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ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at half-past 10

o'clock, until the next day.

Ergislatibe Ctouncil,
Thuraday, 27th September, 1,906.

PAGE
Questions: Railway Sta~tion Bricks .. .. .. 1"0

Railway Revenue, how rade up . 19CR
Railway Construction, Subletting ~... 1NOR

Leave Of Abeience .'190

Bills . Biflle of Sale Act'Amendmnent,'Ba., opposi-
tiov, divisfion .. - .. .. .. 1low

Land Tax Assessment, 2kt. resumed, concluded,
divison .. . .. .. o. ..11

The PRESIDENTP took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock p..

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the COLONIAL SECRETARY: 1.
Public Works Department- Papers in
connection with the Survey and Con-
struction of the Katitnuing-Kojonup and
Wagin-Duinbleyuing Railways, Return
to Order of the House of 12th September.
2, Roads Act, 1902-By-laws of the
Claremont Roads Board. 3, Government
Railways Act, 1904-Report on the
working for year ended 30th June, 1906.

QUESTION-RAILWAY STATION
BRICKS.

Hon. W. MALEY asked the Coloifil
Secretary: i, In the contract now adver-
tised for the erection of Railway Station
Buildings at Narrogin is it specified that
machine-made bricks only may lie us--d,
thereby preventing competitionP 2, Is]
the Government aware that the local
hand-made bricks have been proved to be
of excellent quality, and accepted by the
best architects, and that by their use a

con sider-able saving may be effected in
the cost of the work ? 3, Will the Gxov-
ernment take the necessary steps to
amend the specifications with a view to
effectinig an economy ?

TnnE COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: i. No. The specification provides
that the bricks must be sound, hard,
well-shaped, and kiln-burnt. The con-
tractor must submit sample for the De-
partment's approval, but can purchase
where he likes. Alternative prices have,

Ihowever, been3 asked for brickwork with
machine-pressed bricks. 2, The Depart-
ment has been informed to this effect by
the Narrogin Town Council. 3, This is
not considered. necessary.

QUBSTION--RAIILWAY REVENUE.

HouN. W. MALEY asked the Colonial
Secretary: x, Does the sum of £77,701,
which appears in Statistical Abstract No.
75 as the amouni collected from railways
and tramways for the month of July,
represent the full amnount collected. 2,
What is the cause of the average
monthly revenue suddenly diminishing
by about £60.000 ?

Tian COLONIAL SECRETARY x-e-
plied: r, The amount appearing in the
Statistical Abstract No. 75, viz. £77,701,
represents the collections from railways
and tramways from the 1st to thp 26th
of July, bc ing the business for the month
(1st to 26th). In addition, £35,000 was
collected between the 1st and 10th of
July anti brought to account in the
financial year ending 30th June, 1906, in
accordance with Treasury Regulation
No. 6. There was also collected, from
the 27th July to the 31st July, the sum
of £218,029, which has been taken to
account in August, making the total
collections f roml the 1st to the 31st July,
£130,730. The collections from the 1st
to the 31st July, 190.5, were £9129,425.
z, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION-RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION,
SUBLETTLNO0.

Hou. G. RANDELL asked the
Colonial Secretary: Is it a fact that the
Public Works Department has sublet to
various persona its contract for the con-
struction of the agricultural railways, or
for any one of theme
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THE COLONIAL SECRETARY're-
plied: No. Sleepers hare been cut and
portions of the clearing and grading done
by piece-work, in accordance with the
usual practice of contractors.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by the HON. W. P"ATRICKC,

lea-ve of absence for one week was granted
to the Ron. J. A. Thomson, on the
gr )und of illness.

BILL-BIULS OF SALE ACT AMEN&D-
MENT.

THIRD READING.

Tan COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the Bill be now read a. third
time.

HoN. S. 3, HAYNES moved an
amendment-

That the word " now" be- struck outand
the words ', this day six months" be added.

HoN. W. MAL~EY seconded the
amendment.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Ron.
3. D3. Connally): Members had seen fit
to pursue an unusul practice in regard
to this Bill. He did not question the
right of any mnember to move an adverse
motion to a Bill at any stage, whether in
Committee or on the third reading; but
he appealed to the House for some con-
sideration fur this measure. This was
not a party House, and he hoped it never
would be: it was a House of revision. A
long discussion had taken plac on the
second reading of the Bill; it was fully
and fairly debated, and several adjourn-
ments were granted at the request and
for the convenience of those opposed to
the measure; so it could not now be said
members were taken at ar disadvan-
tage. On the second reading. although
some members wvere opposed to the
measure they (lid not see fit to call for a
division, the Bill being allowed to pass
the second reading on the voices. On
that occasion there were at least 20 mnem-
bers present, and no doubt several others
were within the precincts and would have
been in attendance had a division been
ca-lied for. We caime to the Committee
stage a week later, and the Bill as intro-

duced by the Government passed through
Committee without amendment and with-
out discussion. A new clause was pro-
posed by Captain Laurie, and progress
was then reported so that consideration
might be given to it. But the Bill as in-
troduced by the Government went
through Cornmitte3 without discussion,
and was adopted without alteration.
TLater on without notice Mr. Haynes
moved the Chairman out of the Chair.
Believing that the measure had not been
~roperly considered, he (the Mlinister)

adteBill rein stated. Yesterday Mr.
Haynes took another unusual course by
moving that the report of the Committee
be adopted that day three months; and
to-night he moved a farther adverse
motion, the only one of which he had
gien notice to the Government. He
(the Minister) appealed to members'
sense of fairness. Here the Government
had no party to depend on, Ten nmem-
bers formed a quorum; and when
business which was considered purely
formal was before us we often found that
not more than fifteen members attended.
Thus a minority of eight members could
determine the fate of any Bill brought in,
by opposing it without notice. On the
motion for second reading, members
knew that the principle of the Bill was to
be decided; and if they wished to oppose
it, they 'Should then have been in their
places. The third reading was alwaysa
considered a formal matter. What wonld
the people think of the Rouse if business
wasa to be con ducted thus? Would they
think of it as a House of revision, and
continue to hold it in respect? Whether
members favoured or opposed the Bill,
he appealed to them not by their votes to
countenance this procedure.

Hom. G. RANDELL:' It was frequently
followed.

THE COLONIAL SECREETARtY: No;
only once duriug tbe last five or six years,
and then only in the case of a Bill intro-
duced by a private member.

HON. S. J. HAYNES: As the Leader
of the House admitted, he (Mr. Haynes)
had. a right to oppose a Bill at any stage.
That right he had exercised ; and when a
member considered that injustice would
be done by passing a Bill, it was his duty
to oppose it at every stage, as he had
done. He appealed to niembers to sup.

Bille of Sale
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port the amendment, and not place an
unjust Act on the statute-book. The
existing Act might need sonmc amend-
ment; but this would make it a vicious
and pernicious measure. This was class
legislation; and though creditors should
be considered, the unfortunate debtors
should not be lost sight of.

LION, R. F. SHOLL (North) had
taken no part in the debates or divisions
on the Bill, for at first he thought it an
excellent measure. 'rho Hansard reports
showed much to be said on both sides.
But after consideration he had concluded
that the Bill would, have a most injurious
effect in the distant province he repre-
sented, so far removed fromn centres of
population and deprived of regular com-
mnunication. The amendment of Mr.
Laurie might have overcomie that diffi-
culty, but the Government, though pre-
pared to exempt stock and wool, would
not exempt chattels.

TEE COLONIAL SEETARY: In One
year fourteen bills of sale were given
north of GLeraldton.

HoN., R. F. SHOLsL: No matter how
many, the Bill would act inijuriously to a
distant p~rovince which received little
consideration from the present Govern-
ment. Were the North Province ex-
cluded fro'~m the orpera] ion of the Bill he
would vote for the third reading; but
after mature consideration he would sup-
port the amendm"ent. ieAt the Bill rtand
over for twelve mouths and bring in an
amendment to suit the Southern parts of
the State. Merchants should undoubtedly
be protected against unprincipled smal
traders who got credit everywhere and
gave bills of sale probably to persons in
the Eastern States; hut the iBill as it
stood, though possibly suited to a- small
State like 'Victoria, was not applicable to
our huge northern territory. Hera in
the South trade-protection circulars
showed what mortgages and. bills of sale
were registered ; but such information
could not be circulated in the North,
where none would know that a man pro-
posed at the expiratioin of fourteen days
to give a bill of sale.

HON. R. LAURIE (West): Supported
liv the Fremantle and Perth Chambers
of commerce, he had moved a clause to

protect station owners, and meet the
wishes of Northern members. Anrtyin-
her mighit have mnoved to amnend that
clause to sui t h is co nsti tuents ; but af ter
a brief adjournment we found the fate of
the Bill to depend oin a count of heads.
If Mr. Sholl wished pefrir-shellers to be
protected, why did be Rot amend the
clause accordingly, or move that the Bill
should not operate iii the North? At
the last moment the merchants in Fre-
mantle, Perth, and other large centres
were to be sacrificed because the Bill did
not contain a speeiat provision fo)r the
North, though that provision had not
been called for.

HON. C. SOMMERS (Metropolitan):
After yesterday's division in a pretty
full House, when 25 votes were recorded,
the Bill might have gone through without
farther debate. That toIld iii a House
of 26, one miember beiug on sick
leave, should be taken as a fair expres-
sion of opinion by tlu House as a whole.
The raising of questions time after time
did not tend to) raise the standard of
public estimation of the Chainber. In
lace of the fact that every reasonable
effort had been made to meet the wishes
and objections of opponents of the
mneasure, an attem pt wtis now being made
to defeat the Bill in its last stage. it
had been shown th:Lt the measure was
required by the commercial community;
aud although one hank raised an objec-
tion to it, the banking community as a
whole was not opposed to the Bill. In
order to meet the lateost objections raised.
he would favour an addition to the list
of exemptions so as to exempt pearhing
fleets, if it were shown that such exemp-
tion was necessary in the interests of the
people engaged in that industry in the
North-West. The Bill had been sub-
jected to a thorough test in a practically
full House, and it was not the correct
thing to attempt to defeat it in its last
stage.

HoN;. W. MALEBY: When thq Chair-
muan was moved out of the Chair, he
thought the last had been heard (if tile
Bill for the present srss ion; and the
Governmient having sinve resorted to an
entirely new procedure, so far ams the
Rouse wvas concerned, should not now
complain if members who believed the

[COUNCIL.] Bill, third reading.
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Bill was not such as should become law
opposed it at every point.

EIoN. G. LtANDELT4 : Members op-
posed to the Bill had as much right to
complain at the reinstatement of the Bill,
as the Leader of the House had to com-
plain of the tactics adopted to defeat the
measure. After the strong indictment
of the Bill by Mr. Moss and the streuu
ous opposition of Mr. Haynes, both par-
ticularly qualified to express an opinion
as legal authorities, members should
pause before passing a measure the real
effect of which even the Government
could not foresee. If a precedent were
required for the attitude -now adopted
by opponents of the Bill, it was f urnishied
in the instance of a Bill rejected some
years a go after passing every Stage up to
the motion 'That the title of the Bill be
an Act."

HON. W. KINGSMILL: Anyone
'who had studied Mr. Moss's condlen-
nation of the Bill must be driven, as he
had been, to tile conclusion that the Bill
if passed would work an injustice and
operate restrictively on trade. Despite
the complaint of the Colonial Secretary,
the procedure adopted iby opponents of
the Bill could not be classed as unusual.
Throughout British Parliaments it was a
common occurrence for Bills to be
defeated on the third reading. Members
who Supported the Bill had been induced
to do so on the ex parte Statement of a
section representing only one of the
parties to transactions under h~ills of
sale; and the interests of the borrower
under a bill of sale did not seem to have
been considered. While he sYmpathised
with the difficultyv in which the Leader
of the House found himself, it was
unreasonable for the Minister to com-
plain, seeing that the measure was of so
contentious a chiaracter that it should
be opposed evea at its last stage. If
the Bill were placed on the statute-book
we should be exchanging a good measure
for a bad one.

Hor. J. W. LANOSFORD: It was
the right of any member to oppose a Bill
at any stage, if he thought it would be
injurious to the country ; and members
who were opposing this Bill were not to
blame for using the opportunity to vote
against it at the third reading.

Question put. and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Majority fom
AYES.

Hon.G. Bef.n.9a
Ho.. . 11nnll

Ron. J. W. Hackett
Hot. J. W. LAnkaford
Hon. R. Laurie
Hon. It. D. McKenzie
Hon.EMort
Ron. W. Oa.tsr
Hon. 0. A. Piems
Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. J. T. Glomr~

... .. ... 11

... .. ... 10

Hon. C. E. Demopster
Hon. J. M. Drew
Ron. S. J. Haynes
ion. W. Kins- nHo.W T. LonHon.W Patik

Hon. 0. Shall
'on. .F hl
Hon. Sir Ed. Wittenoomt
Hon. W. MaleY

(telle).

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time.
Question " That the Bill do now pass

and be entitled au Act " put and passed.

BILL-LAND TAX ASSESSMENT.
MACHINERY MEASURE.

SECOND READING.

Debate resumed from the previous
day.

HON. 0. E. DEMPSTER (East):
do not enter into this subject with any
desire to move in a manner antagonistic
to the Government; but it seems to me
the feeling throughout the whole of the
country at the present time is adverse to

tepoosal made. I give the Colonial
Secretary credit for the very moderate
and lucid way in which he introduced the
measure. I read the speeches delivered
in another place with considerable irrita-
tion, because it struck me there was an
effort to have two taxes; that it was de-
siredl to get hold of those who have long
held land and to exempt those who
acquire land at a late period. However,
I think the Colonial Secretary explained

1that there had been no feeling of
that kind, and that the Government had
only been prompted by the knowledge
that an addition to the revenue was abso-
lutely necessary; and therefore they
acted in the way they did. Still, I cannot
help feeling a certain amount of irritation
on that head. The Premier has often
referred to the desirability of cutting up
large estates and getting at the original
owners, as the dream of his. youth. We
know that the original estates have been
considerably cut up and that there are
only a, few large areas of 20,000 or 80,000
acres. Members all know that the future
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of Western Australia now depends upon
the settlement* of people on our soil.
Every possible interest in the State de-
pends upon the cultivation of the laud
anid the thorough settlement of the
country. Therefore any measure intro-
duced which would have a detrimental
effect upon these very important inte-
rests must be regarded as calculated to
retard the progress of the' whole State.
In order to show what the feeling is
throughout the whole of the agricultural
districts, I have resolutions here which
have been passed in the various districts,
expressing in the strongest terms their
desire that this House will protect them
and prevent this measure from being
carried. This is the general feeling.
They are leaning upon this House to
relieve them in this matter. They admit
that the future of the whole of this
State depends on the prudence of this
House in dealing with measures of
tbis sort. I hope and trust that the
House will show that it deserves the
confidence which the Stale bas reposed
in it. I will proceed to refer to reso-
lutions which have been passed at cer-
tan plaices, in order to show that my
statement is correct in that respect. This
resolution was passed at, a large meeting
held in the Northam Town Hall without
a single dissentient voice:-

That in the opinion of this nmeeting the
sudden reversal of the existing liberal and
successful land policy of the State by the
imposition of a land tax as proposed by the
Government is highly impolitic and unneces-
sary, and detrimental to the continued pro-
sperity of land settlement, especially when
taken in connection with the increased com-
pulsory taxation by the roads board.
The same resolution a few days after-
wards was brought before a large and
influential meeting of our agricultural
society; and there also it was carried
without a single dissentient voice. The
same resolution, or one ver 'y nearly allied
to it, was passed at Jenapullen, a large
agricultural district of no mean import-
ance, and there, too, the resolution was
passed without dissent. Then there
was a meeting at Grass Valley of a
number of the residents in thiat dis-
trict of agriculturists, at which a similar
resolution was carried unanimously.
They were all agreed that it was desir-
able in the interests of the agricultural
development of the State to ask this

