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. LT
Mr. Monger Hox. W. T. LOTON (East) : I would
Mr. 8. 3. Moore like to ask the Leader of the House when
%\’- gzﬁg the returns moved for in regard to the
Mr, Veryord Ezperimental Farm will be laid on the
Mr. Layman (Teller). table of the House.

Amendment thus negatived; clause
passed.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the PREMIER : Post-office Savings
Ban% Annyual Balance Sheet and Return.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 20 minntes
past 10 o’'clock, until the next day.

Tegislatibe €onncil,
Wednesday, 3rd October, 1906.
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Tre PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock p.m.

PraYERS.

It is pearly four
months since they were asked for, and
the report is a’long fime coming. T do
not wish to offer a threat, but I shall be
prepared in & very short time, unless the
report is on the table, to move a definite
motion that the business of the House be
suspended uatil the report is produced.

Taee COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. J. D. Connolly): I regret that the
report has not bern ready before this, but
in conversation the Minister for Agricul-

- ture informed me that the accounts bad

not been kept in a form which weuld
facilitate the getting out of the return
quickly. He assured we a week ago that
he would have it ready in a sbort time,
and it was his intention to see the hon,
member and explain exactly how the
delay oceurred.  Anyhow, T will have it
ready next week,

PAPERS—ESPERANCE GRIEVANCE,
DOCTORS AT VARIANCE.

Hon. C. E. DEMPSTER (East)
moved :—

That all papers in connection with a com-
plaint made by Dr. Harrison against Dr.

Wace, of Esperance, and the Derby auditor’s
report relating thereto, be laid on the table of

the House.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. J. D. Connolly) : It was unusual
for a member to move for papers, with-
out giving some reason. If the hon,
member would state his reason, one
would know whether it would be desirable
to ask the House to pass the mution or
not. He would uot agree to ask the
House to order the prod uction of papers
on a motion without some reason. If it
was not necessary to state the reason it

! was not necessary to table the motion,
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How.C. E. DEMPSTER : The motion
was put into his hands by Dr. Harrison,
who had a grievance against Dr. Wace,
who he thought was resident magistrate
and medical officer. There was some
difference, it was stated, in their accounts.
He had a letter from DDr. Harrvison with
respect to the nature of the claim, and it
was stated that the Government had a
clain for postage stamps, and when Dr.
Harrisen left Esperance he had not time
to put the account into order, but said he
would come up and pay the amount of
£5 to the credit of the department, which

he did, and he stated that he would get’

the amount from Dr. Wace some time
later; but he did not do so for some
time afterwards. From some experience
and the information he (the mover) had
respecting the administration of justice
by Dr. Wace, it appeared that Dr. Wace
was a most undesirable mun, to say the
least of it; and he (the maver) would
have liked an inquiry into that doctor’s
past record to show whether he was
really & desirable man to be in an official
position.

Hon. M. L. MOSS (West) : It was to
be hoped the Minister would produce the
papers; but he thought Mr. Dempster
would find when the papers were pro-
duced that Dr. Wace was not the unde-
sirable character supposed. He would
ask the House to agree to an amendment
that all the papers in connection with Dr.
Harrison's occupancy of the position of
resident inagistrate at Esperance be laid
on the table of the House. There had
been a tremendous amount of friction
at Ksperance Dbetween the wunicipal
council and Dr. Harrison during the eight
or pine months he (Mr. Moss) had control
of the Crown Law Department, and it
occasioned considerable annoyance and
much anxiety. He (Mr. Moss) was largely
responsible for the remaval of Dr. Harri-
son from the position he vcecupied down
there. He thought that if Mr. Dempstear
would take the trouble to peruse all the
papers he would find that while Dr.
Harrison was resident magistrate, the
affairs at Esperance were not so satisfuc-
tory as was desirable. The matter pretty
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well approached a-scandal until he (Mr. :

Moss) took up a determined attitude and
obtained the removal of Dr. Harrison
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from there. He woved an amend-
ment :-—

That all papers in connection with the
occupancy by Dr, Hurrison of the position of
Medical Officer and Resident Magistrate at
Esperance, including the papers in connection
with a complaint made by Dr. Harrison
agninst Dr. Wace, of Esperance, and the
Derby anditor’s report relating thereto, be
laid on the table of the House.

Hon. ©C. E. Dempsrer: There was
no wish on his part to do anything which
wounld give a wrong impression regarding
erther of the men.

Hon. F. CONNOR (North) seconded
the amendment. Did Mr. Dempster

accept it ?
Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: Yes; cer-
tainly.

Motion by leave withdrawn, Mr. Moss’s
amendment becoming the muin question.

Hon. F.CONNOR: The meotion by Mr,
Dempster would have been supported by
him, and he would support a motion by
any member who wished for information
in connection with the conduct of a public
servant of this State. He wished to say
a very few words on the subject in con-
nection with Dr. Wace. Dr. Wace was
in Kimberley and became very unpopular
there becanse of the stand be took up in
regard to the visii of Dr. Roth. He (Mr.
Conner) was opposed to the views which
Dr. Wace expressed, but he did not think
Dr. Wace did anything but from the most
conscientious ideas. What permeated
this discussion to some extent was the old
idea of Dr. Wace having given expression
to his opinion in the North. That was
no reason why Dr. Wace might not be
right in this instance. Dr. Wace was
wrong in one matter, but he was a4 most
excellent servant, a man of high integrity
and of great ability.

