crown lands, 2% millions. In last year’s
taxation return the value of Crown leases
is sel down at £4,855210.

The Minister for Agrienlture: That total
ineludes timber, gold and coal mining leases.

Mr. THOMSON: Members can only deal
with the figures that are available. Agri-
cultural lands will return 40.80 per cent,
whieh is practically 41, and pastoral lands
10.98, which is practically 11

The Minister for Lands: No, the latest
fizures are 35 rer cent. and 14 per cent.

AMr. THOMSON: T can only go on the
latest figures that have been presented to
the House. If my amendment be carried
pastoralists will contribute £10,000 and
farmers £9,870. This would be a reasonable
proposition and would place both parties
on practicaily the same basis. The Minister
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must not forget that our farming lands ax
increasing in value every year, very muc
more so than the pastoral areas. I hope th
Minister will accept the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
1f the amendment is agreed to we shall no
be in the position to carry out an effectiv
campaign of destruction. In South Auns
itralia, when the bonus was increased, th
funds also increased rapidly. If there is
desire to fight the pest on behalf of thos
who wish to carry stock we must have
strong fund. If we limit the fund the dog
will not be destroyed.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have to b
fair to everybody.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
The proposal in the Bilj is fair. It is wron;
to pretend that wnder the Bill agricultnr
ists are going to carry the burden. Th
member for Beverley said that one-third o
the agriculturists were concerned. I say the:
are all concerned. If the men in his distrie
are fo-day protected against the dingo, the)
are protected by the landholders hehing
ithem, those further back. The fox is be
coming o pest; il is with us now, but thi
pastoralists, however, are not affected by th
fox.

Mr. Thomson: Where are the foxes mostly
prevalent?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
They are in the Geraldton area in greal
numbers, They are alsc on the Midlanc
line.

Mr. Angelo: There were seven killed af
Perenjori two months ago.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Strange to say they have not approached
the agricultural areas. 1 suppose hecause
lthey are too widely spread. As soon as the
hvheat areas are able to carry stock, the
farmers will enter into the fal lamb trade
and they will derive additional advantages
from that. T hope members will realise thai
16d. is the maximum, and that it mav nol
be struck at all.

Mr. Thomson: But whatever is decided
npon, Lhe rates will be in proportion.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is so.

Mr. Thomson: We want them on a par.

The MINTSTER FOR. AGRICULTTURE:
According to the Commissioner of Taxation,
35 per eent. of the tax is derived from eoun-
try lands and 14 per eent, from pastoral
areas. That works out at about 1d. and 144,
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Mr. Thomson: No, it does not.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The member for Katanning said that ver-
min boards would still strike a rate. The
Act slready enables the Minister to direct
exemption from the payment of rates wher-
ever considered neiessary,

JMr. Thomson: But Section 107 also pro-
vides that special bonuses may be paid as
well.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That will not be done. The member for
Toodyay said be quoted from the notes of
the cuntercnce of the Primary Producers’
Association and the Pastoralists’ Association
ot September, 1923, I have before me a
tetier dated the 15th Oelober, 1923, express-
ing the opinion of the Primary Producers’
Association.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The Primary Pro-
Tueers’ As=ocviation represent not the whole
of the Farmers, hut only a small section.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICTLTCRE:
Ruite zo.

Hon, W. D). Johnson: That was a confer-
mee of primary producers, not of the Prim-
iry Produ-ers’ Association.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The letter states that they advocate striking
1 rate not excceding 1d. in the pound on the
inimproved value.

Mr. Lindsay: Read Clanse 2 which states
hat the pastoralists shall pay as much as
‘he agriculturists.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTTRE:
That does not appear in this letter.

Mr., Thumsen: [ think vou are dealing
vith two different eonferences.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
vo, this iz a leiter that was addressed to
:he then Jinister for Agriculture, Mr.
Maley, by Mr. Sutcliffe, Secretary of the
Primary Producers’ Association, a month
ater than the conference to which the mem-
wer for Toodvay referred.

Hon: Sir James Mitchell: That does net
vind us.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Jf course not, but it gives a very distinet
xplanation of whai was in the minds of the
xecutive.