House to reject the measure, to pass
which they consider would be detrimental
to the best interests of the State. Mem-
bers need not hesitate about opposing
this measure, because I ant certain that
by doing so they will be doing that which
will be appreciated throughout the coun-
try. The immense importance of the
question of the advancement of the agri-
cultural development of the State must
be apparent to members. For myself, I
am getting an old-stager now, having
nearly reached the allotted span of three
score years and ten, and the passing of
this Bill will not make a great difference
to me. All the freehold I possess does
not amount to more than 6,000 acres, and
that when cut up and divided amongst
those belonging to me will not be affected
very much. Therefore, I am not arguing
fromn personal motives when I say that a,
land tax is not desirable at the present
time. I have always been opposed to
the principle of land taxation, because I
remember that in my early youth my re-
lations were driven from England in
consequence of land taxation; and be-
eause also I know how badly land taxa-
tion has worked in other Australian
States. Many of our new settlers have
been induced , in order to escape the land
taxation of other States, to come here,
and Western Australia should benefit
by the experience of those other coun-
tries; for if we are to tax such people onl
arrival here, where will I-e the advantage
of their coming here? They were led to
believe that the conditions here would be
very much better than those obtaining
where they previously lived; but no
sooner do they get gere thtan they find

Ithemselves saddled with a road tax for
works which should be of general benefit
to the whole State. There is no get-
ting away from the facr-I have
always held the view and will stick
to it-that if there is one item of
public expenditure which should come
out of the general revenue of the State,
it is the money required forthe upkeep of
roads; because the maintenance of roads
is a matter which affects the welfare of
the entire community and not only of
those who are living in~ the vicinity' of the
roads. The whole State derives a direct
benefit from the public roads, ats it does
front the railways. Roads and railways
are the life arteries of any country;
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therefore it is manifestly unfair to make
one particular class contribute more
than a fair portio towards the
upkeep of pu b ic roads. Land-owners
and farmers may make the most use of
the roads, hut they do so in the interests
of the general publiic; for roads are the
cheapest means by which produce can be
brought to market, and the cheaper a
producer can sell his produce the bettr
for the consumer. Therefore Iroinwhat-
ever standpoint you look at it, good
roads and railways are beneficial to the
whole State; and I contend that this
expenditure should come out of the
pockets of everyone. It is not my inten-
tion to repeat what has been stated by
other speakers in poining out means by
which the revenue of tine country mnay be
increased or by which economy may be
largely effected; but there is 'one item
which we ought not to forget- the
enormous amount of money which has
been spent on Federation. I am not
afraid to speak on this. Some members
seem to ftrar to speak of the desirability
of withdrawingr from. the Federation. I
am not. I say we cannot derive any
benefit froma Federation ;it is against
our interests in every way; and so long
ats the position is that Western Australia
cannot get out of Federation, so long will
our State be under a species8 of slavery,
because! we are too far separated from thie
other States to derive any benefit, and
our representation there will never give
us a voice in our own affairs. If we
could now get out of Federation, there
would not be any farther necessity for
economyv, and our wants would be at once
met; w;e ought to be thoroughly in-
dependent of the other States. I am
annoyed every time I reflect on this
matter, what a glorious position Western
Australia would have been in if we had
kept out of Federation. I know all. the
interests of the permanent residents of
Western Australiawere opposed to Federa-
tion at first, but they were forced into the
position, and it will be yery humiliating
and very discouraging to theku to know
we have been drawn into an immense
deficit in consequence of the revenue
Federation has taken from us. There-
fore I do0 not think any' of us ought to
hesitate to tav that if we can get out of
Fedetration it is our duty to do so. It
does not seem to we that it is impossible.

We should join with Queensland and
exercise every effort to attain that end.

Hon. J. WV. HACKETT" Queensland is
our worst enemy.

Howr. C. E. DEMPSTEMR: I thought
Queensland would assist us. Perhaps
Queensland finds it is making a consider-
able amount out of the Federal revenue
at our expense. At any rate I have not
the slightest doubt if we could possibly
wit hdraw froi Federation it would relieve
our position, and in the future we would
bie in a better state than we are now. If
it is necessary to economise, there is
another matter which hats beeli alluded
to and which certainly ought to re-
ceive consideration-I refer to the
Coolgardie Water Scheme. There is
no reason why a sufficient rate should
not be charged for the water supplied to
relieve the country of the indebtedness on
that account. It was understood when
the scheme was constructed it would pay
for itself in 20 years. It was understood
that it would provide a sinking fund and
interest and pay for the work in 20 years.
We know the scheme has been such a sne-
cess, that there is no earthly reason why it
should not be made to pay, except that
the rate the Giovernment supply the
water at is not sufficient to make up
the amount to realise the money which
would pay sin'king fund and interest.
That is no reason why the Government
should not do this in future. That is
one of the first steps to he taken to muake
uip our deficit, and £178,000 a year would.
be a large item.

Rom. R. D?. MfcKENxzi: Would you
raise the prics of water ?

HoN. C. E. DEMPSTER.: It would
not only apply to the goldflelds but all
who consuint-d the Water. It would
apply in the greatest measure to the gold-
fields because the whole scheme 'was
entered into for the goldfields, and they
have benefited to a greater extent than
any other portion of the community.
We should study the interests of the
settlers in this country, and I am sure
every member will be wiling to admit
the settlers ought to he fairly and reason-
ably considered. I cannot think the
Government are justified in taxing the
pastoralists in the war suggested. The
pastoralist pays for a Tease of land for a
given period. Hle pays so many years at
10s. per 1,000 acres and then one pound

land Tax Assesoment
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per 1,000 acres, and under the Bill be will
have to pay a tax in addition to the
rent which he agreed to piay when
he applied for the lease and it was
granted to) him. is it right. Would it
be right for any private individual to
enter into an agreement, and before the
termination of that agreement to draw up
fresh arrangements and make other con-
ditions? I do not think the Govern-
ment are justified in doing this, and
what is considered unfair and unwise on
the part of individuals should be treated
in the same way bjy the GJovernment,
What is right in one case ought to he
right in another. We ought not to
countenance a measure that would not be
fully borne out by straightforward con-
duct between individuals. I amu quite
satisfied that it is the duty of a, represe-
tative of ainy portion of the country, if
after careful consideration he comew t
the conclusion that a certain line of
action is necessary, to follow that course
and persist in it and not be induced to
depart from it. As lung as I1 am in the
House I shall stick to those ideas which
on due reflection I think are right to
follow out in the interests of those I
represent, and in the interests of the
country generally. Those representing
the agricultural districts are expected to
do that, and if they stick to that prin-
ciple and are not led away fromn it they
will lie doing what is right in the inter-
ests of the vountry. For my part, I have
always found if I listened to any com-
promise of any sort it is hound to be
unsatisfactory ; ats a rule it is the straight-
forward dealing, "yes" and "1no," that
is right. If we intend to give assent to
a measure let us assent to it; if -not let us
protest against it straightforwardly. I
do not think persons should be led into ac-
quiring rights that may be wrested from
them in the future. We should see their
efforts are protected. Everybody has a
fair right to prosper if he can. I do piot
like palling one behind to allow another
to advance. I do not believe in the
policy of equality and socialism which is
no~w being talked about. There is too
Much cowardice, too mnuch panidering to
the classes. If a man stands up and says
what he believes is righlt, people are
always amenable to reason, and if a man
acts as he ought to do and acts fairly,
people will know that he is doing

*right. I think a great dleal more might
be done if people were outspoken and
honest. I believe in being frank and
open and honest at ndi times. I cannot
think. there is any necessity fopr the Gov-
ernment to bring forward the Bill. The
country has not coiled for it. There has
been no desire to have a land tax excepit
from a, certain soction of our representa-
tion. We know it is one of the principal
planks in its platform, but that is no
reason why the Bill should be introduced
when the connt'y has not asked for it.

i The country is oliposed to a ]and tax, and
I hope the House will bear that in mnind
when dealing with this measure. There
is one point that has been alluded to by
most members who have spoken on this$
matter, and I will touch on it also. We
know that the sliding scale has, dis-
app~eared and there will be no protectionIwhatever for the agriculturists and squat-
ters agrainst the other States. There is
nothing to prevent the other States
sending their surplus products into our
markets, and we know what the result
will be. Our muarkets will be glutted with

Iall kinds of produce, andI the people in
the other States can produce a a much
lower rate than we can. It does not seem
that they troubleL much about going bitnk-
riipt now and agrain and starting afrt-sb:
the Governmentseemu to help themn. I
do not think we could do that here.
One of the greatest difficulties the
farmers will have to ]neet in the
future is the competition from outside.
Farming will not produce that profit
which people think. It will be an up-hill
bttle to fight, and no man in the country
will be able to make farming a. paying
industry unless he has a lot of stalwart
sonis to do his work. Those who have
large families and carm do the work them-
selves will make a good living, but those
who haveL to pay a, high rate of wages
will never make a good thing out of
farming, for the price of produce will be
very low in the future. In view 4f all
these discouragements we are to face a
land tax and an increased roads botkrd
tax, because I take it the roads boards will
have to a~dopt the valu-atiou put onl the
land by the Government valuator. For
thme first year the Gov-ranent will adopt
tme roads boa-rds valuation, but after the
first year the Government v.Llation will
have to be accepted by the roads boards
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as well as by the tax receivers. 1 do not
know how the Government will calculate
this amount, but whatever the valuation
of the Government valuator is it will
have to he adopted by the roads boards
and of necessity a larger amount will be
raised. The whole of the lands of the
State will have to pay moret- than they do
at the present time. I think it would be
fair fir the roads boards to adopt as theI
valuation that value which the Grown is
selling the land,' for every day to those
settling the country, namely 10q. an acre,
which is to be paid in 20 years. If that
valuation was accepted by all the roads
boards in the State it wrould be more
satisfactory than making different valu-
ations, some as low as 5s, and some
gradually higher, and perhaps some lower.
However, I think it would he far better
for roads boards to accept in future some
settled valuati a, and not to be in any
way influenced by other valuations I
should this Bill be passed, as I hope it
will not he. With an enormous revenue
of £94,000,000, or, as I am reminded by
Mr. Moss, £-3,900,000, where is the need
for a land tax!" Mr. Moss is entitled to
the thanks of the whole country for the
very forcible speech in which he lad the
matter before the House last night; and
I trust that all be said will not be thrown
awayv on thbe House, for members, i am
sure, arc most anxious to do all they can
to meet the wishes of the people, to
advance the future interests of the State,
and not to retard progress as it would
be retardedI by the passing of this
metasure. We are already taxed to the
extent of £916 10s. per head. In the
other States taxation amounts to only
half that sum ; yet we continue to make
rods for our own backs, and never seek
for possible economnies, never consider
what our expenditure should be. ThatI
is at most unwise and injurious policy. I
often think that we are like the black-
fellow who, when he s.aw some white
men building a gaol, asked " What for
whsite-fellow build that gaol to put him-
self in?" We impose taxes to injure
ourselves, and to injure the whole State;
and one man submits because he thinks
his nest-door neighbour will have to pay
a little more. That is not right. We
should endeavour to do what is fair and
just to all classes oif the community. In
this debate allusion has been wade to the

rabbit-proof fence, which I sincerely hope
will eventually prove a wise undertaking.
Personally, I have always entertained
doubts4 about it; hut I1 hope it will
ultimately be successful. But so large
an item of expenditure should not be
continuous. The fence should be com-
pleted, if not completed already ; hence
the outlay should not be perpebtual. I
do not know how many men are employed
on each section to protect the fence, or
what is the cost per month for upkeep;
hut I know that many men are em-
ployerl, an d tha t wages are high ; and th at
a large liability has been contracted on
account of the 'fence. I expect that every
member of the Chamber has fully made
up his mind as to how he will vote. 7f
menmbers will vote as I desire, they will
not hesitate very long. Before I sit down
I must express toy pleasure in supporting
the amendment of Mr. MVoss, that the
Bill be read this day six months--not
only the Assessment Bill, but the Land
Tax Bill also,

Hoe. J. W. HACKETT (South-West):
Before commencing my remarks on the
subject of this debate, I think I may con-
gratulate the House on the level which
the debate has attained. This has been
one of the best, most searching, and
most thoughtful debates that I have ever
heard in the course of my experience of
the Legislative Council. And in liar-
ticular, though I am forced to disagree
with him on many points, I would single
ouit the speech of Mr. Moss, who cer-
taitily argued his side of the case as
stronlgly, as perspicuously, and as elo-
quently as could well be desired. Never-
theless, it is hardly necessary for me to
say-as I believe the opinions1 members
hold on this Bill are pretty well known
all round the Chamber-that I was not
persuaded by his remarks.

HON. R. F. SHOLL: You do not know
how he will vote.

HON. J. W. HACKETT: I know
privately, though not publicly. I think I
know how Mr. Mloss will vote in the long
run, however hie may hesitate before
voting. However, the Bill is one which
I am sure the Government have had no
pleasure in placing before the Legisla-
tive Coun4'il. Theo Colonial Secretary
knows well that, if he values his peace of
mind, if he wishes to get on comfortably
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with the House, with members, and with
the debates, the less he has to do with
taxation, and especially with fresh
taxation, the better. And I am
sure we must Ll] realise that if
the Government had perceived any
method by which they could have avoided
this last recourse to fresh taxation, that
method would have been adopted. It
cannot be pleasant for gentlemen to
tax themselves. Still less is it pleasant
for the Government to ask their loyal
supporters-I amn of course speaking not
alone of this Chiamber--to consent to a
measure which they naturally dislike,
and to place a severe strain upon the
loyalty of those membare, by inducing
many of them, in consideration of the
interest of the country and of their
regard for the Governmient, to forego
their own private opinion, certainly their
own private feeling. It is only when we
see how necessary it is to carry on our
Government, and how the advantages
derived from a wise expenditure far out-
weigh the personal inconveniences which
all of us must suffer, that we real ise bow,
after all, unpleasant as is the operation,
much good results therefrom. As to the
Bill before the House, I may say at once
that while I shall vote for the second
reading, there are many details which I
wish to see alteredl; and if there is any
movement in this Chamber to make an
alteration in these details, I shall cer-
tainly be found supportinig it. But on
the main question of whether more taxa-
tion is necessary, and above all whether
a land tax should be imnposedl, I may say,
for reasons which I am prepared to give.
that I shall vote with the Government,
and against Mr. Moss's amendment. The
objections to the Bill are numerous; and
I say that in principle as well as in
detail, we can always raise arguments
against a Bill of this class. It does seem
extraordinary that with a. revenue which,
including that portion exacted by the
Commonwealth and that portion obtained
by the State, amounts to £4,000,000,
or £4,025,000-for I believe Mr. Loton's
statement is correct-we should 'iot be
able to pay our way without a resort to
fresh taxation. It is stilt more absurd
on the face of it-au absurdity we must
endure if we agree to a land tax at all-
that we are inviting all. the world to
settle here on peculiarly favourable termns

of settlement; that we offer immigrants
free grants of ia nd, and yet to each grant
we attach a sort of coupon declaring that

Ithe land will be taxed, in many case from
the start, and in any event' after five
years. These and other points are

Iobvious to us till. It is hardly necessary
Ifor an opponent of the, Bill or ay sup-
porter of the Bill to dwell upon them.
Take the question of assessment. I way
say that when the Government begin to
apply that principle they will find thema-

Iselves in serious difficulties. So great do
I apprehend those difficulties will be
that so far as I can see a very sinsl1
return will be reaped from this tax before
the 80th June next year. In making the

I assessments no two priniilles are iden-
tical; no two valuers will proceed on the
same principle; there are no two dis-
tricts in which there will be, I do
not say uniformity, but even similarity
of, method. Between the town and
country there is a great gulf fixed. AllIthese difficulties have to be overcome;
but this does not affect the two questions
of principle: whether the Government

Iought to get more money, and whether
the money ought to be secured by menus
of a land tax in preference to any other
means. For my part I should be quite
prepared to accept ab proposald that the
same clauise be inserted in the machinery
Bill as finds a. place in the taxation
Bill-that the Bill shall be annual,
at all events on its first operation;
because I amn satisfied that mnuch of
the Bill will be found unworkable. I
am also satisfied that the principle of
assessment will need to be altered, and I
ain sure that a great deal that is incon-
gruous in the Bill will have to be cut
out.