Tus COLONIAL SECRETARY:
There was no objection to these papers
being Taid on the table. The fullest in-
formation would be given.

Question as amended agreed to.

MOTION—BUBONIC PLAGUE INQUIRY,
GERALDTON.

TO ADUPT THE RECOMAMENDATIONS.
Hon. J. M. DREW (Central), in
moving the adoptisn of the report of the
select committee appointed to inquire into
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the outhresk of bubonic plague at Gerald-
ton, said: I desire to point out that the
tindings of the select committee have been
arrived at only after most caveful and im-
partial consideration. Each member of
the committee desired to endenvour to
approach the investigation of this matter
without Lias, and 1 think that if the evi-
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dence is carefully considered every mem.

ber of the House will come to the con-
clusion that the findings arrived at have
heen based solelv on the evidence. A
perusal of the testimony will 1 think be
sufficient to satisfy members that un-
reasonable and unnecessary delay was
shown by the Central Bourd of Health in
sending nurses to Geraldton after bubonic
plague had been reported, and that in the
meantime the putients suffered from lack
of attention. It is probable that had
these patients received proper attention
from the first, though they might uot have
recovered, their end might have been
less painful. Tt has been proved bevoud
deoubt that a great deal of delay took
Place, more than could be justified in the
circumstances, and that as a  result
of the delay the patients suffered fo
a more or less extent from inattention.
About 11-30 o’clock on Monday night a
telephone message was sent to Dr. Black,
and it was proved during the course of
the investigation that the message reached
him at 142 a.um.; but instead of Dr.
Bluck taking uny steps te carry ont the
requests he simply went to bed and
walted until next day. And even next
day he made no effort to procure nurses.
It was not until Wednesday that any
sort of inguiry was made as to the
possibility of petting nurses, and even
then inquiry was only in the direction of
endeavouring to obtain knowledge as to
whether, if nurses were required, they
could be secured. In fact the Central
Board of Health waited, as documentary
evidence shows, until they secured a
report from Dr. Blackburne in confirma-
tion of the outbreak. T think every
member of this House will consider that
a courgse which should not have been
followed, and whieh it is not advisable
for the Central Board of Health to
pursue in the future. They may send
nurses, staff, and every requisite, and 1t
may eventually be proved that there is
no plague or dangerous disease; but if
they do so in such circumstances the

. break.

Federation. 2053
public and Parliament should applacd
them. My impression is, and I think it
was the inpression of the committee, that
in o wmatter of this kind where life is at
stake, pounds, shillings, and pence should
not be too seriously taken into considera-
tiou; aud that in future, if any case of
infections disease is reported by a medical
man, the Central Board who are respon-
sible for coping with the outbreak should,
as we have recommended, despatch with
the utmost possible promptitude nurses
and all requirements to deal with the out-
It members peruse the report

. they will be able to discover the reasons
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which actuated us in coming to our con-
clusions. Every conclusion we come Lo
was arrived at on the basis of the evidence
of even morec than one person, and n
many instances it was supported by dacu.
mentary evidence. It is not necessary
for me to repeat what 1is alveady
in the report; and ussuming that
members have perused the report and
are satisfied with it, T move that the
report be adopted.

Hox, W, KINGSMILL (Metropolitan
Suburbap): It is net my intention to
oppose the adoption of this report; but
in view of the fuct that one of the state-
ments made in the report is not
altogether correct, I think there should
be opportusity given to remedy the
omission. T refer to the fact that,
although in the first clause of the report
these words appear, * Notes of evidence
accompany this report,” there is no
evidence accompaning my copy of the
report. In order that we may have
some opportuuily of studying the evi-
dence, it will be a good thing if this
debate be adjourned until the evidence
is printed. T move * that the debate be
adjourned until next Tuesday week.”

Motion passed, the debate adjourned.

FEDERATION DETRIMENTAL, THIS
STATE TC WITHDRAW.

ASSEMBLY’S RESOLUTION.

Resolution from the Legislaiive As-
sembly now considered (with request for
concurrence} as follows :—

That in the opinion of thizs House the

Union of Western Australia with the other
States in the Commonwealth of Australia has
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proved detrimental fo the best interests of
this State, and that the time has arrived for
placing hefore the people the question of with-
drawing from snch nnion,