AMr. C. P. Wansbrough: Not the executive,
mt the committee.

AMr, Thomson: At tbat time.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
\nyhow, they agreed to a uniform rate not
xeeeding 1d. in the pound on the unim-
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proved value. Yet thia Bill proposes a waxi-
num of only Yod. in the pound.

Mr. Thomson: What reply did you pget
when you, as Minister, wroie to the secretary
of onr urganisation asking for their views?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have no recoilection of having written for
their views, and I have from them no view
contrary to what T have quoted. I do not
propose to argue the point further; I intend
to stick to the Bill.

Mr. ANGELO: I would be inclined to
vote with the Leader of the Country Party
to strike out the %4d. if he would indieate
that he intends to replace it with one-third
of a penny.

Mr. Thomson: I suggested oune-eighth of
a penny.

Mr. ANGELO: That is 2 totally different
proposition.  The member for Toodyay
guoted the wiputes of a conference of re-
presentatives of pastoralists and farmers
and zaid the two parties agreed to the farm-
ers paying 1d. and the pastoralists 2%d.
That means the pastoralists would have paid
214 times what the farmers were asked to
pay. Yet the amendment of the Leader of
the Country Party weans that the farmers
would pay only onc-eighth.

Mr. Thomson: But they would pay the
same total amount as would the pastoralists,

The Minister for T.ands: They would do
nothing of tke kind.

Mr. ANGELO: The Leader of the Coun-
try Party should he more moderate in his
demands. He should substitute one-third
of a penny with the understanding that if
investigations proved that even on that re-
duced contribution the farmers would he
unfairly taxed, we could get it rectified in
another place. I cannot support him in his
proposed drastie reduction.

Mr, LINDSAY: I was a member of the
committee that diseussed this question and
I know what took place.

The Minister for Agrienlture: I did not
doubt your statement; T merely quoted their
letter.

Mr. LINDSAY: Clause 4 states that a
maximnm rate in any one year shall not
exceed 1d. on the unimproved value of the
land.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Was that put up?

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes, bnt it was not car-
ried.

Hon, W. D. Jobnson: The Minister might
bave been quoting the final decision.
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Mr. LINDSAY: The minutes set forth
that it was clearly understcod that the farm-
ing areas should contribute a sum equal to
that of the pastoral areas. That clause was
not amended. This Bill, however, does not
deal with the rabbit pest. A soggestion was
roade that the farmers sliould contribute 3d.
and the pastoralists 2d. The original clanse
was not carried. -

The Minister for Lands: The Minister for
Agriculture did not say it was carried. e
said he was quoting from a letter sent to
him by the secretary.

Mr. LINDSAY: He read.it as if it was
carried,

The Minister for Lands:
their letter as he found it.

Mr. LINDSAY: I personally am not
greatly worried as to whether the Minister
likes this or not.

The Minister for Lands: You contradicted
the Minsler’s statement.

Mr. LINDSAY: 1 did nothing of the
kind.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

The Minister for Lands: You are reading
a lot of stuff that is——

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
for Lands must keep order.

Mr. LINDSAY: I shall not support the
amendment of the Leader of the Country
Party, because I consider one-eighth of a
penny altogether too low. A farthing would
be near the ratio asked for by the Pastor-
alists’ Association, or the pastoralists’ quota
could be inecreased and the farmers’ left as
proposed. The amount ¢f money raised by
the Bill will not exeeed a honus of £2, and
in their own districts people will still have
to pay for the dingoes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hecpe
the Minister will agree to the suggestion
which haz been made. Under the clanse the
Minister himself is to fix the tax. I under-
stand that aceording to the latest report
of the Commissioner of Taxation farm hold-
ings represent 33 per cenf. of the total
valnation for land tax, while pastoral hold-
ings represent 45 per cent. The farmer
should not be required to pay more for the
proteetion of farm lands than the pastoral-
ist for the protection of pastoral lands.
Under the clause pastoralists will pay
£10,500, and farmers at least three times as
much, according to the figures which have
been given. The member for Katanning
only asks that all should pay alike. I hope
the amendment will he carried. In the older

He had to take

The Minjster
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districts the 5 per cent. for the dingo is fir
ished.