TnuE COLONIAL SECRETARY: That way
happen in any Bill.

Hoy. J. W. HACKETT: I know that
amendment is absolutely necessary in
regard to many points, and the Leader of
the House seems to agree with that; but
I amn leading up to the point that it is
just as well we should make certain
thiat the Bill should be revised from the
first line to the last line in common with
the taxation Bill, and that it should
be once more submnittedl to Parliament. I
think if the tax is set going, like the
c-ourse of most other taxes it will-,
like the brook, flow on for ever-at all
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events, it will ran for a. considerable
tiutie. The taxation Bill and the tn-
uhinery Bill are not incorporated, but
they run altogether. If one fails, the
other fails. I think the measure has
claims upon our careful consideration
and cautions regard, and that members
will do very wisely in giving, full Uinnghit
towards it. Considering the position of
this House, our constitutional relations,
and the greatly important work we are
called upon to perform, we should not be
led away by any words-I do not say
they are used in the House, but any
words used outside of irresponsible hardi-
hood-to throw out the tax under the
circumstances suggested by Mr. Moss.
No doubt the lax has been in the policy
of three successive Premiers, Mr. James,
Mr. Rason, and Mr. Moore. [HorN. R.
F. SHOLL:- Not Mr. Pason.] "Mr. James
three years ago, in the month of March
in the Queen's Hall, declared in favour
of it, as Premier of the State he comn-
mittedl himself to it; and then came Mr.

Rao.[How. J. M. Dnnw: & o; Mr.
Daglish.] Yes; of course Mr. Daglish;
but he did not put it forward in the same
express way ats the others did. After
PMr. Daglish came Mr. Rason, and lastly
Mr. Moore. -Mr. Sholl says that Mr.
Rason did not coinmit himself to the
principle of a laud tax; but at Midland
Junction, in the policy speech made on
the 9th September, 190.5, Mr. Rason
used thbese words, and whether they com-
mitted him definitely or not will he for
the House to decide:-

They could not close their eyes to the fact
that they were dealing with a consistently
diminis~hing revenue, and that in the near
future some increased taxation would be abso-
lutely necessary. When it was, and if he were
in power, that increased taxation would take
the shape and form of a tax on unimproved
land. 'That, however, was a matter for the
future.

HorN. MW. L. Moss:- Yes; unim proved
land, but not unimproved land values.
It makes all the difference.

Horn. . W. HACKETT: &, tax on
unimproved land would yield so sm-all a
sum-'

HOw. M. Li. Moss: I do not say what
it will yield, but I say there is a difference
between the two.

H1ornq. J. W. HACKETT: The sumi it
would yield would he so small that it is
clear 31 r. Rasou had a great deal in in

his mind than the mere inflicting of an
impost on unimproved land. Mr. Moss
may hare been responsible for the cautious
words used on that occasion; hut in con-
nection with the newspaper with which I1
have something to do, we kept on preach-
ing that there was a, difference between
a tax on unimpnroved Jand and a ta-x on
unimproved land values, and one found
that what. was in everybody's mind was
"tunimproved values" and not "unim-
proved landl." However, leave Mr.
Rason. Mr. Moore at great length in a
policy speech at Bunbury, made in view
of his appointment as Premier, laid down
this principle; and if ever there was one
thing this Ministry muade clear to the
country, it was that the Government stood
on the policy of unimproved land
values. Mr. Moss shakes his head, bu t
fromn the Jay the Attorney General first
broke the ice in Kalgoorlie, be was fol-
lowed 1wr every Minister in succession
declaring that part. of the inherent policy
of the country was the introduction of a.
tax on unimproved land values. [HoN.
R. F. SHOLL : That was the policy
they stole.1 At any rate the G-ov-
erumient are in possession of it now..
There can be no question altout what I
have said. More than that, I think most
members of this House who were stand-
ing for election made reference to it one
wayv or another. I certainly did. I
declared myself tutirely in favour of an
unimproved land tax, and I gave my
reasons fir it, with whichs I need not
trouble the House; but there was no
mistake so far as I was concerned, and I
bad th"~ honour of being retUrned un-
opposed.

Hou. C. E. DEMPSTER: Yours was not
an agricultual district.

RON. J. W. HACKETT;- The South-
West is not an agricultuiatl district ?
The hon. member must coin his own
definition. 1 cannot pit the South-
Western District against the Eastern
District at present, but give us a few

Iyears and the railways the hon. member
has through his province, and we will
turn out a very different show. That is
not all, These stated claims. to our
consideration, which it is impossible for
us to ignore; but there is more than
that. Sonie of my friends. esp'.eiallv
Mr. Dempster, speak of mneetings held
all over the country. There is soe
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truth in that, but they are the roads
boards, the bodies that will be least
affected by this tax. There has not been
a single meeting held in those parts of
the State where the tax will most heavily
fall in its incidence, so far as I knlow, to
protest against it; and those partsc of the
State are the towns. It is most remark-
able. The major part of the tax will
come from the urban taxpayers, but they
are content for the sake of the country,
and in the belief that a. fair addition to
the revenue should be obtained, to accept
this tax which will probably something
like double their rates. There is another
consideration, which I think I am entitled
to appeal to, and one which I make with
all due deference to this House. knowing
its high and independent position, This
tax has gone through another pl-ace which
is charged with tile making and unmak-
ing of Ministries, and with the infliction
or abatement of taxation, which is the
Government - making Rfouse and the
taxation-imposing House, without a single
division of importance, and unchallenged
on its second and third readings. That
is a remarkable fac-t.

How. M, L. Moss: It is no reason w hy
this House should be a registry House
for the Assembly.

How. J. W. f HACKETT: We will talk
about registration later on; but accord-
ing to the Constitutien, it is to my mind
an unheard of th ing, when a tax is passed
up from the Lower Hlouse to an Upper
Chamber, when there has been in the
Lower Rouse no division of any import-
ance except on de-tails-and I trust there
'will be some divisions on details in this
Chamber when we go into Committee-
and when it has been passed unanimously
by the Lower Rouse., and another Cham-
ber has taken on itself to throw it out.
Taxes haveL been thrown out in Upper
Chambers; hut, so far as I know, not
unless there has been a, considerable.
party in opposition to it in nuother place
flatting the tax stage by stage, and
giving a good basis for the Upper House
to say, not that it would not have t he
tax, but that. it would reserve the tax for
the opinion of the country.

HoN. R. F. SHaLL:' It was supported
by the Opposition in another place.

Hoi;. J. W. HACKCETT: That alone
shows that the decision was unanimous.
It is a very serious matter in dealing with

a, unanimous Lower House. [Intensee-
.tions by Hox. M1. 1. Moss andl Ho.,. F.
CONOR.] I know we are not supposed
to know what is going on in another
Chamber, but I am giving the House the
correct information, and if the lion.
member seeks to verify my statement, he
can get the file of the West Avsitraliau
at my office, and he can find Hansard in
the library. I wish to lay emphasis on
the fact th~at this tax has been agreed to
unanimously by the tower House, that it
has been placed before the country by
three Promiers, even if Mir. Boson is not
allowed to me, that it has been placed in
the forefront of the ir policy by' three of the
present Ministers of the Crown, that is
by all the Ministers who were seeking re-
election at the last change of Govern-
ment. It may he considered an argument
Of timnidity, but I consider it an a6rgu-
muent of ptm deuce, that if there is to be ah
constitutional struggle on this question I
prefer to hare as the basis of my flghr,
not it case which benefits my friends or
my own class, and not a fight which rests
Upon protecting my own party.

At 6-30, the PnESInsENT left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Hotv J. W. HACKETT (continuing):
I was pointing out that this Bill hats
special claims for cautions consideration,
and was laying stress on the fact that it
comes to us f row another place with all
the authority of a measure on whichl no
division tookL place, that it comes from
the Chamber which is responsible for the
expenditure of money and the granting of
supplies. What I am stating is. cou ched
inl the Most constitutional and I will add
cautious langage. We have to re-
member that while we have great rower
and while we can moderate and modify -
and I will take this opportunity of sa 'ving
that the proper sphere for us to deal With
this Bill is in Committee-- we cannot
ye0 beyond a certain point. We can do all
these things, but we cannot because we
oug-ht not to do so, and that should be
sufficient for this House-make govern-
ment impossible. We can abs;,lutely
block governument, but wve might to be
able to take tbc responsibility. If we
throw the whole scem-e of government
into confusion, if we ref use supplies asked
for in order to carry on the King's Gov-
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erment, well and good ; but to put us
into a perfectly constitutional position to
bring that about, we should submit our-
selves to the electoral laws which govern
another place namely manhood suffrage,
and we should be subjected to dissolu-
tion. As we have simply the power of
closing, the career of the Government if
we wish to use it, I claim that before we
exercise such a tremendous right as that,
members of this Chamber ought to be
very' well assured of the ground on which
the y tke such a step. Passing from
that subject, I understand the position
the Government takce up is this. -They
Say : " We Want money' , and we believe
th Is is. the best way of obtaining part at
all events of what we want, by taxation."
In other words they say there is a short-
age, and that a land tax ought to be im-
loosed partly to meet that shortage. As
I have said, we have worked for what we
have, most of us, and if we are deprived
of a portion it is not pleasant; but we
have seen the useful purposes to which
our contributions are put. But what I
wish to draw the attention of the Chamber
to at present is that there is very often a
serious inistake made with regard to the
means at the disposal of the Govern.
ment. We are told that opportunities
of retrenchment are abundant, that
wherever we look we see signs of ex-
travagance, or at all events where reduc-
tions can be wade. I do not altogether
fall in with this view. I think it is an
exceedinoly, difficult question where to
find Money which is not wanted in the
departments, where we can pare off ex-
pend iture and not inflict injury. The
total income of this State last year, not
including those sums which are devoted
to Federal purposes, was according to
the statement of the Colonial Secretary,
£8,2558,000. That is the revenue for thie
State. The shortage I understand is said
to lie something like a quarter of a.
million, but that includes the accumu-
lated deficits of the two preceding Gov-
eri ments.

HOn.N. KTL. Moss: The actual deficit
at the end of June, 1905, was £46,621.

Hoz;. J. W. HACKETT; Add that
and the £74,000 for the next year's
deficit. an.] we have altogether close upon
£120,000 deficit which has to ho -made
good. There is also a sum of £30,000
for interest, and altogether, including

shortage from the Commonwealth re-
ceipts, a quarter Of a Million is required
by the Government. All round the
Chamber there bave been exclamations
during this debate about the abundant
revenue we possess. It is said that
surely with £,568,000 we should be able
to do all that we ought to do haid not
SUffer in the process, and there is no need
to impose taxation, all that is wanted
being good administratiolL. This sumn
seems immens', but when you remember
that you have a Slate to administer of a
mnillion sqnare miles, which is something
like two-thirds of the size of Europe with
Russia left out, you will see that the cost
of administration is necessa~rily' imumuensely
greater here thian in other countries, for
we have practically no concentrated
populalion except round the capital, but
we have odds and ends to p)rovide for in
the course of the rapid rise to success of
this State. That success has led us to
try an,] compete with the other States,
And we have endeavoured to do in some
short ten or fiftecn years. perhaps a
dozen years, what it took someo(if the
States the best part of a century to carry
out. Out of this sum of £93,558,000
something like two millions and a quarter
are approp riated t o two speci fic pu rpIoses,
one being the railways and the other the
stat ii tory appropriat ions, including the
interest Mid sinking fund; and if you
deduct two millions and a quarter from
£8,558,000 you have only about
£1,800,000 left to deal with.

How. M. IL. Moss:- Raised by a
quarter of a million of people.

How. J. W. HACK ETT: Just so;
but what I amn drawing attention to just
now is not so much our own success, of
which wve are exceedfingly proud, in con-
tributing this large sum, but the immense
demands on it, to show that practically
there is very little left for the Govern-
ment to come and go on; in fact, a6 very
small falling off places the Government
in difficulties. Out of tha~t sum we have
to provide for the mines, the hinds, the
police, justic-, education, subsidies of all
kinds, muedical and other things. Which
are we going to cut down ?, All rounri
the Chamber we talk of reductions and
retrenchment. I have no word to Bay
against that, but what we want are pro-
posals serviceable to the Leader of the
Rouse, which he can take to the
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Treasurer anul saky, "Here is a, way of
making good our deficit, doing away withi
the shortage and the necessity for this
taxation." The Minister would then be
the most popular man in the land. Wbu
is the hon. member who is going to aid.
hima in that respect? I amn Hure the
Leader of the House would be happy tAo
receive suggestions, even if we had to
adjourn the House now to get them;
but when we look into the matter we find
that there is at veryf scanty margin indeed
to work on, so mnuch so that less money
must be devoted to public works. As
the finances improve we increase the
public work.; as they fall away we
diminish the public works. We find
that there will be it smatl sun indeed
for the public works, according to the
reading of the returns. I have g one into
this very carefully, and amn satisfied that
there may possibly be reductions in
the cost of departments, two or three
of which I mnight mention. But take
the case of the LandIs Department. I
venture to say that there is no depart-
ment, here or elsewhere, inl which
the idea is so general that consiorale
savings Vanl lie mnade by econlonneial ad-
ministration. I have shatredl that idea
myself for 16 years. I know that the
strongest Man Nye ever had in polities,
who knew the work of the Lanuds Depart-
ment from garret to basement, Who0 was
p)ractically familiar with every face in the
department, knowing every mnan's work
and his salary, and who knew Where
savings could be effected, whose natne I
need 11ot mention bec:~ase we all knowv
who hie is, and With Whom I have had
many talks of reducing the land exjiendi-
utre. expiressed himiself that considerable
reductions could he made, hut in Lte course
of the 10 years of his premie-rship of
Westexrn Australiai hie was totally unable
to carry out any idea of reform on this
subject.

How. R. F. SIIOLL: The cost of the
department has risen 40 per cent. since
then.

Hox. J. W. HACKETT; Bitl lie
work of settlement, has more than
increased in proportioni. Thle services
and the wvork to be Pi'rfmnmed by that
department have greatly larrenPsed, largely
because Sir John Porrest's lanud policy is
beginning t4) hear fruit. We try to si-ttle
our lands9 in the cheapest way, possible;

thiLt. is the rlihC1ulty ill the iiimtkr; sonme-
hiiMly must ptq for it, andiCthe cost is
bornle by tie 6'*niera1 revenuo of the
Sate. There is one other cry heard out-

side, ad inside this Chambe1r as well,
and that is '1 Retrench." It is said that
by a proper course of retrenchment we
will obtain funds that will enable us to
square the finances and not put the
country to the necessity of additional
taxation. The word " retrench" is
easily used; it dr~ops quite smnoothly
from the lips, but in the first place, let
those who believe ill it seek to carry it
out, and see ivhether the results will be
worth the storm thatt arises. We knew
Lhat thiere is eXtnILvJ1ganee, that uMoney is
paid for work that is not done and that
too inuch~ is paid for work that is badly
dune, lint I have ~seen the result of a
Course Of retrenchmnent, and I do iiot
wish. to see it again. .Whether it be
for political purposes or during the
fiercest stringency Of a, broken boom, the
most mnelanchjoly and terrible period a
country can go through is that which
visits it when what is called retrench-
weent takes place, when wives and
children arc, practically turned into the
streets to 1look For food, aud wen go
a~bout the roads abnd eanm,',t find work.
[HON. It. F1. SHeLL : And pmllying they
will not find it.] I alln talking of
the helter class, not tha. to which tine
lion, gentlemen refers. It is a terrible
episode, and anything that can be done
to avoid such a hardship ought to be
done by' any hunmane ati politic Govern-
mneat. There is only one way, it seenis
to me, of reducing the expenditure in the
departments so far as salatries gin-and
that is what I aml speaking of -and that
is to refuse to fill up vaacies as they
occur. It is a slowv p roces certainly,
and. not much of it will be available in
balancing the finances of the present
year. Retrenchment taking the whole
of this shortage out of revenue and
trying to balance affairs by not spending,
is a very seductive process, but it
inivolves a. greatt deal. I mun sorry Mr.
Demupster is not presenit -L hope he' was
not so startled as to cause him to lev"'-.
the Chamuber as lie was when Mdr. Mc -a
spoke with reference to tine roads boarda'
-biit this is involved in any considero ble
reduction of public works, ea-ting hunl..
dreds, perhaps thousands of in on th .1
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lab aur niarL-ct. I Canno0t see where the
interest to j'a ' for the spur lines is to
comie front, beilcaue wO~ must' rememiber-
that Mr. Piesse in his speech on the spur1
lines question whim members pleaded for
more information and got none, warned
the Rouse that these spur railways were
not intpnded to he directly produc-
Live. [Interjection by AIR. MOSS.] It
is the simple fact. 1 admit these spur
lines are altogether essential; I ani not
opposed to thein ; they were introduced
last Session to a large degree becatuse of
the influence of a Jpaper with which, it
rn~y he news to memibers, I am con-
nected ; but I urju that if interest and]
sin king fund are to come forward for
these rai1laVS the nionerv must be raised,
and the Leader of the House says that
one of the ways in which wve hope to do
so is bv at land tax.