Hox. F. CONNOR (North) in moving
“That the Assembly’s resolution be
agreed to” said: In approaching this
great question, I adwit that I do so
with great diffidence. The guestion
requires deep and mature consideration,
Some people are frightened that war may
come; I do not agree with them, but
it i8 o question that should be fought by
the people of this State—and 1 hope
it will be—with all the constitutional
means in our power. It is of far-
reaching importance to the State of
Western Australia, and to a large extent
it will cover the fate of what Australia
itself will be in time to come. T venture
to say that T am voicing the opinions of
the great majority of the people of this
State. I think I can say that with
justice. At any raie I chalienge anybody
to put it to the test. I would ask that it
should be put to the test if possible, if
there are any means whereby we can do
80; but if there are not, T think I am
right io.saying that I voice the opinion
of the majority in moving this motion,
What has been the result of our entering
the Federation ? Have the great promises
made by the gentlemen who led us iuto
the Federation been attained? Are we

in as good a position to-day as we were

before we entered the Federation? Are
we as free to handle our own affairs and
to carve out our own destinies? Can we
carry on the affairs of the State as well
under existing conditions as we could if
we had not entered inio the Federation ?
T am prepared to say that again I express
the opinion of the majority of the people
in saying that we are not in as good a
position as we would have been had we
not entered the Federation, and that it is
right we should get ont of the bargain
that we have made as well as we can.
What has been the result of Federation,
T ask again? I am not going to labour
the question, and do not intend to make
a loog speech, bat, T desire to impress on
members the most important points, and
one of them is as to the results of our
entering the Federation. One of the
results bas been the depreciation in our
revenue. We have not the power fo
raise money which we could raise legiti-

[COUNCIL.)

to Withdraw.

mately and without hurting the people
of the country for the development of the
State, and in my opinion we will uofor-
tunately get into a worse position than
we have been in to the present. De-
preciation of revenue means less spending
power; and in a new country like ours,
containing almost ome-third of Aus-
tralia, the more money we can spend,
whether it is got from revenne or
whether it is borrowed, as long us
it is judiciously spent on reproduc-
tive works, the better it is for the
State. That is a proposition to which I
am afraid Dr. Hackett will not quite
agree. 'The more wmoney we spend, pro-
viding always that we do not do it
foolishly and provided that it is on re-
productive works, the better it is for the
State. The position is: Can we spend as
much money on the State now as we
could bave done had we stood out of the
Federation and been running our own
affairs? I am sorry to say that the
result of Federation to the present in thig
State has heen stagnation n trade; and
if we consult the business people of the
State we will find that most of them-—
all of them in fact, except o few faddists
—attribute this stagnation to Federation.
[Interjection by a. Memser.] Yes; the
land tax is one of the results of Federa-
tion. Another result has been that
properties that would have been of value
to the owners are practically unsaleable
in the city and leading towns of the
State. I allude particularly to Perth.
The result of all this has been that the
hopes we were led to believe in, more
credit, more trade, and greater enterprise,
have vanished, and the result has been,
as far as the Federal Government are
concerned, broken promises and un-
fulfilled pledges. Why did we enter the
Federation ? To benefit ourselves ? That
is human natare I sappose all the world
over; but I say that the reason we
entered the Federation was purely a
matter of sentiment,. and hecause of
a feeling that at one time uufortu-
nately existed between the goldfelds
and the coastal paris of the State.
And even before that feeling did exist,
I do not think anybody will challenge
that we had as the champions of our
Government and Stite sueh great inen as
Sir John Forrest, Dr. Hackett, and the
late respected George Leuke. They were
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opposed to Federation uniil that wave

came; and when the wave did come, was
there sufficient reason given for it¥ I
say there was not. It was purely a
question of sentiment, and 1 awm afraid
we have bad to suffer u loss of power for
the sake of that sentiment.
feeling of antagonism I hope is dead,
never to be resuscitated in this country;
I bhope that the differences between the

The old -

people of the coast and the people of the
. & friend of his, Mr. Monger, M.L.A,

goldfields are done with; and T am
satisfied that if we had Sir John Forrest

and Dr. Hackett to fight that fight over

again, we would see them on the side on
which I fought on the last vceasion, the
losing side.

Hown. J. W. Hackerr: This State had
to accept Federation.

How. K. F. 8moLs: It depended on
the way the cat jumped.

Hox. F. CONNOR: 1 would not put
it so bLroadly as the hou. wember, and
perbaps such astatementis unfair. Any-
how, I am pleased to hewr Dr, Hackelt
practically admit now that he made a
mistake.

. Hon.J. W. HacgETT:
adwit that.

Hon. F. CONNOR : I understood the
hon. member to say he had to accept it.
1 hope we bave heard the last of

No; I do not
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the serpent in the grass. T am sorry he
is not here now to be complimented on
bis judgment. and foresight as to what
was likely to bappen under Federation.
I am sorry we have not got men of his
ability with us now to take up this fight
where he left off, and fight it to the
bitter end. I should like now to read
some extracts from a lefter written by a
gentleman who went through the cam-
paign against Federation in this State to

The letter deals with the subject whether
or not we have the right to secede, and
the writer says:—

Touching this awful word *secession,”
which & mouthed so fearfully by unifica-
tionists, how few of them recognise that the
Australian Union is not a supreme sovereign
union. It did not create itself; it is the act