Mr, Marshall: Owing to development otht
people have the responsibility of the ding
now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 am m
concerned about what deputations have sai
‘We have to consider what is right by tl
people of this country wherever we fin
them. The tax should hear equally upa
each of the two great sections on the lan
It would be fairer if we divided the fun
and allowed the pastoralisis to administi
the part contributed by them, and similar]
as regards the farmwers. Since the Minists
for Agriculture will not have that, the dul
of the Committee is to see that the burde
bears equally on cach of the two industrie

Mr. ANGELO: The Leader of the Cow
try Party has indicated that he is prepare
to accept one-third of a penny instead «
onc-eighth, and on that understanding
support the amendment, which 1 hope tl
Minister will accept.

Mr. TEESDALE: If the representativi
of the farming industry ean induce the Mi
ister to reduce the rate so far as that i
dustry is concerned, I have no objectior
but the Bill is too important for us to ris
its being jettisoned. In view of the Mi
ister’s statement that he paid £15 for tw
dingoes killed on a 4,000-acre farm, the rat
proposed by the Bill cannot be considers
heavy.

Hon, W, D. JOHNSON: Not wishing 1
prolong the agony, I have not taken part i
the diseussion so far; but I am as much i
terested in this Bill as is any member, 1
the district in which I am interested t}
dingoes have been particularly destructiv
and they have cost me a fair amount ¢
money outside the vermin rate I pay. W
fence effectively, and yet we have to yar
our sheep. The pastoralist, instead of yar
ing his sheep, leaves them out on his hug
area. Therefore the dingo must be f:
more destructive with the agriculturist tha
with the pastoralist. In my district we hav
shot dingoes at 11 o’clock in the mornin;
The sun must he well up before we da
let our sheep out. If the destruction in tt
pastoral areas were proportionate to the di
struetion in the farming areas on the f2
eastern fringe, the pastoralist would soon }
out of business, I agree with the membe
for Roebourne that there can be too muc
in the way of carping eriticism of such
Bill as this, which has been introduced :
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the request of the pastoralists and the farm-
ers,

The Minister for Lands: Every Bill of
this kind introduced at the request of those
people has been fought bitterly.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The few are
paying to-day, but the large number will
not contribute. The object of the Bill is
to put everybody on the list as a destroyer
of vermin, su that the mass of the community
will be arrayed against the sconrge and ulti-
mately overeome it. On the figures supplied,
the penony and the halfpenny are not exaectly
equitable. The Minister might reconsider
the point. The %d. would obvicusly be
wrong, since it would represent the actual
rate for the agriculturist, while a maximum
rate was fixed for the pastoralist.  The
Minister might agree to strike out the lad.
rate on the understanding that a more equit-
able amount will be included in the Bill.

Mr. THOMSON: I hope the Minister for
Agriculture will accepi the amendment. I
based my caleulations on the figures avail-
able, which worked out so that by imposing
a rate of ¥d., approximately the same
amount would have been received from the
farmers as from the pastoralists. The fig-
ures provided by the Minister for Lands,
however, showed that a tax of 3d. would
secure the same end. We recognise the seri-
onsness of the dingo menace and my eriti-
cism has been merely with the desire to get
an equitable basis for the levy upon both
agrieulturists and pastoralists.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Aves - ‘e 15
Noes .. . 17
Majorily against 2
AYERS,
Mr, Angelo Mr. BEampson
Mr. Brown Mr. J. M. Smlilb
Mr. Davy Mr. Stubbs

Mr. Grifithe
Mr. W. D. Johoson

Mr. Taylor
Mr. Thomson

Mr. Lindsay Mr. C. P. Wansbrough

Mr. Mana Mr., Ricbardson

Sir James Mitchell {Tellery
Noes.