HoiN. R. F. SHLOLL: But wve are going
to c onitinlue bluildiiig, railways.

HoN. 5. W. HACKETT:- I hope so.
I trust the policy of 1,000i miles of rail-
way for a. million pounds will he carried
out, but I also trudt that these railwavs
will he made to pay as fat; as4 they possibly
ca". The 'y will do so indirectly, but InI
the inenutime we have to find interest
and sinking fund. It is said that the
railvays are not. to he directly repro-
ductive, and that we are to depend on
the results of opening uip the country
All these services have to be provided
for from niew taxation; retrenchmnent
will not do it; the Government will lie
lucky if they close the year with a fair
balance, even leaving (lit last year's
deficit. I am entirely with Mr. Loton
that the accumulated deficit must lie
idle. There is another consideration
which leads me to the speech made by
Mr. Moss that made a striking impres-
sion on the House. The hion. member
read sonme extraordinary figuires fronm the
report of the 'Public Works Department.
I. am not going into thi-n fully ;I Shall
only give the totals. It appears that the
Treasury contributed to the roads boards
in grants last year X63,895, while the
total rates collected b)y the boards
amounted to £C21,144; that is, the
Treasury grants were nearly four tines
as much; as the total of the rates Collected
by the different roads hoards. This is
w here Ur. Muss put Mr. Denmpster to
flight. Mr. Moss at once pounced on

this and said, "tifere are opportunities
for saving." The hon. member insisted
that the proper course was to cut off the
subsidies and leave the roads hoards to
find the mtoney themselves for their
roads. That is absolutely impossible,
and no one knows it better than Sir
Edward Wittenoorn, whose grants to the
roads boards, when he was Acting Trea-
surer, were large and generous. (Stu
E. H. WVITWEINOOMI: Properly, too.] Cer-
tainly; I ain entirely with the lion.
member. I have a word to say about
these roads boards. Byv ar very curious
coincidence the amout of Money the
Treasurer thinks it, possible to obtain
from this land tax nearly coincides
with the money given in the course
of the regular normial subsidies to

*the roads boards, nearly £57,000.
illr. Moss proposes that these should be
wiped out, which would give him exactly

*the opportunity hie is seeking for dis-
pensing with this tax. I say the pro-
Iposal is impossible of adopti on, because
this money is given not to railways, but
to something quite as it ' portant, for
roads and bridges, the required] funds for
which, I am certain, cannot be obtained
from the proceeds of roads board rates.
These moneys are devoted to the opening
up of the country. To put a. man on a
farm and give him no means of approach

* by rail or road is the very excess of
cruelty ; it is murder. If we consent to
go" on the lines suggested by the mover
of the amendment and cut off all sub-
sidies to roads boards, make reductions
in all directions, deprive the centres of
their roads, what is to becomie of more
than one large area of countrt almost
destitute of roads and entirely destitute
of railways, and in inany instances in-
fested with poison plant, ;hich ought to
be cleared by the State.

MEMBER: By% the StateF
HON o-5 . W. H ACKETT : Yes; j us t as

waterinig-places are provided on stock
routes in the North. The Rouse has
been appealed to to throw out this tax
and go in for w!hat is called solid re-
trenchmient. But with the vast areas of
this huge State of Western Australia,
with the sand which prevails everywhere,
these suims are inevitable if the country
is to he settled on proper lines in order
to achieve results which perhaps in our
own life-time we will not see. Yet the
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matter is spoken of as if it were a light
and trifling affair to stop the settlement
of the country by stopping the Subsidy
to roads boards. Then the bon. memb er
suggests that any moneys required for
roads should be ra~ised by roads board
rates. I may state one case in illustra-
tion to show that this would mean an
amount four times as great as the lld.
in the Q now proposed to he levied.

HON. M. L. MOSS: But the money
raised locally would be spent locally.

Hon. 3'. W. HACKETT: Of course it
would; but they would not be able to
raise it locally in order to spend it locally.
The hon. member reminds me that the
money would be spent locally.

Tag COLONIAL SECRETARY: But hie did
not attempt to show how the money
could be raised.

HON. J. W. HACKETT: ",will not
delay the House by showing how many
thousands of pounds even the simplest
work may easily run into, when you are
dealing with new works in new country.
But this is a fair sample of the rough and
ready way it which the lion, member
proposes t o meet the financial difficulties
of the State. tearing that illustration,
I wish to draw attention to the other side
of the question which the lion, member
has put forward; firstly we must consider
that we need more money, and in the next
place we miust consider what form
taxation should take in order to raise the
mioney. And in regard to the latter, the
Government has decided, rightly, to iny
mind, that the taxation shall take th~e
form of a land tax. It muay he asked why
I say that this is a specially suitable form
of taxation. I think thme answer is
obvious. Land is a peculiar commodity' .
If a tax is levied on anything other than
land, it is nearly always a tax on personal
exertion. in the ease of a land tax, how-
ever, it deals with that peculiar property
of land that it is limited to a tax on the
unimproved value, that it is imposed not
on the result of personal exertion hut on
the unearned increment. If it were not
for the added value giveni by the con-
struction of railways or roads, there would
he no such thing as unearned increment.
It is that which gives value to a farm.

HON. W. MALEY: Not necessarily, It
often depends on what the property has
cost the owner.

HON. J. W. HACKETT:. The lion.
meniher knows that his farm has risen

*considerably in vatlue since thme Great
Southern Railway was constructed. What

*I say is known t&)be true as a, general
fact, that every railway carried into the
country, every road laid down, every ex-
pendit-ure by other people, not by our-
selves or by the owners of the laud, goes
so far in naisig the value of this form of
wealth, whether improved or unoccupied
lands. [AimEBE: And city land.) I
amt com1ing to that. That is a well-
known fact established from time miie-
morial. The feudal syvstemn was basal on
that p~rinciple. An area of land was
given to a mnan, who in return was bound
with his knights and mnen at arms to de-
fend his king in times of danger. That
is the history of the world. Land is a
monopoly, and we buy it because it. is a
monopoly and we can miake money out
of it.

HoN. M. L. Moss: Western Australia
nmust be a, big monopolist, then.

RON. J. W, HACKETT: Because it
has so much land. But the hion. member
would prevent u 's from settling the land.
The case is shown miost clearly in regard
to city lands. We know what the un-
earned increment means, and to my mind
rent is a first form of it. Rent is
primarily determined by locality; that is,
a piece of land ini Hay-street is worth
a hund red times more than it might be
in Leederville. And the same principle
applies to farnis; if a farm is close to a
railway, it is worth treble the price of
another five or six miles away.

How. WV. MALEY : Not always.
HoN. J. W. HACKETT: I would like

to see thle exceptions. It depends on its
local accessibility, convenience to market,
and the readiness with which one can get
to that market and back again. Lands
combining those features hear a higher

I price, gradually reducing in price ats
accessibility is lessened. So far as this
iatter has been understood everywhere

land has been regarded as a fit subject for
taxation. In every State in Australia,
with the single exception of Queensland,
there is at land tax at the present moment.
Only two or three days ago a cablegram
was published stating that Natal had
instituited a h;ind] tax as well as an ineonic
tax. There is one matter I would likt
to touch upon here, and it is a tmatter fox
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whirh I crave the earnest attention of
the -House. It has been alluded to b~y
Mir. Moss in his striking and suggestive
speech ; hut 1 think that iii his view of
this matterlihe is altogether astray. He
said, "1You ask us to accept a State land
tax, and the Federal Labour party asks
us to accept a Federal land tax."' The
hion. member is a busy man and perhaps
cannot get that full grasp of things oc-
curring in the East, only meagre details
of which dribble across here. If he were
in a pos;ition to know the full workings,
he would 1)e aware, that the true strength
of the de6mand for a, Fe~deral land tax lies
in the fact that such a plce as Western
Australia is without a, land tax. I can
assuire the hion. mnember that it is so;
that that fact gives the Federal Labour
party aL Vantage grouind from which it
can. fight for a land tax which it would
hie hard for us to meet.

Hon. X, Ta. Mloss:- The Federal La-
bour party is not worrying about Western
Australia.

HoN. J. W. HAOCKETT: But it is
worrying about a Federal land tax; and
the surest and niost conclusive way for
us to block a Federal land tax is to iun-
pose a State land tax, which we should
enjoy the benefit and the returns from,
which would go to fructifying and de-
velop.ing our own State. Let hon.
muembe~rs not be deceived on the point.
So long as we are without a land tax we
ire an inviting prey and the beat of all
instances for the purposes of the argu-
rrients of that party which desires to im-
pose a. Federal laud tux. If mnembers
Felt as sure on this point as I do, and I
helieve they would do if they were
ini a position to know all the facts,
here would be no division on the
imendment moved by Mr. Moss; they
;vonid gladly accept the less of two evils
trd. accept a Statte land] tax. If we throw
)Ut this tax and have. afterwards to
;ubmit to a Federal land tax, and then in
tonsequence of the exigencies of the
3tate have to add a State land tax, the
erionsuess of such at position is obvious.
kt present the mnost effectual block which
:an be placid in the wo v of a Federal
and tax is to vote for a State land tax
low. This State is looked upon and
,ited as the dreadful example. Mr.
%[.oss said that the taxation of this State
amounted to 4'16 per la-ad of the popuia-

tion. Surely hie was making a istake
an d was referring to the revePnuve; because
our population is only 260,000.

HON. M. 12. Moss: I said that. we-
ThE PRESIDENT: L would remind

Mr. Moss that he will have an oppor-
tunity of replying later.

HoN. M. ta. MOSS: On a point of
personal explanation, I think I made
myself perfectly clear when I referred to
the £1J6 per head of the population. I

Psaid it included all moneys received by
the Government for services performed
by the Government for the State.

HoN. J. W;r HACKETT- -Whatever
the lion. member may have said, he kept
on rcpea~ing the words "£1I6 per head
of taxation." There may have been an
explanation of the kind at the beginning;
but whatever impression that may have
caused, it was worn away by the iteration
of the words " £16 per head of taxation."
If it is not to be a land tax, what tax is
it to be? Because I think we are all
satisfied that farther taxation is neces-
sary. The only proposal I have beard-
and I have heard it in many quarters,
and when it has been mientioned there
was a sort of jubilant shout-is an
income tax. It is quite certain that
time incidence of an income tax would
fall on an immensely larger class of
taxable persons even than a land tax; hut
have memubers considered the effect of an
income ta~x? In the first Fplace, where a
man would pay at few shillings for land
tax, he would pay one pound or more for
income tax. Take £.500 derived from
lan ded property. The land tax is a mere
fraction if the property be improved.
But the income tax in this State is 5 per
cent., Is. in the pound. That is to say,
a man who derived from land an income
of £Xt.000 would have to pay for income
tax £50; whereas hr the land tax he
would probably be let" off with £3 or £4.
Members must recollect that is. in the
pound is an immensely high income tax,
and it cannot he reduced.

Honq. J. W. WRbGHT: Why should it
he Is.?

Hozq. J. W. HACKETT: I will tell the
hion. member why it is incapable of reduc-
tion.- At presen~t the d iv idend tax, which
to a certain extent takes the place of an
income tax, is Is. in the pound. If we
reduce the dividend tax to 6d. we shall

Ilose half the anioun111t realiSedl from that
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impost, and we shall certainly not make
up the loss from the new section of
people brought under the tax. The Six-
penny rate will not bring in anything
like the sum from the larger class, as
will the shilling rate from the smaller;
and anyone who makes the calculation
will be astonished to see how considerable
a proportion of the sum obtainable by an
income tax is now actually paid by way
of dividend duty. Undoubtedly the
present dividend. tax is unfair. Mr.
McI~arty and other members are engaged
in pastoral pursuits, carried on by joint-
stoek companies. He pays his dividend
tax; and I fancy that all around the
company's station the other pastoral
occupiers pay no tax at all,

Hox. E. M4 LA.RTY: Not a, penny.

How. J. -W. HACKETT: There is in
that case undoubted hardship and in-
equality which it is for the Government
to remedy. The breweries wereexempted
from the dividend tax on the ground
that they paid an excise duty on sugar.
That duty goes to the Comm lon wealth,
and we may surely reasonably ask that
the joint-stock companies which own the
breweries be placed on the same footing
as the pastoral joint-stock companies, as
the mines, as the timber companies,
or as joint-stock enterprises like the
West Australian, as an hon. member
suggested. It is clear that an income
tax is absolutely out of the question. I
-take it the Colonial Secretary would have
five times the difficulty in carrying it
through the House as he will have in
carrying this land tax, if only because of
the difficulty of applying an inacom e tax of
is. in the pound to all inconmes above a
certain minimum. And if we reduce the
rate we shall lose so much that we shall
probably derive less from a sixpenny tax
all round than from a shilling tax in the
case of joint-stock companies. At the
same time, it seenms to mie that those
anomalies and inequalities should he
rectified by the Government; that a
uniform dividend tax should be intro-
duced, the exemptions carefully revised,
and additions made to the l ist of taxable
companies. I Shall no longer detain the
House. I have endeavoured to put clearly
my case for the laud tax: I will not say
strongly, because it is a tax which 1 dis-
like very much. But I acknowledge the

justice of the case made out by the
Minister and the ether advocates of the
Bill. I have only to add that whoever
may complain of this tax, the coutr~y
districts at least should be silent. Not
only will it be in their case a mere
bagatelle, provided that, they do tbh
duty and improve their laud-if not, it
should be taken away from themn.

HON. C. E. DEMPSTER: Not without
notice.