. of a higher power, the Imperial Parliament,

We should, I think, take into ¢onsidera-

- tion the opinivus of men who have a

antagonism between the different com- - viien
~ debated, as it will be, on a broader scale

munities of this State, and wmy only
regret is that the leader of that move-
ment (Mr. lLeake) is dead—that is a loss
to this country we must all deplore.
Against the Federal movement we had
some fairly clever and intellectual men.
We had the late Mr. Justice Moorhead.
Perhaps he was impelled by a sympathetic
prejudice in this matter, because he once
said that when we had the control of our
own affairs we should be careful not to
lose the home rule of thosc affairs, That
sestiment way have iufluenced him to
give his hplp to the losing side. We had
also Mr. J. Moran,
possible issues against Federation before
the country clearly and well. Every-

who put the -

thing he then said would oceur has since

eventuated, and much of the result of
Federation has not been to the benefit of
the couniry. We had also Mr. Vosper,
who at first was an ardent federalist,
fighting on the side of those who ruised
the cry “The Bill to the people.” He

knowledge of constitutivnal law and pro-
cedure at their fingers” ends; and when
we find ourselves in a hud position we
should not be afraid to accept the respon-
sibility of taking on a fight for an
alteration of our conditions by constitu-
tional means, even going to extremes in
that direction. 1 want the extracts fized
in the Hansard of this country for future
reference  when this question is being

than it is to-night.
on;:—

Now be it granted that the Australian
Union was ostensibly the creation of the Aus-
tralian desjre for union, that is that under the
Imperial Constitution it fitted with the spirit
of the British people that it should he by
popular hallot, still over all remains the fuct
that the permission of the sovereign power
had first to be got and obtained before the
subject States could give effect to their will,
Herein lies the difference between the
Canadian and Australasian Kederations and
the great American Union. The American
Union was the deliberate act of the indepen-
dent Statea. Thosc erstwhile British Colonies
had cast off allegiance to the sovereign power
which we Australians still cheerfully pay
allegiance to.  Not only had they rebelled in
thought, in aspiration, in declared intention,

The writer goes

. but they had rebelled de facto and bad upheld

their rebellion by the last of all authorities,
namely vi et armis. Consequently their act of
union was the act of full sovereign indepen-
dent Stafes, owning allegiance to none.
There was no higher power to appeal to when
the Southern States somght secession. The

fougllt. well on that side, until he found | sovereign power was the sovereign Federation,
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and there remained only what always will
remain while the world lasts, an appeal to arma.
This silences, while it lasts, all the periods of
the greatest constifutionalists, and makes
pigmies of great authorities who lord it over
allin times of peace. Now, that appeal to
arms is not to be thought of. God grant it
never will, in Australia’s case. Even if Wes-
tern Awustralin snddenly withdrew from the
union to-morrow~that is if she quietly
ignored its edicts, its officers, ete—’tis net, in
my opinion,and I will maintain it anywhere, in
the power of the union to compel the State
vi ef armis to a submission. It is the first, last,
and indispensable guality of sovereignty that
it, and it alone, wields the sword. If any
sovereign power parts with the engine of war
or abdicates the place of supreme arbiter, then
it ceases to be sovereign. ‘The Imperial
Parliament could not, the Crown could not,
stand by and witness civil war in its
dominions.  Such a thing is utterly foreign
to all past or preseut fundamental elements
of sovereignty. [t appears therefore that the
appeal would in the ultimnate issue be to
Cesar; and I cannot see how it can he
escaped. Now the peint I am deliberately
trying to emphasise is this, that after all the
word “ secession” is not applicable. There is
nothing either very dreadful or very imposing
even about the proposal to disintegrate. Let
the ranters rant about the great Australian
nation: they are city demagogues, a lot of
them. I am an Australian, born and bred
where Australian lifé was rough, typical. I
hear thousands of feotpath statesmen, who
wonld die if they had to live a typieal
Australian life, mouthing sententious phrases
abont “ our destiny” and such like, Believe
me these men would die with fright if called
upon to-morrow to maintain *“the sovereign
rights of the great Australian people” against
the world.

I am afraid I have trespassed a little
more on the time of the House than I
had intended; but there is one other
extract :—

Now if that be so, and if the Empire be the
first consideration, where then does the awful
consequence of our withdrawal from the
union come in? Would we not be still the
same loysl, contented, and more prosperous
British subjects ? Let na go farther and push
the argument home. If we are not prosperous
and not contented in the union, and since the
welfare of the whole depends upon the welfare
of the parts, is it not our duty, as trustees of
this part of the British Empire, to administer
it outside the small Australian union for its
own greater good and the consequent greater
good of the Empire ?

Memper : (ive the name of the
writer ?

Hon. F. CONNOR: The writer is C.
J. Moran. T think he was recognised as
somewhat of an authority —not perhaps

[COUNCIL.]

" some very powerful reason for it.

to Withdraw.

so great an authority as the member who
interjected—and I think we should take
these opinions into consideration in the
vote we have to cast to-night, for a divi-
sion will be called for. When deciding
how we shall vote, I think we should give
consideration to Mr. Moran’'s contention
that this is a question to be decided by
the British Parliament, If that be so,
and if we are labouring under disabilities
and injustice —which I think I shall be
able to prove before I conclude—then we
would be doing nothing unconstitutional
in pushing fo its farthest this motion
asking that the people shall be allowed to
decide by a referendum whether or not
they are satisfied with the present state
of affairs. There is also a leadivg article
—and T suppose I shall have to read it,
as I desire that this also shall be pub-
lished in Hansard-—it is from the Age, a
newspaper published in Melbourne, and
is dated the 24th September last. I wish
it published as a protest not ouly against
the Age but against the opposition dis-
played towards Western Australia by the
Eastern Press of Australia generally.