Mr. Angwin Mr. Mupsle

Mr, Clydesdale Mr. Panton

Mr. Coverley Mr. Sleeman

Mr. Cunningham Mr. Teesdale

Mr. Heron Mr. Troy

Misa Holman Mr. A. Wansbrough

Mr. Kennedy AMr. Willcock

Mr. Marshall Mr. Wilson

Mr. Milliagton (Teller.)
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Amendment thus negatived.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I move
an amendment—

That the following proviso be added:—
“*Frovided that the rate imposed by the Minis
ter under this section shall be fixed with a
view to returning a total amount as nearly
as possible equal from (a) lands held on pas-
tornl lease, and (b) other heldings, regpee-

-

tively, '’

The amendment means that the Minister will
impose a rate that will provide him with
about £20,000.

The Minister for Lands: That is a ridicu-
lous proposition.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister |as the right to fix the tax and the
proviso will merely mean that the same
amount will be paid by the farmers as by
the pastoralists,

The Minister for Lands: How can ibe
Minister do that?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELIL: He ean
fix 3t in his own way, If the Minister gets
£10,000 from the farmers and £10,000 from
the pastoralists, that will be a fair thing.
The farmer, however, should not be called
upon to pay four times as much as the pas-
toralist.

The Minister for Lands: The proviso will
kill the Bill. Tt will make it impossible,

Point of Order.

The Minister for Agriculture: I do net
think the amendment is in order, in view of
the vote just taken regarding the rate to be
fixed in the Bill. The amendment is a pure
negation of that vote. I raise the point of
order, that the amendment is on all fours
with that moved by the member for Katan-
ning, which has already been defeated by the
Committee.

The Chairman: That seems to me to be
the position. We have already decided what
rate shall be paid by the farmers and pas-
toralists respectively. The amendment is
really a negation of that deeision. :

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: With all re-
spect, I contend that the amendment has
nothing to do with that moved by the mem-
ber for Katanning. He proposed merely to
strike out the rate of 14d.

The Minister for Agriculture: With the
same ohject in view.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not at all. If
the member for Katanning had succeeded,
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he would have moved to insert other words,
which might have returned a smaller sum.

The Chairman: Au any rate, 1 have given
my ruling,

Dissent from Chairman's Ruling.

Hon, Sir James Mtcehell: T move—

That the Committee dissent from the Chair-
man’s ruling.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Chairman: I desire to report that the
Lezder of the Opposition moved a new pro-
viso setting out that the rate imposed by the
M inister under this section shall be fixed with
a view to returning a capital amount as
nearly as possible equal as between (a) land
held under pastoral lease and (b) other
holdings. I ruled that the question had
already been agreed upon by the Committee,
wherenpon the Leader of the Opposition
moved that the Chairman’s ruling was not
suppoited by the Standing Orders.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The member for
Katanning moved to strike out “half-penny”
with a view to inserting another word.

The Minister for Lands: We had already
agreed to a rate not exceeding a penny for
pastoral lands.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The amendment
hy the member for Katanning was lost.
Then the Chairman ruled that my amend-
ment fo add a proviso was ouf of order be-
caunse the question had already been decided.
I contend that the question has not been de-
cided at all. My amendment is intended
to compel the Minister to fix an amount
that will vield an equal sum from pastoral-
ists and from agriculturists, That qguestion
has never been decided, nor even consid-
ered, by the Committee, so it is new matter.
In anyv event, if the amendment moved by
the member for Katanning had been carried,
and if he had thereupon inserted other words,
and if those other words had not meant
exactly what my proviso means, the pro-
viso would still have been in order. Neither
the words of the clause nor the words of the
proposed amendment moved by the member
for Katanning meant what my smendment
clearly means, so I contend that the Chair-
man of Committees was wrong in ruling
my amendment out of order.

The Minister for Agriculture: The Leader
of the Opposition has scarcely stated the
case correctly. The member for Katanning
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moved the striking out of “half penny” fo
the purpose of determining that the agmi
culturists should pay a rate similar to tha
paid by the pastoralists, or in other word
that the agrieculturist should pay a rate tha
would return a revenue equal to that re
turned by the pastoralist.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : No, no.