HoN. J. W. HACKETT: No; but
the hon. member does not figure in thE
list-le improves all his land, an-] so I
dare say does a la rge proportion of mem-
bers of this House. But nine out of ter
people who hold rural laud in this Statt
-I say advisedly nine out of ten-do not
do their duty to the countr~y or to the
laud; and they ought to he compelled tU
do it. For the -outry districts to corn-
plain of this paltry c-ontribution it
to my mind am act of the deepest
ingratitude. I am now referring not
to municipalities but to road boards.
Last year the latter received £3OOC
in subsidies, in ordinary and specia
grants. They get the benefit of railways,
of Govern went roads, of communication
of all kinds-an infinitec number of bene-
fits. And when they are asked to pay
this small sum to the expenses of the
country' , they wail and lament; and their
selfishness is so great that they are con-
tent, like an hon. member here, to sug-
gest that the burden should be mnade
still lighter, and that every mile of made
-road should becon struct ed and maintained
by the Government. I cannot under.
Stand his logic. That is all I have to
say. I ami prepared. to help the MIinister
to get this Bill into Committee. That is
I say the proper sphere for the Legisla-
tive Council to work in, rather than to
take upon itself a degree of authority
which the Constitution may not recog-
iriQse. As we all know, taxation is neces-
sar-y. The Government have shown that
theyv cannot carry on efficiently and
with satisfaction to the coauntry, with the
mecans at their disposal. They realise the
great difficulties of retrenchment; and
With thia. realisation they are prepared to
make grvat efforts. Three institutions
with which I am connected have received
notice that their grants will be reduced
this year by X2,500. We complained,
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but we accepted the situation. The Gov-
ernment believe that this tax is the
justest, the fairest, the mnost equitable
that can be introduced; anti I agree with
them. Wjth those views in my mind,
even if I were less patriotic than I trust
I am, I should readily support the Gov'-
erninent in securing this, light grant f rom
the rural interests of the State.

RoN;. W. PATRICK (Central):- I
aeree with Dr. Hackett that the level of
the speeches made during this debate re-
flects considerable honour on the House.
Yesterday I listened withi great pleasure,
and should have listened with equal
pleasure though I had held opposite
opinions, to the jiasionate speech of Mr.
Moss; and to-night I have listened with
the grreatest interest and attention to the
speech of Dr. Hackett, whose carefully
weighed sentences; and silvery l anguage
.showed the country of his origin. We
have not alt the advantage of having,
kissed the blarney stone.

HON. F. CONNOR: It is your own
country too.

Houq. WV. PATRICK: No; I was
horn in a country a hundred miles away
-a. country of which no native is ever
ashamed-Scotland. But although in
that country we have a considerable dash
of Celtic blood, as a general rule we are
not possessed of the samne persuasive
eloquence as is displayed by the country-
men of Dr. Hackett. In fact to-night,
when I listened to his beautiful language,
I was inclined to think that instead of
being, in this Chamber I was in ancient
Greece, in theo comipany' of Plato and
Socrates, in the groves of the Academy.
It seems to me the question before us to-
night in reference to these taxation Bills
-the whole debate is On the two
nseasurs-is whether the tax is neces-
sary. I do not see antynecessity for
lealing with the constitutional question
)f whether this House hits power to
ipprove of or to reject the mneasure now
before us. I consider we have been sent
-iere to do what we conceive to be our
Juty, without fear or favour, without
iaving before our eyes any anticipated
)rSSurC fromi any direction whatever.
Personally, I do nlot take the doleful
riew of the State's financial lPositiou
aken by the Colonial Secretary when he

introduced this measure. He painted
our financial. position in black and white,
with a good deal more black than white
in the picture. I speak from memory;
but I believe I1 am correct in saying the
Minister stated that the income for the
financial year ended 30th June, 1906,
was £571,000 short of the income received
in the year ended 30th June, 1902. Now
I am not only quoting from memory, but
from an authority which I amn sure
Dr. Hackett will recognise as invariably
correct-the West Australian newspaper.
The revenue of Western Australia for

Lthe year ending 30th June, 1902, exclud-
ing the cost of administering the Corn.
mon wealth departments, was £3,364,123;
and the revenue of the State, with the
same exclusion, for the year ending 390th
June, 1906, was £3,558,939, or roughly
speaking the revenue for the year ending
30th J une last was about £200,000 more,
instead of being £571,000 less than the
revenue in the year ending 30th June,
1902. [HON. W. MAV: Absolutely
correct.] WVhen we consider the enormous
reduction in the Coinnonwealth revenue
which has tak-en place during these years,
it seems to me we have every reason to
congratulate ourselves that the finances
of the State are in such a sound and I
say prosperous condition. It shows that

we have had a large increase in all other
departments, and especially the depart-
ments under our own immediate control ;
and. when we examine this matter and

Ilook into the enormous expenses of some
of the departments and the enormous
losses of some of them, we are perfectly
justified in saying that this tax is entirely
unnuecessary. There is one department
alone to which I drew special attention
during the debate on the Address-r-

IReply. I believe Mr. Sowmmers pointed
out in reference to the Coolgardie Water
Scheme that there is no reason why the
loss on that cheme should not be made
up by selling the surplus water to the
city of Perth. I spoke strongly on the
losses on this scheme during the Address-

Iin-Reply, and I am glad to see that the
same important matter has been drawn
attention to several times during the
present debate. Since I spoke on the
Address-ini-Reply, I have perused the
report of the scheme for the year ending
:30th June, 1906; and I crave the atten-
tion of the House while I read one or
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two short extracts froma that report. Qa
page 6 the report says :

It will be observed that the revenue from
Elanowna, mining has declined from .22,154 to
£1,526. This is attributable to the reduction
in price brought into effect at 1st July, 1905.
The other two items showing a decrease are
the general services (that is, other than
mining) at Coolgardie, Bonnievale, and Bur-
banks, and the rural services between the
Weir and Duilla Bulling. In both cases the
diminution of revenue results from the reduc-
tion in prices.

And in reference to the fact that the
Railway Department took a little less
water during last year than the previous
year, the report sayVs:-

But for the advent of the scheme, these
sources of supply would not have been upon
the market, except at exceedingly high prices.

They might also have said that but for
the ttdveat of those sources of supply the
goldfields might still have been buying
water by the gallon, instead of by the
million gallons. "The report also says-

Reiein the trade as a. whole, it may he
sraid that temain contributing factors in the
advance shown in most directions have been
the dryness of the vast season on the gold-
fields, the consumer's gradual relaxation of'
that scrupulous economy in the use of water
which was imperative prior to the existence of
the scemere supply, and the quoting of special
rates in certain classes of service. The reduc-
tion to the ordinary householder, however, has
not, as is popularly supposed, induced a com-
pensating increase of consumption. For the
purpose of a direct. unmistakable comparison
of the effect of the reduction in price for excess
water, for domestic services, to 4s. during the
year, a minute examination lies been wade of
the whole of the ordinary services in the Eal-
goorlie district that were. metered during the
two half years ending 30th June, 1905 and
1900, respectively. The- experience in these
services (in number over 1,000) is that an
increased consumption of only 2,570,000 over
the output of 12,370,000 gallons in 1904.5 was
attained, and that an actual loss to our revenue
of over £4300 resulted. It has, however, to be
remembered that the reductions only came
into force towards the close of the last winter,
and that the coming summer may witness an
increased consumption as a result of tl~e
household gardens and grass-plots started this

Then farther on it says that they are
supplying market gardlens at 3s. per
thousand gallons, to enabhle people on the
Eastern Goldfields to grow tomatoes and
cabbages. I paid Is. at thousand gallons
for water in Kapunda, in South Australia,
and it was brourght into town by gravita-

tion; yet here we are pumping watei
nearly 400 miles and selling it at 3s. pei
thousand gallons, to enable marke
gardbners On the goldfields to coinpeti
with the people down here, who provid,
money to enable themn to do so.

HoN. J, T. GLownax:- The averagi
cost of thle water is not ;38.

flOw. WV. PATRICE: The averagi
Cost, including sinking fund, in 1904-,
per thousand gallons was 8s. 8-35d.; ih
1905-6, the average was 7s. 10-92d., or a
near as may be 7s. ld. rlihe final por
tion of the report is as follows:

It has to be remembered that the year jes
closed has been a most favourable one for th
scheme operations owing to the climatic con
ditions on the gok(ifields, and in the absene
of this adventitious aid during the comin1
year the consumption will, in some directiomF
probablysnow a mnderate .dimninution. In th
trade tn our principal custoers-t he 86 mine
supplied-no appreciable increa in consumpi
tion is anticipated duiring the ensuing L
miouths, and the business from the new es
tenision to Bulong will probatbly only serve b
compensate for a diminution in another dis
trict in which there are indications of:
decline. There are evidences, however, tha
the consumers arc gradually growing habitus
ted to a less sparing use of the water, an
this factor, in conjunction with the new trad
being tapped at Midland and Guildfort
should cnable the year's results to just abou
hold their own with those of 190.5-0.

FloN. Z. LANE (on point of order)
What has this to do with the Asseasmen
Bill ? The hon. memiber is certainly no
discussing the Bill before us.

Tan PRESIDENT : I i-tle that thi
lhon. memiber is in order; but perhaps b
will connect his remnarks and let al
members see it.

How. W, PATRIOK:- My objiect ii
speaking on. this subject is to justify th,
vote I intend to register at the end o
this debate, and to show that new taxa
ation is unnecessary. I wish to point ou
Ihat the State is contributing to thi
scheme out of gener al revenue raisei
through the whole State nearly .£80,00i
per annumn, and I ha~ve been reading thea
reports to show that there is no hop
whatever under the pi-esent Ulinageulen
of these C80,00O being saved. That
mlY ob~ject iii referring to this mnatter.

Rozi. Z. LANE: It has nothing to di
with the laud] tax. It is water.
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HON. AV. PATRICK:- I would like to
say that if we were not burdened with
this .£80,000 deficit on the water scheme
last year -and under proper businegs
management we should not he burdened
with one penny of it--there would be no
necessity what4Ever to raise £,60,000 by a
laud tax or any other form of taxuation at
the present time. Surely there is suffi-
cient business capacity or engineering
skill in this; State t4) Itilise the waste
water flowing over the weir since the
inception of the scheme? Last year the
enormous quantity, the inconceivable
quantity of 20,000 mnillion gallons flowed
needlessly into the sea. I do not blamie
the present Government, but the Govern-
mient have power to appoint someone to
nunage this echeimie so that it may return
a large re~venuae to the country, and so
that we can save this expenditure. This
20,000 million gallomns of water, after
allowing for the full quantity to keep
up the flow of the river, would supply
a city ten times as great as the city
of Perth is to-day. I Contend that
this country represented b 'Y the Govern-
ment has no right to allow this condition
of things to contiue, and I1 say that it
reflects and will continue to icct on the
business capacity of the people of the
State if we are to allow such a vast sumn
to be wasted, a si of money that would
pay the interest on two millions sterling,
sufficient to build two thousand mniles of
cheap railways. I refer to this matter
becanse I consider it is quite right to do
so, and because the money the Colonial
Secretary asks up, to vote as a Lax is esti-
mated as £P60,000. Referring to the
remarks of Dr. Hackett, the Government
intend to make enormnous reductions in
the shape of economy. Sir Edward
Wittenooni asked, when the Colonial
Secretary was speaking, how the Gov-
ernment intended to make up the balance
of the deficit;, and the answer was that
they intended to make it up by economny
and reductions in expenditure. In refer-
ence to this Bill, even had there been
necessity for the tax, I do not believe I
would have voted for it as it stands. I
tin in favour of a land tax, if a tax is re-
quired, hut I amt not in favour of a hybrid
measure such [Ls thiis: It scents to me(
;ha~t the chief chiaracteristic of this men-
iure is altogether unnecessary complica-
-,on, In reading through the Blil it

reminded me of the shadter catechism I
saw when I Was a child. On the outside
of it was "The shorter Catechism, ab-
ridged and adapted to those of minor
capacity; " and inside it contained the
most difficult problems of theologyF
This Bill coontains so many problems and
difficulties that one is in a labyrinth
fromi which, once you get in, it is diffi-
cult to get out. I will read one or two
clauses. LHon. Z. LANE: We will take
them as read.) Unless I read them it
will be impossible for the bon. mem-
ber to iuderstand them. In the in-
terpretation clause it says that unim-
proved value means " in respect of
any land held under con tract for
conditional purchase under the Land
Act 1898 or any amendment thereof,
the capital stun for which the fee simuple
of such land would sell, on the assump-
tion that the taxpayer is the owner in
fee simple." That is to say, as far as I
understand it, that 19/20ths of the land
toay be owned by the State and only
1/20th of the purchase money have been
paid, yet the occupie~r will have to pay a
tax the same as if hie held the fee
simple, as though he owned the whole
instead of only a fraction. 1 am com-

in to the exemptions, which are about
the toughest part of this Bill. Sub-
clause (.-) of Clause 10 says [subelause
read, also Subclauses (3) and (4)1.
As far as I can understand all these ex-
emptions and so on, it seems to me that
unless a person has expenided £1 an acre
or one-third of the unimproved value, he
has to pay the fufl tax. If he is guilty
of the crime of owning £1,000 worth of
land he is no)t entitled to the rebate of
.t250, and in the case of his owning more
than 1,000 acres he does not get the
exemption ait all. All these exemptions
and restrictions apparently put into the
Bill-I do not say deliberately put into
it-must have been fabricated by a wind
of a peculiar Machiavellian type, for they
are really of no value. I am sure the
Minister, Mr. Piesse, must know that
there are far more settlers whose land
will be valuted at £1,000 Ithan there aire
whose land will be valued under it.

Tus HORNORARY M INISTZE: - Not after
the improvements are taken off.

BoN. W. PATR]CK: I think I have
comneted on that. Tuless the improve-
ments are of a, certain amount he gets no
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relief whatever. If hie owns £1,000
worth he gets no relief; if he owns 1,000
acres be gets no relief. It is a crimne to
own £1,000 worth of land, and it is a
crime to own 1,000 acres. All these
restrictions and limitations are perfectly
worthless, and the effect of the tax will
be that everyone practical[l'y will have to
pay the highest tax. What is the use of
pretending to give relief and giving no
relief at all? We have heard that we
have such a vast territory unoccupied. I
think that Dr. Hackett, in giving us such
an elaborate disquisition onl the Princilple
upon which the land tax should be in-
posed, referred to the fact that land wats
of limited quantit 'Y, and that whilst we
were asleep the increase in value was
going on, and supposing we slept like a
Rip Van Winkle we would waken up as
mnillionaires at sonie time in the future.
But who is going about contending that
land is limited in Western Australia at
the present time ? What is the object
of all these" pariphtlets that have beenl
scattered broadcast over the old coun-
try and over Europe, trying to induce
people to comle to this land ? Whatt is
the object in senlding lecturers to the
Eastern States to bring settlers over here ;
lecturers, some of whom are blind, and I
dare say that somec settlers coin 'nt now
would consider that it was the blind
leading the blind-what is the reason
of all this propaganda to bring people to
this State, if it is not the fact that at
the present moment we have practically
unlimited land? Here is the position at
the present mronient, ats the result of
belonging to the Comnmonwealth, and I
am not going to say anything now in
reference to the connection with the
Commonwealth. . did my level hest to
assist in forming- the union. I am older
now, and pissibly a little wiser. But I
say the time hats gone by when the
settler in this country is going to get £6
a ton for hay. or 6s. a bushel for wheat.
At the present moment while these pro-
posals are wade for additional taxation
on the land the Federal Government
have passed a measure doubling- the duly
on agricultural in) plements, increasig
the cost of harvesters and plotughs and
everything, else to an extent that will
mean at great de'al moreT than half at dozen
land taxes. But still there, Is no relief
froni ii, and all these burdenis are not

going to add a farthing to the value of at
bushel of wheat, or six pence to the value

Iof a ton of hay. We mrust take all these
Ithings into consideration before passing
the tax. 'If a tax were necessary I should
say pass it by all means; hut I contend
that in this State, with a population
approximaifting 260,000 and a revenue
approximating four millions, the revenue
being 50 per cent. greater per head than
in any other portion of Australia,
vastly greater per head than that in any
other part of the civilized world, surely
we can carry on the governmnent of the
State. I have just referred to South
Australia. Mr. Loton gave us a, lot of
figures last night. I atn fairly familiar

1with South Australia, and 1. remember
when the land tax was imposed in that
State. I would remind members that

1when it wvas imposed in Southi Auistratlia
anud in the rest of the Eastern Sta-tes
they had become highly civilised,
highly organiised commnunities, with
jpra~tc~clly all the land sold, and all1

iready for- the pOlough. When the tax
wats imposed ini South Australia 22
years ago they had two million acres
under the plough, nearly as much ats they
have to-day. Last year they raised
nearly 20 million bushels of wheat, and