Hon.J. W.Hacgerr: Notull of then.

Hox. F.CONNOR: I said the Eastern
Press generally, The estract is hardly
worthy the high-class journal in which it
was published, but it is the only leading
article in that paper for that day; and
this is what it says:—

It is a good thing of course that such poli-
tical iniquity as the Desert Railway has been
got out of this Parliament. It stands to the
credit of the Semate that though it has been
asked by three Governments to pass this had
proposal, it has three times refused. This is an
instance in which the resolute determination of
the Senate to preserve state rights has over-
come the lax morality which springs out of
party government just as a poisunous fungus
grows ont of a putrescent soil. ‘The events of
the last week were indeed eloguent concerning
this deplorable effect of party government.
There we saw a Ministry persistently pressing
on the Senate this Desert Railway Bill, to the
imperilling of a great amount of legislation
of real conmseguence. Everyone saw the
game. Time was short, and a large amount
of work remained to be done, and yet this poli-
tical monstrosity for robbing the Statea was
obstinately kept to the front. There must he
What was
it # Noone for a moment believes the Gov-
ernment, as a Government, had any desire for
the perpetration of a disgraceful job like that.
Who could think that Sir William Lyne, re-
presenting Hume in New South Wales, could
have any interest in taxing his constituents
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for a railway which must bea dead weight and
loss on everybody connected with it? And
then there is Mr. Groom, representing a con-
stitucney in Quecasland. What possible bere-
fit could such a line be to his constituents,
who would have to pay their ghare of it? Or
take Senator Keating. a member for the State
of Tasmania. Why should he of all men
support such & patent fraaud upon the funds of
the “tightlittleisland”? If weseek enlighten-
ment of the Prime Minister, of the Attorney
Geperal, of Mr. Ewing, it is just the same.
Not one of them has any representative reason
“for thus playing the nefarions game of
Western Australin. All of them--and Mr.
Chapman may be added to them —have in-
terests in the very opposite direction. Sir
John Forrest alone is the member of the Gov-
ernment who should have been found, un
selfish grounds only, supporting this proposal,
How, then, are we to account for alt the others?
Thereby hangs a taile, and it is a very vgly
one indeed. And yet it is auch as should be
told and retold until the telling of it has
swept away that noxious thing which caused it
—party goversment. Tt might at first be
thought that, singe the Deakin Government,
the Watson Government, and the Reid Govern-
ment bhave all in turn been pledged to this
Desert Railway, the project may have some
legitimate ¢laims that do not appear. That
would not be an unnatural conclusion at
which to arrive. Bat it is not se. Thereisa
much simpler cxplanation. The existence of
three equal parties i the House accounts for
it all, ag we will show. Those three partiesin
the House are there because there are three
equal parties in the country. Thesz three
parties in the country compelled the leaders
of the several sections to conciliate the votes
aof the Western Australian members, who
really held the balance which could mmake and
unmake Ministries. Accordingly, we find Mr.
Reid making in Western Australia, before the
last election, an ostentatious parade of his
consuming anxiety to build this Desert Rail-
way. It was a part of the party government
game. 1t was met hy Mr. Watson and Mr.
Deakin  with a counter move, equally
shady in political morality, as all purely
party tactics are. They also discovered quite
& number of unimagined bennties in this
Westera desert, and possible riches lying under
the sand dunes. All sorts of air-drawn excuses,
guch ag defence needs, were invented to eke
out the palpable hollowness of the thing and
hide ita intrinsic deformity. The consequence
was that Western Australia got all the party
leaders pledged to commit what is almost a
national crime, purely in order that the parties
should not lose support. That Desert Rail-
way has been a spectre in every Ministerial
closet, It has grinned there and rattled its
detestable shanks with a constant menace that
no set of Ministers elected on the deplorable
party system could withstand. It is not much
good blaming any one set of Ministers for it.
They ar¢all implicated alike, and were all alike

inevitably enmeshed in the iniquity, as a part
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of the game of Responsible Government. No
practical man can work the party systew and
yet be above and beyond it. If he plays the
demoralising game at all he must make use of
the chigane and tricks which are a part of its
degrading nature. During the whole of last
week the game was being played. The
Westerz Australian members were holding
Ministers rigidly to their Western desert
pledges. That Desert Railway was a pistol
held at the head of the Government, " Your
railway or your life.”