The Minister for Agriculture: We havi
spent the whole evening debating that prin
ciple. It was put to a vote and the Com
mittee definitely necgatived it. The Commit
tee has now affirmed maximum rates of on
penny for pastoralists and a halfpenny foi
agriculturists. Despite that differentiation
the Leader of the Opposition moved ar
amendment {hat the rates shall be fixed t«
depart from that prineiple and secure thi
object of the previous amendment. On the
prineiple established by the vote of th
Committee an equal sum cannot be returnec
from the pastoralists and the agriculturists
Therefore the Leader of the Opposition de
sires to bring ahout a result contrary to the
decision of the Committee on a vote alread)
taken. I submit the amendment is out ol
order.

Hon. G. Taylor: The debate hinged or
the striking out of the word “half” before
“penny.” 1t was indicated that “one-eighth®
or “one-third” should be substituted. Bui
the Committee decided that “half” shoulé
remain.  Then a further amendiment was
moved to make the collections equal as be-
lween the pastoralisis and the agriculturists
The effect of that amendment would be the
same as If we had struck out “half” and
later rejected the proposed “one-eighth”
or “one-third” Had that happened, the
yuestion before the Chair would have been
out of order. But we decided that “half”
should vemain, and so there was nothing elsc
hefore the Commilttee. Then the Leader of
the Opposition desired to add a proviso
enualising the taxes. It was ruled out of
order on the score that we had already de-
cided upon that principle. T submit that the
Committee have decided nothing beyond leav-
ing in “halt.”

The Minister for Lands: I am surprised
at the hon. member’s eontention. The Com-
mittee had decided that on pastoral lands
there shall be a rate not exceeding 14. and
that on other lands the rate shall not exceed
15d.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is all.

The Minister for Lands: The rate has
thus heen fixed accordingly. The Leader of
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‘he Opposition has asked that a rate shall be
struck so that the amounts shall be egual.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
sossible.

The Minister for Lands: The principle
1as been affirmed on a division that the rate
nust not exceed 1d. and 1%d., and the rate
nust be siruek in accordance with that de-
siston.

Mr. Sampson: An amendment was sub-
nitted by the Leader of the Opposition, the
sbject of which was to secure an amount that
would be equal in the case of pastoral areas
und agricultural areas. That amendment
looks further shead than the one moved by
‘he member for Katanning. It is inevitable
that the area farmed will vary just as the
avea that is leased for pastoral purposes will
vary. The figures would, therefore, have fo
vary from year to year so as to produce in
aach case a similar amount. The statement
has been made that the amendment is a nega-
‘ion of the principle that has already been
affirmed. That is pure assumption,

The Minister for Agriculture: The amend-
ment of the Leader of the Opposition will
aring about a different result from that which
has already been affirmed.

Mr. Sampson: The amendment is not in
»ofliet with that which has already been de-
feated. It musl, therefore, be in order.

Mr., Davy: The Bill fixes first of all a
limit on the Minister as to his powers to
tax. The tax must be a maximum of 1d. in
the one ecase, and 4d. in the otker. The pre-
vious amendment was designed to alter fhat
limitation. The proposal of the Leader of
the Opposition is to limit the power of the
Minister in a different way. The amount of
tax will stand, but he proposes an amend-
ment by which the Minister will be guided
by an altogether different principle from
that which is set forth in the Bill.

The Minister for Agriculture: It would be
ulterly impossible to earry it ont.

As nearly as

Mr. Davy: The amendment is in no way
in conflict with that which was moved before.

Mr. Lutey: All the evening we have been
discussing the amendment moved by the
member for Katanning to strike out one-
half and inseri one-third. The debate has
ranged about the question of the incidence of
the tax. The amendment of the Leader of the
(ipposition is an aitempt to alter that inei-
dence.

Mr. Sampson: Why not alter il?
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Mr. Lutey: We passed it; that is enongh.

Mr, Thomson: I indicated that if my
amendment were carried I intended to move
to insert one-eighth of a penny; and subse-
quently alter that to one-third. All that was
decided upon by the Committee was whether
“half” should be siruck out or should stand
part of the clause. The principle of the 1d.
and the %4d. tax has been aflirmed, and the
amendment of the Leader of the Opposition
in no way affects that. 1t merely provides
that the money raised by each section affected
shall amount to the same.