*they sent out of the( State thousands of
tons of hay. South Australia is the
greatest wvine-growing country in the
Commonwealth. It supplies all the
population -with bacon, butter-, eggs, and

Iso on, and scuds vast quanttities out of the
State, chiefly to Western Auastralia

Iamtong o their things £80,000 -worth of
eggys. South Australia. is producing ten
times the wheat we produce, and is pro-
duciuig hundreds of thousands of pounds
worth oif other commodities which we
have to im port., and are not able at
present to produce. South Australia,
producing such a vast quantity of every
kirnd of horticultural arid agricultural
produce, only raised £100,000 last year
by land tax. Some people talk about the
amount being £150,000 in this State, if
the State is fairly charged. In the name
of common sense, how is it Possible for
us with one-tenth of the l)IoclIItion to
pay a tax equal to that impose'] in the
nteighbouring States ' You iust riot
forget in talking about a tax on miun-
improved value that really as far ats

*country land is concerned it is -a tLs on1
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unimproved land. The vast majority of
the svttlers have only begun1 lo improve
that lanti. Take at man with 1,0090 acres.
He goes there, and the first thing hec has
to do is to fence the laud, which costs
probably £ 150. Ile clears at little hit of
land, and along comes this tax, and hie
will have to pay on the whole of the
land, In South Australia, New South
WXales, and Victoria the tax is on land
which has been ready for the plough for
the last 20 years. We bave not suffi-
cient population here to clear our land,
and what. is the good of talking about
taxing people and for'cing theta to do
improvemnents which must crone on
gradually ? I think it was Mr. Drew
who referred to New Zealand as a
country tit follow. New Zealand is
at highly organised comiurnitv with
8.50,t'00 peole, and naturally one of
Ole richest countries in the world.
It grotws 30 bushels Of VVweat, irer ac~re,
an'ld somewhere about .50 bushels of oats
per ac~re, and it maintains in that little
counitry 20 maillions of sheep. I believe
that the entire revenue froma the land
anid income tax ill that Country last
year- -and one portion (if [ile tax is
tremendouslyv hi-gh, as a matter of fact I
believe 3d. in the pound-w-as less than
-C400,000. How can we expect to pro-
duct' anly great sum ? Besides, if we are
going to impose a landi tax it should be
an honest land tax, ai tax Such ats thlat
Ipassedl in Sooth Australia 22 years agro.
of which I app)roved. Why all this coin-
plicution F Whyi not pass. at Bill the
same as they did there, that is to say
a measure providing that the land tax
shall he a, halfpeny in tile pjound on all
unimp)roved raluies of all freehold land.
They never dreamnt of putting it on auy-
thing, but freehold. In conclusion I
would just say that, if this tax is imposed,
unless you exrenpt the newer settlers it
will be in vain for you to bring any more
people juti. the State, perfectly vain to
send circulars broadcast to Englanid. or
travellers to the Eastern States. It is
my intent ion to support the amendment.

HONz. S. J. HAYNES (South-East):
I intend] to say a few words onl the i-i
I ortant Bill now before the lHouse
because in an important measure like
this t would not like to give a silent vote*.

had not the pleasure of being present

when the Leader of the House spoke on
the secon!] reading, hut I have carefully
perused h is speech, and I must say that
hie placed the facts before the House in
an able manner, and I think a fair
manner from thle Government's poinit of
view. The bon member in introducing
the Bill suggested three questions, the
first was, -Is the measure necessary P
Personally I do not think that the meas-
tire is necessary, nor do I1 thi nk that the
revenue required will he raised from n

I measure of this kind. The second
I question was, "Is the reven1ue required?'

As I eiar, I do not think a measure of
this kind will raise thle revenue required.
The third question was, " Is this anl
equitable mode of taxation, or will a tax
On land tend to the prosperity of the
State ? " These questions T miust answer
inl thle n'0gatiVe after thinking the matter
over. I do not think the measure is
necessaryv. I do not think the revenue
is required if the expenditure is jprop+-rlv
looked af ter, and I certainly contend that
it is no0t M Fair and equitable mode of
taxation at the present time. We hear
that there has been a falling off in the
revenue, but the figures show that
our revenue is going up. We have
suffered to a certain extent byv the
sliding scale ; lint it took five v eers

ito work off the scale, aLnd last Govern-
cuts hied notict- of its ditninuatioin and
should have taken notice of the falling off.
Apparently they have not dlone so. We
are-. told that at the end of the fiancial
year, if I understand the Leader of
thle Hlouset properly' , there will he in round
figures a deficit of a quarter of a million;
vet the Leader of the House advocates
taxation on land to raise a paltry surn of
X 60,000. [HN-. Ui. F. SHOLL: Less the
cost of collection.] We have heard some
remarkably good and able speeches in
connection with this tax 1)0th for and
against, and I am not going to reiterate
what has bteen said because it would
serve no good purpose, as members have
listened very attentively to what has
been said. Dr. Hackett gave a warning
that we must lie careful and serious in
dealing with a taxation measure of this
sort coming from another place that has
to provide thme sinews of war,; but we are
all se rious mien Iand must app~roach a
ineasuire of this sort in a most serious
and most careful manner. We are also
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told by the hon. member that the con-
sequence of rejecting a Bill of this sort
may be exceedingly serious. If this were
a Bill to bring in a much larger sum
than £60,000 something might be said
in that direction, but with a small sum
like £60,000 no great trouble would
ensue to the Government if the Bill were
rejected. How is the balance of the
deficit to be procured? As the Leader
of the House says, by economy. At the
same time T think in a subsequent inter-
jection the Colonial Secretary qualified
that statement and said that it would be
wiped out in time by economies. I agree
With him, and if the Government can see
their way clear within a reasonable timie
to wipe out the balance of the deficit by
economies, then they can take the trum-
pery sum of £60,000 and economise to
that extent as Well. I ant satisfied
that course would be much better
than advertising to the world that
Western Australia, with its enormous
income as compared with the population,
with its undoubted great wealth and with
its large territory, is in need of a paltry
£60,000. It would be the worst adver-
tisement the State could possibly have;
I do not know any worse; and by paying
£960,000 for it would, I think, be paying
very dearly indeed. We are now en-
deavouring to the best of our ability to
get peolple on our land, and though so far
as the country lands are concerned the
tax will scarcely be felt, because it will
bear very little indeed on them, the ad-
vertisement will be exceedingly detri-
mental to the State. Instead of this
Bill stating that it is an " assessment on
land for the purpose of taxation," I
think the better title would be the
"1taxation of town lands." Undoubtedly
the pressure and severity' of this measure
as time goes on will till heavily' on the
large centres; and I think if the Bill
becomes law a greater number will be
alive to the seriousness of the situation.
Some people do not seem to realise it
now, but it seems to me that with the
taxes we have at present and with the
present calls on people, this addition
would be extremely hard at any rate on
the large centres. The present state of
affairs reflects little credit on past
Governments, inasmuch as with our tre-
niendons income we should not have been
in the present difficulties at all. Past

Governments should have been watchful
for the reduction in the sliding scale,
though to a certain extent the reduction
in the sliding scale is of benefit to the
people. The money may not he found in
the public purse but the public should
have it in their pockets. This money
has been saved to the people in the way
of duties. If the Government wish to
see how the deficit can be made tip, I
think 'numerous instances have been given
and clearly given by Mr. Moss who
showed many avenues; for instance the
water scheme. I was in Parliament
when' the water scheme was passed, and
we all understood that the scheme would
be worked out in a certain period, that it
would be a payable scheme, and that
there would he a sinking fund and no
loss to the State; but now t hat we have
the scheme we are faced with the fact
that there is a deficit on its working of
£80,000. I agree with Mr. Moss, and I
am sure it is the feelinr of the majority
of members in this House, that the
scheme should be made to pay that
£80,000, at any rate there should be no
loss to the State. The other evening
when another inem her was speaking on
another measure it was shown that
certain duties might be collected from
the Fremnantle Harbour, £27,000 I
believe. Then I am sure there is room
for the pruning knife and economy in all
tb6 large departments in the State.
At the same time I agree with the words
that fell from Dr. Hackett as regards
drastic treatment of the civil service or
any public department. I do not believe
in it all. I have se n the great misery it
has caused in other places in the past,
particutlarly in Victoria. I do not believe
in drastic or acute treatment at
all, but a. systemi of economy mnay
he practised in all the departments
until we arrive at a lesser expenditure
than we have at the present time.
I do th ink it is inopportune at this period
of our history to introduce a measure of
this sort. It has been pointed out by
previous speakers that those other States
which have introduced a land tax have
done so at a. much later period in their
career than ours. We are not suffering
from any shortage of land ; we have got
too much. By attracting people to the
land, by giving then every encourage-
ment to go on the land and making their
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lot as easily as possible, by not harassing
them) with a land tax, we would be
assistingj in production Of Wealth by the
State. And wvhen the proper time comes
we can put a tax on the land. But this is
not the proper uneture. As regards the
Bill what do we find? Dr. Hackett, in
the strongest speech in favour of the Bill
after that of the Leader of the House,
said -I think it is a very wise thing that
this Bill should only he passed for one
year." Why? Because it requires so
many alterations; trouble may ensue
within the next twelve months. Let us
then consider the position. Aire we going
to throw the cuntry into a state of
turmnoil over a land tax with such aL crude
measure as this is admitted by the
strongest sup)porter to beF Attention
has been drawn to many hardships which
inay result uinder the Bill. I have pre-
viouslY pointed out that the taxation will
not press very heavily in country dis-
tricts; but at the same time the
exemptions contained in the Bill are con-
tradictory and illogical. For instance,
Mr. Clark-c has drawn. attention to one
matter, that although there is exemption
for five years in the case of conditional
purchase land purchased froin the
Governent, yet if virgin land is
taken over from a private individual.
the new owner is not exempt and
Will have to [Ay thle tax. In addi-
tion to that-I do not wish to repeat all
the peculiar attitudes presented by the
Bill, Mr. Patrick having already drawn
attention to themu-I will draw attention
to another: although originial conditional
purchase holders are exempt, directly an
owner of a conditional purchase transfers
it to another person, the exemption
vanishes-that is according to my read-
ing of the Bill. And these lands change
hands pretty well every day. I oppose
the Bill, and shall support the motion
moved by Mr. Mioss on the ground that
at the present timne such a measure is
un~necessaryv. T hold that the proper
mode of getting out of our financial
difficulty is by economising. Numerous
channels have been pointed to whereby
we can econonise. If there is pressing
need for money, if the want of this
"60.000 is going to ruin this country or

do0 us incalculable hiarm, if the Govern-
nient require £260,000 or even a quarter
of a million, all they need do is simply

to issue Treasury hills to the amount;
and if they will offer 4IT per cent.
interest, I fee! positive the money
may be subscribed in three days.
It is better for the Government, if they

*actually require cash. with which to carry
on, to resort to that expedient; and
in the meantime let them go in for
systematic economy-not necessarily a
systemi which will Operate harshly on the
civil service, or on any one. If we do
get this land tax, I am perfectly satisfied

Ithat in the course Of aL year or two we
will be again met with arguments similar
to those we have heard to-night, that the

tcountryT cannot carry on without farther
revenue. Immediately a taxation Bill
passes, it enables the Government to go
in for extravagance and to incur ex-
penditure which the country would be
better without. When this money has
been obtained by the Government or a
very little time after, we will be saddled
with an income tax ; and so it will go on.

*I am not discussing whether an income
tax is or is not better than a land tax ;
but if the proposal had been to institute
an incomie tax, I am certain there would
have been a greater outcry than th~re has
been over this tax. The Bill would work
a. distinct hardship in the case of a man
who has property mortgaged, for the
mortgagee escapes the tax entirely. The
Government should learn to say " no " to
the many extravagant demands which are
miade on them by constituencies. Whilst
I have never advocated an altogether
standstill policy, I think we can carry
this fostering business to excess; and it
scents to me that instead of-as I under-
stood the Premier to have said when he
made his historic speech ait Bunburv--
launching out in railways of all kinds,
expenditure here there and everywhere,
we should endeavour to govern our ex-
penditure mnuch on the same lines of

Icaution as we do in private life; for in
private life we would never dreami of such
an extravagant policy with our present
smnall population. The Government
should learn to say -'no," and when
railways and other wvorks are suggested
to then,, they should simply reply that
we must progress slowly. I prefer that
to the forced g-rowth .that has been
evidenced by Governments in this State
for somue time past, a policy of wore care-
ful and more certain growth, and let us
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leave something to posterity to do. So
faLr as we are concerned I think
that Western Australia tip to the
present has done exceedingly well; but
the time has arrived when we must go a
little slower and must live within our
mens. The day will come when the
pruning knife will have to 1)8 used, and
when that day does (cnic the hardships
thus caused will he much more acute
than if we were to s'ys ternatically
economise at the present time,. We find
that the pruning occurred in Victoria 'at
a much later period in its history, and
was accompanied by great hardship and
many painful eases. The Government
should inaugurate somne systematic
method of tackling this question of our
enormous expenditure. We want a
strong man in this State, a man who can
say " no," and who will tackle the adininis,-
tration. of the country in a proper spirit.
I anm certain that wert we to get a man
of that description, there- would be no
outc ry such as there is at preseut of need
for further taxation. I see no necessity
at the present timne for fresh taxation,
and whether it is pleasing or displeasing
to another place, we are here to do our
duty- without fear or favour. When
members can see that a Bill of this sort
is not necessary in the interests of the
country, and that by the practice of
econom~y fresh taxation. may be avoided,
we must h ave the mioral courage to th row
the Bill out, I do not believe in the Bill;i
it provides for the raising only oif a
paltry £60,000. It is a crude measure,
and will in my opinion be detrimental to
the best intrests of the State if it passes
into law at this early period in our history.
I support the amnendment moved by Mr,
Moss, and in doing so I recognise quite
as much as Dr. Hackett does the serious-
ness of this House dealing with a measure
of this sort. After careful consideration,
I have arrived at the conclusion that it
will be in the best interests of the State
if this House rejects the Bill; hence I
shall support the amendment.

Ho-N. J. W. LANG-SFORD: (Metro-
politan-Suburban): I agree with, the
member who has just spoken. that on
this Bill no nmember should give a silent
vote, It is the mnost important measure
that has come before this House for
a very long time. The conclusion I have

arrived at in regard to this Bill is some-
what different fromn that of Mr. Haiynes.
It seems to men that this is one of those
important questious on which we have to
decide what i s t he prov i nce o f th is C ha mn-
her and 11ow far we are justified in sup-
porting or rejecting this Bill. I have
endeavoured to put the question to My-

Iself, " What is the position this Chamber
ought to take ?" I think'we are here, as
has often been expressed, to delaY and to
reject hasty or iLl-thought-out legislation.
But if we are convinoed in our own minds
that this measure has received the de-
cided approval 01 the country, the almost
unanimous approval of the country, then
that aspect of the matter must tie kept in
view by moinbers of this H-oose,

Honi. W. T1. LoToN: Not necessarily.
MEMBER: The country has not given

its unanimous approvidL
H1o.N. J. W. L1ANf+SFORD): The

almlost unaanimous opinion. The countrY
is divided into four or five main generl
parts-we have the agricultural, pastoral,
goldfields, and citius districts; and fromn
whomn have we received Muy objections to
this measure? I do not know whether
in the pastoral country it is usual to hold
publiu meetings-probablv they are too
far apart for that. But f have seen no
reference to it pastoral settlement any.-
where having taken objection to tIhis Bill
passing. [In'erjection. by Hon. F.
CoNNo.] I shall be glad if, when thi!
bon1. member speaks, be will tell us of
any public mneetings that have been held
on this matter at Wyndhamn or Derby.
On the golclbtelds there have been no
mneetings held in objection to the tax
not a word has come fromn the goldields
objecting to this principle. 'f ake the
cities; n ot a protest f ron Fevth or Fre-
mantle or from goldfields towns has
come, excepting one mnetting I had al-
most forgotten. That was held in Perth,

Iand the promoters did a. vast amount of
advertising; they sent the bellman into
the streets to invite people to object to this
tax, the object of the iieeting being to

Ispeak in objection to the tax on behalf of
the people of Perth; and there were six-

Iteen persons present, so I am told. The
only objeetion we have had, the only public
mevetings I hat have liven held protesting
ag"ai ist this tax. have been throughl thle
farmners ; and from thel Wt! have had
some strong protests. Resolutions have

Bill, second reading.