[t would be guite useless to impute blame
to any of the parties. The game was being
played according to its recogmised rutes. The
Ministry had need of the Western Australinn
votes to “wake a House" against the
Oppusition’s constant endeavours to ‘' count
out” the Chamber. Those votes would be
given only “at a price.” 'Tha price was the
Desert Railway Bill. The price had to be
pnid or Parliament would be brought to a
premature conclusion, and the session must
end without its Tariff Reform, its Preference
Bill, aod its New Zealand Treaty. Other
things also had to be sacrificed umless this
political bribe were paid te placale Western
Australia. That ia what party government is
for ever exacting of its vietimz. There is not
a man in this House of Parliament, or in any
other worked ander the same system, who is
not bound to vote for what he disapproves,
and sometimes oppose measures he believes in.
When asked why he does things which his
conscience condemns, he has a perfect
answer— My dear fellow, it was a choice of
evils. T wascompelled to sncrifice the measure
or the Government. I eacrificed the measure
T believed in, in order to save the Government,
which T could not afford just then to lose.”
Why did Senator Keating, for example, vote
for a railway which would have robbed Tas-
mania of more than £500,000? Certainly not
because he believed in it. Every one of his
friends knows that he does not. But he is a
member of the Ministry, and the Ministry is
pledged to it. Loyalty to his colleagnes was
his motive. But it meant disloyalty to his
State. And so we may also ask Senator
Findley to explain, if such a thing were
possible, his disloyalty to Victoria, as abund-
antly evidenced by the persistent support
which he has given to this iniquitous rail-
way scheme. Fortunalely the job was de-
feated. The Desert Railway is dead, as it has
long been damned. Had there been no party
Government, aad had every member of the
House been free to treat the subject on its
merits, there would not have been more than
o dozen memhers in both Houses who would
have advocated it. It should be the duty of
the electors to sec that this political enormity,
being dead, has no resurrection.

I must apelogise for occupying so much
time, and as I said, T am a bad reader;
but T had to read that extract and I
think [ did right in reading it, so as to
have it recorded in this State that such
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an article was writlen. The article
proves that the brotherhood business,
the great national business, whereby we
- were to be the favoured brothers of people
of the same race in the East, was a
delusion. When such an atticle can
appear in a leading paper in one of the
principle States of Australia, when such
an article can be written against a State
such as this that gave up so much for
the sake of the national movement, that
was led to its own detriment into the
national movement, that took the risk
and bad to pay the price, when such an
article as this can be written and read by
the people of Victoria and not reseated,
I say it is time to do our best to get vat
of the power of the people who produce
that stuff and who place it before the
public in a leading paper of a leading
State. I was about to vefer again to the
change that came over the opinions of
some gentlemen who were leaders in the
Federal movenient.
unkind; but I say it was a pity that two
great men-—I will call themn great-—of
such known ability as Sir John Forrest
and Dr. Hackeit shonld bave transferred
their allegiance from the anti-Federal to
the Federal party. That was a great
pity. T am sorry it occurred. [ am
sorry, too, that we have lost the power to
control our own affairs, which were, prior
to Federation, laryely controlled by those
two gentlemen.
extent, in charge of the affairs of this

country, one being absolutely the Premier, |

and the other a good lieutenant and
assistant. While the affairs of the
colony were in their hands. I hold that
we were successful and properous; but
since that time we are not advaneing;
our present progress is retrograde; we

I do not wish to be

They were, to some ;

[COUNCIL.]

to Withdraw.

departed a few days ago, Mr. G. T.
Simpson. He was the man who raised the
cry, “The Bill to the people” Why?
He told me himself that he called

" out *The Bill to the people” because

are guing back instead of getting to the

front; we are not keeping up to the
standard established before Federation ;
and therefore I say our duty is, not to
secede if secession can be avoided, bub to
secede if necessary ; though, if we cannot
by any movement which the public men
of this State may suggest, obtain better
terms from the Federal Government,
that is from the rest of Australia, then

I say we are justified in adopting any

and every constitutional means in our
power to attain that object. Again let
us ery, “The Bill 1o the people.” That
was the cry raised by my old friend,

he was dissatisfied with the internal con-
dition of the Celony. And the cry was
successful. It wus an appeal that went
to the people’s hearts. * The Bill to the
people ” is a great cry. Therefore I say,
why should we not again go to the people
on this question ? Benefit by the teach-"
ings of history, and again refer the
matter to the people, to obtain their
verdict. And if we can do that, they
will in my opinion vote, if not unani-
mously, by an overwhelming majority
against a continuance of the present
Federal condifions. I appeal to mem-
bers who may be wavering: if there be
a division on this motion, though I hope
it will be carried unanimously, I would
ask the country members here, why bave
we a land tax proposal? Because we
joined Federation. Such a tax ecould
not possibly bave been necessary had we
retamed control of our Customs; and I
therefore appeal to members representing
country districts to consider, when voting
on thiz motion, why we have u land tax
proposed and a Bill before us for its im-
position. I tell thewn that the only reason
15 our joining Federation. 1 apologise
for the length of my speech, but T com-
mend to the House this motion, which T
hope will be passed without a division;
and if there is a division, I hope we shall
have an overwhelming majority in its
favour.