Mr. Speaker: I am not particularly con-
cerned with what oceurred prior to the
Chairman’s ruling being challenged. From
what has been said I gather that the Com-
mittee affirmed that the Minister shall im-
pose taxation in a certain manner, and in
certain preportions as affectinz the pastoral
and agricultural areas. These proportions
and that method, I have been informed, were
challenged by means of an amendment that
was defeated. The result of the loss of that
amendiment was to affirm the principle of the
two kinds of tax. No amendment or addition
to 2 proposal of that kind ¢an be held to be
in order. It is the invariable rule of pro-
eedure, indeed the law of Parliament, thai
what the House has affirmed cannot after-
wards, in considering the same Bill in Com-
mittee, be challenged as we go along step by
step. You cannot go back. You eannot undo.
Although the argument is that this provisoe
15 only & modification and does not uando
what has been done, in effect it does undo
it. 1 am not going to enter into an argu-
ment upon the point, but just one fact must
be clear, namely, that two holders of land
in this State

are embraced in the
clause, the pastoralist and the agn-
culturist. They do not grow or develop

necessarily in equal proportions, and the pro-
pousai of the Leader of the QOpposition may
make it impossible to adjust things as he
proposes.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is an-
nually.

Mr. Speaker: It matiers not. Even if
the difficulties of interpretation were not
obvious, this one fact is elear, that vou can-
not in any way amend, alter, reseind, or
render invalid, uneertain or inconsistent a
nuestion that has been decided by an affirma-
tive vote of the House or of the Committee.
I must, therefore, uphold the Chairman’s
ruling.
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Committee resumed.

Mr. ANGELO: I move an amendment—

That in line one of the second proviso, after

‘‘holding,’’ the words ‘‘or group of holdings’'
be inserted, and after ‘*holding,’’ in line four,
the words ‘‘or of any bholding within such
group’! be inserted.
The proviso as it appears exempts a hold-
ing that is fenced with a rabbit-proof fence
to the satisfaction of the chief inspector,
from taxation under this measure. No pro-
vision, however, is made to allow of one or
two or more holdings that are adjoining to
lave a eommon or a ring fence around all
those holdings. I hope the Minister will
agree to the proposal. 1f the holdings are
sulficiently small to allow of one ring fence
to effectively protect all against vermin, the
Minister will not be giving much away by
agreeing to the amendment.

The Minister for Agriculture: I have no
objection to the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: 1 move an
amendment—

That the following proviso be added:—

*‘Provided alsc that in districts other than
dingo 'infested areas, a ‘sufficient’ fence shall
mean a rabbit-proof fence in accordance with
the existing Aet.”’
In the Bill there is no definition of what con-
stitutes a “sufficient” fence. Under the ex-
isting Act a “sufficient” fence is explained.
We who already have rabbit proof fences
in areas that are not dingo infested should
be entiiled to sueh a saving provision {o ex-
empt us from contributing to the tax if we
have a ‘‘sufficient” fence.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I cannot agree to the amendment because
the rabbit proof fence is no obstacle to the
dingo or the fox. Under the 1918 Vermin
Act a person who encloses his holding with
rabbit proof fence is exempt from rates im-
posed to eradicate the rabbits. He has that
protection already. But his fenee is no good
to keep out dingoes or foxes.

Mr. LINDSAY: There is a schedule in
the existing Aet which sets out the meaning
of vermin proof. If onre ecomplies with the
terms of that schedule will he be exempt
under the Bill? Tt is not right that such
a matter should be left to the chief inspec-
tor; we should define in the Bill what is a
rabbit proof fence. We have done so in the
past. It is rather loose legistation to allow
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a chief inspector to say what he likes on
subjeet of this kind. Parliament should &
fine a sufficient fence.

Mr. C. P, WANSBROUGH: 1 am sorr
the Minister cannot see eye to eye with th
proposal contained in my amendment. H
proposes to exempt the people in the North
yet 1 who pay proportionately more ta:
will not be exempt beeause I requirc onl
a rabbit proof fence. T would like to kno
from the Minister what does really const;
lute a vermin proof fence.

Mr, BROWN: I cannot agree with eithe
the member for Beverley or the member fo
Toodyay.

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: I thought you wer
a united party.