Lad azAsesmet 27 SEPrE.11miF, 1906.] Bill, second -reading. 1933

been passed at those meetings, and it Is
our duty to give every consideration tit
the farmers' views. On the other hand
we find that the Honorary Minister in
this Chamber (Hon. C. A. Piesse) is
supporting the land tax.

HON. R. R. Suors: Owing to his
position.

Hon. 3. W. LANOSFORD: I am
convinced that if Yr. Piesse thoughit
for a moment that the tax would be
undluly harsh on the farmers, if he
thought that it would retard the settle-
went of the country, lie would at once
resign his portfolio. His attitude as-
sures me that the tax will not press
severely on our agriculturists. The great
bulk of the land tax revenue will c.ome
from the towns; and not one town has
entered a word of protest aguinst the tax.
All th-, remissions and exemptions whic:h
have been and will be granted to the
igricultural community mean that those
who live in towns will have to pay mnore.
An exemption or an exception inl favyour
of one class of landholder mneans that
more will be demanded from another.
Of course it is necessary to he assured
that all possible economy Will be prac-
tised. We are told that the deficit will
amnounit to about a quarter of a-million;
and the Treasurer says there is no
reasonable probability of being able to
dispense with the tax ; that in addition
to thie £60,000 anticipated from the tax,
he must. retrench to the extent of
£C190,000. He says, "I amn asking you
to help ine in this dtirection, I am quite
-willing that we should retrench to the
extent of £190,000." [Hon. G. Randell:
In one year ?] I take it that, is the
meaning. If farther retrenchment is
needed, the Mfinister for Works tells us
it must he in the developing departments
-- the Mines, the Lands, and the Works.
Are we prepared at the present time to
check the development of those depart-
mnents? Mr. Clarke told us there were
darkeor clouds yet ahead ; that we had
not yet reached thle port ; that instead of
being only onl thle shoals, he believed we
should in a little while he on the rocks.

RON. E. AT. CLARKE:. If We continule
on our present course.

Hlon. J. W. LANOSFORD: Exactly.
Now the Treasurer has indicated how to
avoid the rocks, and is asking this House
to help him to steer a safe course. If

there is a belief that we are drifting on
to the rocks, it is the duty of the House
tot help those on the bridge to steer the
Ship It is also said there has been no
mandate from the lpeople to impose this
tax. And in ordinary ci rcumistances, if
nothing unusual happens, we shall not
have for another two years any mandate
from the people. I presume that the
demand 1)1 51011 mewbers to defer the
lax is a bad request to the Government
to go to thle people to get this inandate.

HON. X1. L. Moss: Nothing of the
kind, It isi a ieqtiest to economnise.

HoN. J. W. [jANOSFORD : I imagine
-that if M11r. Mloss's amiend went is opposed,

the Gove-rn aaen t will imminediately appeal
-top the country for- that mandate which
the House requires. It appears to me
that if the Government arc prepared to
take as at motion of no confidence an ex-
pression of opinion on a slight alteration
in our educational s ystern, then on tbhis

*larger question they will be equally
justified in doing likewise. Can we take

Ithis muatter out of the hands Of the
Government? I look upon the question
of ways and ineans. ais the most important
w'ith which Parliament has to deal; and
in view of thle Government statement
that the mioney is absolutel 'Y necessary,
and that they intend to retrench and
conomnise, I cannot believe that the
RoUuse Will he wise in saying " You are
not practising sufficient economy; -we

*believe You can do more." As the
Treasurer promises economy, anl says hie
cannot possibly do without the £60,000,
1 do n-ot think the Hiouse is justified in

*tying the Hands of thle Government;
anid this will be thle effect of paIssing
AiMr. 'Moss's amendment. I Support the
second reading.

Hfox. V. HAMERSLEY (East) : I
understand that it is intended to sit
again to-maw roW.

Hoiq. W. T. LOTON4: Thle bon. mem-
ber is evidently in the confidence of the
Government.

Ho,-. V. HAMlERSLEY: It is my
wish to meet the Government in every
possible way ; therefore I shall not go so
fully into the question as I at first
intended. WeC have had a very good
debate 01] the question. Almost every'v
point either for or against 'lie Bill has
been ably threshed wut; and it is quite
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unnecessary for me to traverse the facts
and figures already cited. Personly, I
,give the Government credit for having
done everything possible on behalf Of the
measure. At the samue time, I cannot in
any particular alter my opinion that the
tax is uncalled for. I certainly feel that
it has not been proved that the Bill is
necessary at the prsn time. We must
admit that since 1902 the net indebted-
ness per head of population has steadily
decreased, until it is now about X61 19s.
lid., whereas in 1902 it wats just upon
.270 per head. And although we have
had two or three deficits after ai few years
of surpluses, which encouraged extrava-
gance, and therefore brought about the
deficits, it is pleasing to see that the net
indebtedness per head has been steadily
reduced. I indorse the remarks of
several members that much of the ex-
penditure on ocii- railways, the opening of
new lines and the duplication of old, the
relaying of one line after another, has re-
sulted in a great waste of money. If
works of that nature were stopped, a
great saving could be effected in the
Railway Department. The Bill seeks to
impose what is largely a class tax.
Before any additional taxation is foisted
on the country, when the time arrives for
such taxation, we should be justified in
demanding that the Arbitration Court
award be enforced in the Railway De-
partment. We have undoubtedly been
generous in nlot adapting for several
years the scale of wages fixed by the court.
We have continued to pay throughout the
department higher vwages than the court
awarded. But even the economy obtain-
able by enforcing the award is not at, all
necessary, anly more than the hind tax. I
do not agree that municipal and roads
board grants should be entirely abolished;
hut the amiount of £260,000 anticipated
from the tax would be saved by a fifty
per cent. reduction.

HON. W. T. fioToN: There is no need
for abolishing them altogether.

How. V. HAM ERSLsEY : No; bait a
fair proportion of the grants shuild be
distributed amiongst new road districts
and new settlements. The Minister asks.
is the proposition of the Government fair
and equitable? I give the Government
credit for doing their best to bring in a
measure with the object of trying to help
every body. But as one or two members

have pointed out, the Government have
given. it too mnuch considuration, with) thfe
result that. iii tnat).vI ol.ICs tim( Bill is
[L1niost a mast'W. With regard to the pro-
posel exemptions, I feel they' will unduly
interfere with the person wvho in th
lpast has acquired land fromn the Crown.
We undoubtedly know that both Mr.
Keenan and -Mr, Price (Ministers), and
even the Minister in charge of the Bill,
have laid stress on the fact that this tax
was to burst up large estates. The idea

iof this tax being for revenue purposes
was brought forwardl afterwards. I
submit that the exemrptionis in the Bill
have a direct interference with those per-
sons who will probably he driven. into
trying to burst up large estates, land that
xtvis clearly put before the House by
Mr. Clurke in his remarks last evening,
showing how the Bill may affect. lersons
who buy land from the Midland Com-
pany or- from private owners, as they
would have to pay the tax immediately,

iwhile persons purchasing fromt thie
IGovernment would he exemlpt for five
years. It has been urged by Dr. Hackett
that a great deal has been done, prac-
tical by a former Premier (Sir- John
Forrest) in, every direction to put people
on t~he land; and Dr. Hackcett appeared
surpri se(] that the rep~resetatives of
those people ini this House were the very
persons. who were making such strenuous
Objections to this measure. But even
with all that Sir John Forrest has done
for this State in helping people to settle
on the land, or helping others in the
State, I can assure the House that be
(Sir Jdhn Forrest) has alWatys been
directly opposed to any taxation of this
nature. There. is no doubt that when hie
was Premier lie .ouild not reduce the
expenditure in the departments under his
control any mnore than he did reduce them
at the time; but when necessity did arise
for a certain amnounit of retrenchnient, he
was able to lpnt his finger on many spots
and succeeded in straighttening out the
finances in a mnuch imar admuirable way
than we have seen for somec years, lpast.
In a sense, thosc who are settled on the
land have feilt that an axe was being bhl
over thein in regard to this measure, in
its relation to the construction Of spUT
railwayvs. I do not wish to hie intimi-
dated in giving an opinion as to which
way I shall vote on this nacasure;
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hut whether the effect of voting against
t will be to knock out somne spur railways
that have been promised, or whether such
vote will not affect them, I feel that this
consideration should not be placed before
members in such a way as to coerce them
into voting in a particular direction.
Personally, the question of spur railways
has appealed to me probably more than
to any other member of this House, for
there is no doubt the district in which I
reside has had a spur railway under con-
sideration for Some years past, and in
spite of promise after promise that the
matter was being considered, we are still
in the same condition that if we won't do
everything the Government requires of us
we will not be considered, Well, up to
the present we in that district have not
hard that consideration ; and I do not see
why we should take much notice of this
aspect of the question when put before us
in regard to voting on this Bill, because
if the spur railways are not going to be
good propositions to the country, it is well
we should stop, and not cause the corn-
munity to undergo farther taxation for
the purpose of constructing spur railways.
1 do not feel that this tax will tend to
the prosperity of the whole State, and
therefore I have decided to cast my vote
against the measure. I wish to explain
my position to Ihe ilcuse, that when this
question comes to a vote I have promised
to pair with an hon. member, Mr. Thom-
son,

THE PRESIDENT: I must remind
the bon. member that this House knows
nothing about pairs. There is nothing
ahiut pairs iu fhe -Standing Orders.

HFoN. V. HAM ERSLEY: I feel it
necessary now to explain to the House why
I shall not vote on the question when it
comes to a division. I understand from
the Minister in charge of the Bill that the
hon. member to whom I allude would
hare been present even at very great in-
convenience to himself ; in fact that he
would have been practically brounghtout of
a sick bed to rote on this question. It has
been one of the principal points in my
religion through life that I should do
unto others as I would have others do
unto ale; so in connection with this Bill
I feel that if I were placed in like cir-
cumustances, any hon. member of this
House would treat me in the same way
as I intend to treat the absent member.

ITherefore I wish the House to under-
stand that I do not withdraw one iota
from the position I originally took uip,
but in abstaining, from voting on the Bill
it is to save an hion. memiber from being
Placed in a painful position.

Hot;. R. LAURIE (West): I do not
intend to detain the House, for tte rea-son
that so much has been said against the
amendment; but I would like to touch
upon one or two matters that have been
mentioned. It has surprised me exceed-
ingly to find that those who would benefit
most by the exemptions in the measure
are, throjughi their representatives in this
House, the strongest opponents of it. It
is said by, Mr. Maley that it is very
creditable to them it should be so. I
differ from the hon, member, because
where an exemption is made in favour of
constituents in a district, the member

*representing them should take into
*kindly consideration that exemption.
*Undoubtedly Perth, Fremantle, and the
larger centres of population will have to
pay more under this tax than other parts

iof the country. The exemptions I for one
oppose, for I think a fair formi of taxation
is one in which every person pays a fair

Ishare. Why should I have more taxation
imposed on me than a roan outside.
Mr. Piesse has given a very good ex-
ample of how much a farmer owning
1,000 acres of land would have to pay
under the Bill if he had a certain amount
of his land cleared, that if he had 250
acres cleared he would have to pay £ 2
i~s. 7d. [HoN. F. CONNOR: What
about time survey fees?] The survey fees
are paid to the Gaovernment. Those who

*are Opposed to this form of taxation for-
get that some form of taxation has

Ito he imposed in the circumstances,
because nearly a quarter of a million
has to be found somehow. It has
been asked:- what is a paltry £60,000 ?
I ask in return, had tie amount
been double that amount, what would
have been the cry from the same
members? Had the tax been made 3d.
in the pound instead of I4. what would
have b-een said by those opposing the
Bill F It would have been objected to
as confiscation. Some members have
said an income tax would be a fatirer form
of taxation ; but members who make that
statement have not lived in a countrY
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where an inicome tax is imposed with all
the inquisitorial regulations surrounding
it; for if they had experience Of it they
Would find it ILD absolutely uinfair form
of taxation, because under it a man pas
on his personal exertions all the time.
If a man has5 ability and maikes at fair
salary, lie is taxed on thle results of his
exertions; while another man who is a
drone and does not exert himself esca~pes
taxation or pays little. If a manl in
business has inore push than another,
why should he be taxed on his greater
income? It has been said there is too
much money spent by the Government
on roads boards and municipalities in
helping them to do local works, that the
grants to those bodies are far too large.
It is said we must cut down the grants;
but can it be dlone at otice 1? I ask in all
fairness can we take away more than 20
or 30 per cenit. in one year straight offP
After the £e60,000 has been found, the
balance to matke tip the defcit will have
to he obtained, and with all the tries for
economy and cutting dthxn of expenditure,
it has. not been shown, with the exception
of the municipal subsidies and the roads
board grants, where that money is to he
made up from. In castinlg My Vote as, I
intend to do to-nighit I shall do so from
the fact that I look upon an income tax
as absolutely the last source of taxation,
and I regard a land tax as i. fairer and
easier form of taxation. Take Perth.
There were blocks bought in Perth for a
thousand pounds which are to-day wiprth
£ 20,000, and what has the moan who
owns them done to make that value ?

HON. 3. NV. WRIGHT: They may have
changed hands in that time.

HoN. V. LAURIE: They inay have.
I am unfortunately pretty writ in the
same position. I have bought land in
Fremantle intending to do something
with it, hut at the present time you can-
not build, If you do build you canl-
not let the propert 'y. There are probably
600 houses empty at present in Fremantle,
and it wonid he a hard thling to ask a,
man to build. At the same time, to my
mnind a land tax is a fairer tax than anD
income tax -,and for that i dixon1 alone, if
for no other, J am willing to pay mty
share of the burden that is to be cast on
us. I simply have risen to say a few
words to justify my vote. Certinly we
bave heard most interesting speeches

from all sides and upon e~very phase of
th lcuiestitti, and no Government Would
b e doing its dluty if it did not pay atten-
tion to what has fallen from members
here, particularly from my colleague Mr.

IMoss, who has mnade it clear that great
sun of mnoney Are given to roads hoards.

1. for one, would certainly not cut the
whole of the- roads boards grants. down.
I would not dreaml of it, for the reason
that the farmer (jut back must have roads
to get his produce to market. If you
are going to put people on the land, you1
cannot cut down the roads boards giants
all at once, nor can you cut them down
altogether. It is imp~iossible. In these
two or three reasons I think I have
perfectly justified, in the e 'yes of toy con-
stituents and the House, the action I
shall take in voting against the amend-
ment proposed by Mr. Moss.