How. C. E. DEMPSTER (East): 1,
like the preceding speaker, hope that the
motion will be carried unanimously. I
hope we shall be able to appeal to the
people, with a view to getting out of the
Federation ; because we can show clearly
and most convincingly that Federation is
the cause of all our present difficulties,
and that it has been a mistake from the
very first. It has entailed an enormous
expenditure, which has not lbeen in any
single respect reproductive; and instead
of being connected with the East by the
railway which we were promised on the
introduction of the Commobwealth Con-
stitution Bill, instead of having that steel
bund which was to unite Western Aus-
tralia with the sister colonies, we see that
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the promises wade have been entirely | bondage we have incurred by entering

igoored, and that the uniom is non- | into a union with the other States.

existent which that stee! band was to
create. From every possible standpoint
we find hat Federation is very unde-
sirable in the ioterests of tbis coumtry,
Our freedom, we may say, is gone; our
Customs are beyond our control; we can
hardly do anything at all without ap-
pealing to the Federal Governwment; and
we know what the Federal Goverment is.
We know bow poorly we are represented
in the Federal Parliament, where we have
five members against 70; and how, in
view of the feeling proved to exist in that
Parliament and in the other Stales
towards this State, can we ever expect to
zain a single point we may desire ¥ That
feeling has been fully exhibited by the
speeches made from time to time in
the East; and needless to say, it
is not the good feeling which we
were led to believe Federation would
arcuse. In every possible respect Federa-
tion has been a wistake. We are too far
removed from the Eastern States for the
Federation to be from our point of view
a success; and our only way ont of the
difticulty in which we are is to appeal to
the Tinperial Government to release us
from this union which has proved so
undesirab’e and sv unprofitable, and
which is not at all likely, except perhaps
after several gensrations have passed
away, to be satisfactory to Western Aus-
tralia. We know that from the very
inception of the Federal agitation, a large
proportion of the permaunent residents n
this Colony felt and knew that Federa-
tion would be undesirable. They all
opposed it; but the Colony was forced
into Federativn, not by these who
belonged to the Colony, but by people
who had come here with litile or nothing
of their own to sacrifice, with little or
nothing to risk ; people who nevertheless
had voles. And the question was referred
to them, hiased as they were by the
eluquence of many public men who took up
the case and made statements which were
perfectly unrelinble, und which time has
proved to have been founded on nothing,
which have been proved to be fallaciousin
the extreme and never carried oot ina
single instance.  Thercfore we have
sufhicient ground to go on for appealing
to the people now, and for using our best
endeavours to get released from this

I do

. not look upon it as treason to move in a

matter of this sort; I think it is the duty
of every man of courage to come forward
and say, “ We have made a mistake in
the past; we see that entering the Federa-
tisn has created an enormous expenditure
and that our State is reduced to serious
straits in consequence of the heavy loss
incurred.”” T'he fact that the Govern-
ment are now obliged to appeal to the
people to pay & tax to weet the deficit
meurred through the loss of revenue
caused by federating, shows how desiruble
it is and how itis in the interests of the
State to be released from the Federation.
T think those of us who see ii and feel it
should be manly enough to say that we
should use our best endeavours to get out
of the Federation. I sincerely hope the
House will concur in expressing an
opinion in opposition to Federation, and
in supporting the resolution.

On wmotion by Hon. E. M. CrLarkE,
debate adjourned.

" BILL—LAND TAX ASSESSMENT.
MACHINERY MEASURE.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1 —agreed to.
Clause 2-—Interpretation :

DEFINITION OF “IMPROVEMENTS.”

" How. C. SOMMERS moved an amend-
ment——

That in the definition of “improvements”

the word “roads’ be inserted after “pln.nt-
ing.”
Many estates near towns could not be
used for pastoral, agricultural, or horti-
cultural purposes, and could only be
improved by being cut up for sale in
building lots. The owners spent con-
siderable money in making roads and
laying on water un such properties and
in making footpaths, and it was only
fuir these should be considered as im-
provements.

Hox. V. HAMERSLEY supported
ithe amendmnent. Private individuals in
the country spent considerable money in
making roads on their properties, and it
was right that they should be allowed
to consider these roads as an improve-
ment.
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[COUNCIL.]

Hown. J. W. Hacrerr: What was |

meant by nking a road, macadamisiog ?

Hox. V. HAMERSLEY: Formmg a
road, putting in crossings over gullies
and macadamising to a certain extent.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE: In the South-
West it frequently happened that one of
the first things essential “for the new
settler to do was to bnild roads to his
premises and his different paddocks.
This was a big item of expendituve.

Tae C JLONIAL SECRETARY : The
amendment could not be accepted by the
Government. If he happened to oppose
amendments—and many amendments
had been foreshadowed during the debate
on the second reading-—he was uot
doing so simply becanse they were
moved by an¥ wember who had opposed
the Bill. The position was that the House
by a majority had agreed to the Bill ; and
it should be the intention of every niem-
ber, now that the principle contained in
the Bill bad been assented to, 1o make it
a workable wmeasure. He was quite
willing to accept any amendments that
would improve the measure, but mem.
bers should consider well the fact that
the Government had arrived at the
present form of the Bill after con-
siderable thought and consideration.

Hon. C. Sommers: The Bill was not
absolately perfect.

Tas COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was as perfect a Bill as Cabinet could
make it, after studving each phase of
the question.

Hown. C. Sommers: The Government
had not all the brains of the community.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was not claimed they had. He did not
want any impertinent interjections of
that kind. The Government had given
the Bill every consideration. Seeing
that we were Lo have a land tax they had
tried to put it in the mildest form they
could. He was gquite willing to consider
any reasonable amendment, but this
amendment moved by the hon. member
who reflected on the brains of the
Government was not reasonable. Mem-
bers must bear in mind that the hon.

amendment providing that, outside muni-
cipalities, improvements need only con-
gist of one-tenth of the unimproved value
of the land.