Mr. BROWIN: A rabbit-proof fence is nc¢
necessarily a dingoe-proof fence. It woul
be far better to leave the definition o
vermin fence with the chief inspeetor. I:
the Toodyay distriet they have fences wit
several barbed wires on top. In my distric
the fenees are rabbit-proof below am
dingo-proof on top, and are something lik
7Et. high. We have miles and miles o
such feneing. 1f the Committee were t
define a vermin-proof fence, the owners o
those 7ft. femces might have to pull ther
down. Much better would it be to leav
the definition with the chief inspector, :
practical man who will be able to say wha
constitutes a vermin-proof fence. In th
older settled districts dingo-proof fence
wiil never again be required, for th
dingoes have been eradieated.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
We cannot exempt persons who have rabbit
proof fences that are not dog-proof alsc
Any person having a vermin-proof fene
to the satisfaction of the inspector will b
exempt. I do not know what a vermin
proof fence is, and T am sure it will In
better to leave the definition with the chie
mspector. We know what a rabbit-proo
fence is, but we cannot say what a vermin
proof fence is until we have had experienc
of it.

Mr. LINDSAY: Those who drafted the
Aet of 1918 were able io deseribe a vermin
proof fence. We ought not to leave th
definition to ome man., My fence has kep
out dingoes for three years past. Twe
months before 1 erected it I killed 12 dog:
on my farm in three weeks. The Ministe
savs he does not know what a vermin-pron
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'ence is, notwithstanding that the framers
of the existing Act had that knowledge.

Amondment put and negatived.
[ALr. Panton took the Chair.]

Mr. ANGELO : I suggest that after
“section” in line 1 of Subclanse (3) the
Minister inserts “together with a eontribu-
:ion from Consolidated Revenue of 13s. in
the pound to the amount of such rates.”

Mr. Teesdale: It would be foo much of a
strain to put on the Minister,

Mr. ANGELO: T am only afraid the Bill
may be lost in another place unless it con-
tains some indication of what the Govern-
ment intend to do.

The Minister for Lands: Then let them
throw it oui and keep the dingoes.

Mr. ANGELO: But caunot the Minister
eive us some idea of what the Government
intend fo do?

The Minister for Agvieulture: I cannot
speak to a question not before the House.

Mr. Criffiths: Then hring it hefore the
House.

Mr. ANGELO: T move an amendment—

That after ‘‘Minister,”’ in Jing fonr of
Subclause (3}, the words ““and an advisory
board’’ he inserted.

The Minister for Agriculture: The hoanl
eannot have the administration of the Act.

Mr. ANGELOQ: Well, suppose 1T make the
words “on the adviee of the board”?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No, those to whom I have promised fhe

board do not want that amendiment. They
are quite satisfied with my proposed
amendment.

Mr. Aneelo : Surelv the bhoard should
have some sav in the distribotion of the
money.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
At a later slage T propose 1o move a sub-
c¢lause providing that the Minister shall
appoint an advisory hoard to assist in the
administration of this section, and that the
hoard shall consist of one representative of
the pastoral industry, one representative of
the agricultural industry, and a third, whoe
shall he chairman, shall be an officer of the
Department of Agriculture.

Mr. ANGELO: Unless the amendment he
azreed to the advisory hoard would have
no say whatever.  The Minister could
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ignore the board and spend the money as

he thought fit
Amendment put and negatived.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTCURE:
I move an amendment—
That after ‘‘payment of’’ in line five of

Subeclause (3), the worda *‘‘such uniform’’
be inseried.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10.35 p.m.

Lcgislative Council,

Wednesday, dth Nocember, 1925,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.39
p-w., and read prayers,

PAPERS -RAILWAY AND TRAMWAY
DEPARTMENT UNITORMS,

On motion by Hon. J. Comell, ordered:
That all papers, and tenders received, re-
lating to tenders for Railway and Tramway
Department uniforms, which closed at the
Government Tender Board on the 1st Qet-
ober last, be laid wpon the Table of the
House.

PAPERS—TEDERAL ROAD GRANT.

On motion by Hon. H. Stewart, ordered:
That all tiles dealing with the alloeation of
the Federal Road Grant of £48,000, for
Main Roads, be laid on the Table of the
House.