HoN. J. T. GLOWREY (South): 1,
like sonic other members, do not desire
to cast a silent vote on this important
amendmrent, so very ably proposed by Mr.
Moss. That gentleman made -a 'most
eloquent appeal to this House yesterday,
and introd nuced many arguments why this
Bill should not be placed on thle statutV-
hook. At the same time, I contend hie
aid not in any way refnte the statement,
madec by thle Treasurer in introd(ucing~
this Bill. That gentleman stated very
c~learly indeed that farther taxation was
niecessary in order to mneet our obliga-
tions. He showed how our revenue has
decreased. Almost every memb er who
has spoken has referred to the necessity
for effecting economies. XMr. Eingsill
and TMr. Moss wvere both very pronmine-nt
in that respect. Mr. Kingsil has bieen
a Fi]uber Of the Cabinet for mnany Years
past, and I do not know that we ever
before iheard his voice raised very prom-
inently in that regard. Even if these
economnies that are suggested are carried
out, farther taxation w ill be necessary in
order to make uip the deficit as shown by
the Treasurer. If we are to build these
railways and meet our obligations, not-
withstanding the fact that this tax is im-
posed it will still be necessary to carry.
out many of the economiies suggested
during the eveing.i Members generally
admit that a land tax is the fairest form
of taxation, That hias not b~ee-n deonied.
It has becoine almost the universal form
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of taxation throughout the whole of Auls-
tralasia. In me opinon inemberz will be~
doing a great injustice if they re-ject this
Bill at the present time. I intend thiere-
fore to vote for the second reading. I
hope of course we shall be able to make
somec ver 'y necessary am~efldmlents ini Coin-
tnittee. A great deal has been said about
the income tax in New Zealand. A. land
and income tax is imposed there, but
those who have experience of that tax
say' it works mit very unsatisfactorily
there. I think that both thle present and
the preceding Governments have been
very good to the agricultural and pastoral
iiduistries. They Zare doing whvat they
can at the present time, I understand, to
open uip the country in the North-W-est,
by providing water.

SIR E. H. WITTENOOM: And they
bring, in a Bill which will double the
rents.

HON. J. T. GLOWREY: I say the
Government have been very kind indeed
to the agricultural and pastoral industries
during the past few years. They have
established agricultulral colleges and farms
throughout the agri cutlt ural districts and
we have an A gricnltu i-al Bank established,
and now we propose to build several spur
lines of railway, in order to benefit the
agr-iculturists. It appears to me after all
that a very smll portion of the burden
of this tax will fall oin the farmners. The
bul1k of it will fall, as Mr. Laurie has just
stated, on the municipalities. Therefore,
I do not think that any valid reason can
be shown why this Bill is likely to retard
agricultural settlement in any respect.. I
hope members will take a broad view of
this question, and allow the second read-
ing of the Bill to take place. I shall
certainly vote against the amendment.

Hozi. R. F. SHOLL (North): I am
going to say only a few words, because I
do not wish to prolong the debate. I
think it is generally understood that I
amn opposed to the Bill, and I ani going
to suipport the amendment for this
reason: T think, the tax wil resiilt in
such a small anmunt. that it is hardly
worth putting the country into such a
state of dissatisfaction, north, south, east.'
and west. In mi opinion it has been
impolitic on the part Of the Government
to bring down a Land Tlax Bill which
will produce £60,000, less the cost of

collection. There it; another reason why
IJ oppose this Bill. During the elections
after the Labour Government went out

1of power the Rason Government and
their supporters were returned in opposi-
tion to the Labour Government platform,
and two of the extreme planks of that
platform have been stolen by the present
Government to support the policy which
they are now bringing down to this
House. One was a reduction of the
franchise of the Upper House with a
View to its extinction altogether, and the
second was a land tax. The consequence
was that in another place they got the
s upport of t he whole o f the Labour party.
It appears to mue that the present Govern-
i en t are more dange rousa an d less si ncere.
than the Labour Government which was
in power on a previous occasion; that
they are determined to stick to their seats
and to their position for the whole termIof three years by adopting some of the
most extreme planks of thej Labour party.
What is £60,000 P A few members of
the House with the assistance of some
Labour members would be able to finance
the Government in regard to this £60,000

Iwhich they require so much. Another
objection I have to the tax is that it is a
class tax of the most vicious and objec-
tionable character. The pastoral leases
in time southern parts of the State, and
the mining leases, the tiniber leases, and
the Collie leases are all exempt from
this tax, yet the pastoral leases of the
north and throughout the other parts of
the State are to pay their contribution to
this tax. When you get to the Kim-
honleys you have to take up leases in
50,00-acre lots, and aecesaarily much
useless country is takien up. The tax is
not fair. It should be a general tax all
round, without exemptions at all. If
they want a tax, let thnni have no exemp-
tions whatever, and then no one can
have a grievance. But it they want to
get at the squatters of the n~orth, let
thet bring in an income tax, which is
far reaching, and will get at everyone.
It will get at Foy & Gibsons ;, it will get
at the big hotels. The other da *y they
were advertising one of these, the rental
being £C30 a week, with an ingoing. I
beard that the successful man not only
paid a rent of £30 a week, but £C10,000
for a 10 years' lease. These arc the
people an income tax will reach, and
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everyone pays his share according to hlis
wealth. It would also get at the brew-
eries which pay no dividend tax of an '
kind whatever, and if the Government
want to realise money for revenue
they can get it by an incoute tax. With
regard to the £120,000, I think Di'.
Hackett said, how are v on going to po
ride for the difficulty & Wenmay provide
for the difficulty in this way. I do not
object to Fremantle having a railway
station, but 1 think that if we can-
not 'afford it they might very well
do without the luxury of £80,000.
'We might stop, the duplication of the
railway being carried on at the present
time from Perth to Spencer's Brook, the
work being dlone without Parliamnentar y
authority. I fancy it is out of loan
money, but there has been no Parlia-
mentary sanction for that expunditure at
all, and it is practically building, anlother
railway. I have had some fig ores pro.
vided in regard to the subsidies to
municipalities and roads boards, hut that
has been pretty well thrashed out. We
find, however, that an important country
town like Katanning received £1,700
from the Government, and the rates
collected amount to £260, with £190 in
arrears.

THFE HO-mOxRY MINI11STER: They
raised £300 besides that.

HoN. E. F. SHOLL Then why
should false reports be laidl before Parla
ment? It has been denied by several
inembers to-night that the figures in this
return of the Public Wlorks Departnen t
are not correct. The Government should
not allow false statements to be put
before the 'House. They are not i n-
tenlionally false I admnit. There is
plenty of room to make money in cuttingi
down the subsidies to municipalities. It
is better for the municipalities to tax
their ratepayers, and to spend the muioy
in their towns. I do not think it is aL
good thing for municipalities or an ty
body to have at surplus revenue. If they
get large revenues they are liable to waste
the money. If they are short in Ilicir
incomes they take very good cAre. fain
opposed to this tax. I an agreeable to a
tax if there is a, neeessitrv for it, bu t
it' has not been shown that with our
already enormious income we should
provide a, farther incomne, particularly

Fa paltry sum of £60,000. I support the

HON. E. McLARTY (Onl aImPndment):
I shall not detain the House many
mom01ents. I have listened, as J intimated
I would do onl Tuesday last, with great
attention to members who have spoken.
I said that I was perfectly alien as
to how 1 should vote, and that I

Iwould vote ats I thought right in the
best interests of my constituency
and in the best inteirests of the
State generally. 1. do not like the look of
this Bill, but I reel we should all1ow it to
go into Committee. If it goes there, as I
said before, I am goingr to oippose the
ratn clauses and seine of the exemption
clauses, because if we are to have a, land
tax it should be a generlil tax, and should
rinot exempt about. half the people living
on the laud for the sake of getti ng at the
Others, I think the importance of the

*measure demands the passage of the
second reading, and for that reason I
shall not oppose the second readin g, but
I am not going to accept the Bill as it is.
I shall oppose it at every stage in Conm-
mittee, so far as the rating and exemup-
tion clauses are concerned. I feel sure
the Bill is not acceptable to the people of
the country generally, and I believe there
is at great deal of truth in what has been
said by those opposing the second reading

*that it can be done without; but when a
Bill comes uip from another Chamber, I
alway' s muaintain it is our duty to give
respectful consideration to it. I am not
going to throw out recklessly any Bill
that I think at all events is in the
interests of the country. Though I have
had many letters fromn my constituents
opposing this Bill, I believe my action in
voting, for the second reading to allow the
Bill to go into Committee willI be indorsed
by all members of the community. I
have been told that 1 was bound to vote
agaminst the Bill and that I was pledged
to do so. I absolutely deny that. I
appeal to membhers who heard mie speak-
ing on Tuesdayv if I said one word to
oppose the second reading. I mnade it
clear that 1 was keeping my mind open,
and I hat I would vote as I thought right
at the proper time. Therefore I do not
intend to vote against the second reading.

SinL E. H. WITTENOOM (on amend-
mienlt) : Although 1. have add ressed
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nyseif at some length on this Bill, I feel,
fter the remarks passed and after the
,menduient brought before the House,
hat a few additional words perhaps
re necessary from me. I have listened
aost attentively to the admirable speeches
Lelivered from both points of view from
he various members. I have listened, like
dir. McLarty, with open wind, and I have
.ot felt prejudiced one way or another,
'ut I have failed to hear any good reason

gainsat this Bill going through the second
eiug. The Government as the repre-

entatives of Parliament. Parliament
-eing representative of the people has
'etter avenues for informnation than any-
nie else; its very existence depends on
he introduction of good measures, and
re have found, after discussin g all
methods of raising revenue under thle
ircumstances placed before us so well
y the Leader of the Opposition, that the
est method is by aL land tax. Therefore,
i the circumstances I think we must use
reat. care before we take steps to throw
ut the financial arrangements that have
een made. I look upon it that, in the
bsence of any suggestion of a better
ethod of. raising this nioney, on the

rounds that there is to be retrenchment
the extent of £200,000-and if they

o. that the Government will be the
iost unpopular Government ever known
-and that they are going to produce
wvenue in this way. it is taking- a great
mponsibility upon ourselves to stop this
ill going through the second reading.
am not prepared to take that responsi-
ility myself, and 1 consider that those
ho do so should be ahie to suggest a
inch better remedy. That remedy has
At to my mind been suggested, and I
Wn only say that I look upon the
)sitior) as serious. We are faced with
deficit of £250,000, chiefly owing, as

e know, to joining Federation. The
overnment say that they can byv economy
L~e £200,000, and 1y a land tax get
60,000. They are taking up a measure
hich they know is unpopular, and whic-h
.cording to human nature surely must
ive had their gravest consideration, and
iey would not have placed it before this
ouse unless they had no other alterna-
ye; but having done it, I think we
-e takinz a great responsibility in
irowing it out. If I were Premier of
is country, and if after considerable

thought I submitted a proposal of this
kinid to this Uouse, an arrangement for
carrying on the country and its finances,
and it were thrown out by this House, I
should certainly request those who had
taken the step to take my place and
carry the country on. Under the circuni-
stances I shall vote for the second
reading of the Bill.

Tas COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply) :I do not think it at all necessary,
nor would members think it desirable,
that I should at this hour of the night
speak at any length in reply. The debate
has been so long, and so many members
have taken part in it, that any reason I
might have had to reply at any length
has ceased. Like Sir Edward Wittenoon
I asked the House several cluestilhs. I
asked if the tax was justified, if there
was any way the Government could mneet
their f]inancial obligations without the
imposition of fresh taxation, and I submit
in a1l fairness that these questions have
not been answered. It has not been
shown that the sum required to balance
our accounts can be raised in any other
way. This Bill has gone through a
severer test than perhaps any Bill has
had since I have been a. member of this
Chamber. The criticism in most in-
stances, almost all of it, has been fair;
and I may add in justice to members
that the Bill has been considered in the
fairest possible spirit. Mr. Thomson,
who is very ill indeed, and who has very
strong ideas on a land tax, wrote to me
to-day and said that be would attend the
House because he felt so strong on the
question, but it would be agaiinst his
doctor's wishes. Mr. Hamerstey was
good enough to say he would pair with
Mr. Thomson. Mr. Brimage had to go
to Kalgoorlie on urgent private business.
He too felt that it was, his duty to remain
here, but Mfr. Somnmers, who is opposing
the Bill, was good enough to pair with
him. I do not think it is necessary for me
to refute the argumeuts ad vanced against
the Bill. If I had all the eloquence of
the ablest statesman in the world at the
present time, it would not make much
difference. I think most miemubers have
spoken and have declared their intentions
for or against. I do not think any good
purpose would be served by going over
the ground traversed this evening. in
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regard to the arguments advanced against
the Bill, principally by the leader of the
Opposition-if I2 may ' so term himi in
Lhis instance, Mr. Moss-well I will sa~y
the mover of the hostile amendment, it
would be presumptuous on mny part to do
so after the able and explii manner in
which his arguments have been answered
by Dr. Hackett. Mr. Moss, in a very
airy fashion, instaniced. bow the deficit
might be met and how saving could be
effected byv doing away with munici-
pal and roads board subsidies. In the
first place he is hardly logical, because
he says we cannot ber more taxation.
If the hion. member will oniy think for ai
momtent he will see that the municipal
subsidies amonnt to £80,000, while we
expect to derive £36,000 or £38,000
through this tax fromn municipalities.
Therefore if we do away with the subsi-
dies he will find that the rates will be in-
creased to a proportionate amount. So
that it comes to this: instead of having
a Id. or lid, tax we have to double
that tax. Mr. Kingamill also in a very
airy fashion told us how, with a few
strokes of the pen, he could save the
amount required. But I have an idea
the hion. member was a member of a
Government for four vear's, and I really
never beard that he mnade any very delib-
erate attempts to effect economies. There-
fore, it is rather unreasonable for the
member to ask the Government who hiave
been in power for four mouths to effect
those economies which lie failed to effect
ini four years. It is well known that the
present Government are effecting econo-
muies in the direction Mr. Moss has indi-
cated. In the municipal subsidies alone
we have given notice of a 20 per cent.
reduction, which I think is a very fair
reduction indeed. I do not intend to de-
tain. the House longer; 1 do not think it
necessary, and as it is an" exceptionally
late night I will content myself withi the
remarks I have made.

Amendment (six months) put, and a
division taken with the following re'-
suit:

Ayes .. .. 12

Noes ... ... 1S

Majority against .. I

Arts.
Ron. F At. Clarke
H on. F. Connor
Hon. C. E. Ilemyster
Mci,. S. J. Haynes
Hon. W. Kingenull
Hon. W. TP. Loton
lion. Ai. L, Moss
Ron. W. Patrick
Ho0n. 0, B1andeDl
Hon. II. P. Sboli
Hon. J. W. Wright
Hon. W. Maley (Teller).

NES.
Hon. 0. Beilingham
Ron. J. D, CZonnolly
Hon. J. X. Drew
Hoen .1. Tr. Glowrey
Run. J. W. Hackett
Hon. Z. Lane
Hon. B. Laurie
Hon. R. D. McKenzie
Hon. E. MeLarty
Hon. W. Oats
Hton. C. A. Piesme
Hon. Sir Edward Witth

sca0m
Hon. J. W. Langafor

.(Taller).

Amendment thus negatived.

TO ADJOURN.

HON. F CONNOR (North): I beg
move the adjournment of the debate.

THE PRESIDENT: The questk(
before the House is that the Bill be no
read a second time.

HON. F. CONNOR: I have not spok(
to that question, and I wish to move ti
adjournmenit of the debate.

RON. W. MALEY (South-West):
second the motion,

Motion (adjournment) put, and
dvision taken with the following r
suit

Ayes
Noes

.. 12

.. 12

A tie .. .. 0
AYES. NOES.

lion. E. M. Clarke Hon. 0. Bslingbarn
Hon. F. Connor Hon. J. D). Conuolly
lion. C. E. liempeter Hon. J. Af. Drew
Hon. S. J. Haynes Hon. J. T Glowey
Hion. W. Kinagezill Hon. J. W. Hackett
Hon. Z. Lane Hon. Ji. W. Langsionl
Hon. W. T. Loton Hon. R. Laurie
lion. M. L. Moss Hon. E. Mctsrty
Mcii. W. Mae H on. W. Oats
Hon. it. F. ii.1 Hon. C. A. Piessa
Hon. J. W. Wright Hon. :Sir Edward W
Ron: WV. Patrick {Tellcv). tenoomn

Hon. R. D. Mc-Kenzie
I (Tolle

THE PRESIDENT gave his casting vo
with the Ayes, so as to afford an oppo
tonity for further consider'ingI the Bill.

Motion thus passed ;the aebate a'
journed.

ADJOURNMENT.
The Hfouse adjourned at 10-45 o'cloc

unttil the next Tuesday.

[COUNCIL-11 Bill. second reading.