. Commitlee.

Hoxn. C. Sommers: Was the hon.
rmeember m order in referring to u later
clause ?

Tar CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
could refer to the elause, but must not
debate it.

Tre COLONTAL SECRETARY: It
wag necessary to deal with the later
clause in order to fully understand the
nature of this amendmnent. In the case

* of an estate valued at £30,000, all the

owner would need to do to improve it to
obtain a rebate of the tax would be to
construet roads to the value of £3,000, if
the amendment of the hon. member was
accepted. Members should think of this
before Lthey assented to the amendment.
It was not at all & reasonable amendment.
This was not intended for the benefit of
farmers or country lands. TLand was
deemed to be improved after a pound an
acre had bzen spent ou it or vne-third of
the unimproved value, and that was not
very great. Farmers as a rule did not
make roads to any extent. Any farm to
which it would be necessary to make a
road would be cultivated, and one would
have had to fence it and build a house,
which would be sufficient improvement
nnder this Bill without having a road "at
all. 8o this would be of no benefit to
farmers, but only to estates cut up near
town where roads were made. :

How. 8. J. HAYNES: If & man did
cub up an estate and make roads, it was
the beginning of convenience for the
settlement of the people, and a legitimate
and proper improvement that should be
allowed tor. Roads were just as much
an improvement. when made by private
individuals as were houses.

How. J. W. Hacgrrr: There was
nothing about private individuals.

Hox. 8. J. HAYNES: Private roads
were what he referred to. The amend-
ment seemed u reasonable and proper
one, and the improvement referred to
should be encouraged.

Horw. E. McLARTY: Tf a man
spent a sum of mouoey in making a road
for the development of his property to
give him facilities to get from one portion

" to another, that work' should be con-
member had on the Notice Paper another °

sidered an improvement, and it should be
taken into consideration.

Hov. W. PATRICK: The amend-
ment was not gnite clear. The constrne-

. tion of roads through country land so
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that a farmer or squatter could move
from ome portion of bis properiy to
another was an improveraent that ought
to be included, but in his opinion that
was governed by the other portion of the
definition “other iwprovements.” A
road through land cut up into alletments
would be practically a public road, and
in his opinion that should oot be reckoned
as an improvement from a private point
of view.

How. M. L. MOSS: The obvious inteot
of the amendment wus to enable the
owner of a large estate, perhups within
reasonable distance of Perth or some’
other large centre, which was held purely
for speculative purposes. to have roads
made regarded as improvements; bot
those roads would be constructed with
the object of more easily selling the
property. He did not propose to increase
the exemptions. He would vote against
the amendment.

Hox. . SOMMERS: Unfortunately,
around Perth and Fremantle most of the
land was of a sandy nature and utterly
unfit for pastoral and borticultural pur-
poses. Supposing thht in Victoria Park
or South Perth a person possessed 100
acres, they would be absolutely unfit for
those purposes, and if it was desired
tbat it should be utilised for residential
sites, the first thing that the owner had
to do was to subdivide it.

How. M. T.. Moss: Onedid that for his
Own purposes.

How. C. SOMMERS: And in doing it
he not only benefited himself but the
public. A macadamised road would cost
on the average £1,000 a mile. He was
willing to say in the ammendment **roads
macadanised and made by the owner,” or
to wdopt some other definition which per-
haps the Commirtee would assist in fram-
ing. To penalise a man who carried out
such work as road making would be a
monstrous thing.  Such work did not
come under the heading of * other
improvements,” because “ other improve-
ments” meant improvements of a like
nature to those specified, and it was
necessary, if a road was to be regarded
as an improvement, that it should be
specially stated in the measure. When
he moved the amendment he was not
thinking of country lands. He vepre-
sented the Metropolitan Province, and
two-thirds of the tax would be paid by
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the people of Perth, Fremantle, Kalgoor-
lie, and Boulder. As they were paying
such an enormous amouut of the tax we
should be prepared to give some redress
to the people willing to spend money in
improving their property. There were
lots of land around Perth which if forced
on the market would not fetch £1 an
acre, but which would if soM in reason-
able areas fetch perhaps £20 or £30 an
acre. The principle of the Bill had been
approved, and why should not the
Leader of the House assist in making
the measure more equitable and more
workable 7 It was the only reasonable
way in which a man counld spend moeney
in improving this class of land.

Hox. W. T. LOTON : The proposition
put forward would hot work out fairly
to the purchaser of the land cut up. The
owner of the estate would retain the
value of the improvement in the shape of
roads by getting an enhanced price for
the land; boi the improvement would
not count to the purchaser.

Hon. C. SOMMERS : It was for the
wan buying the block to improve it, if he
desired to evade the tax.

How. V. HAMERSLEY: It was
not with undue opposition to the measure
ag a whole that he supported this amend-
ment. He made a note of this matter
long before a division was taken on the
second reading. Road-making was of as
much importance as the improvements
Ha had also in-
teaded to move in the direction of includ-
ing tramways as improvements. Roads
and tramways conld not very well be left
to the general term of *“other improve-
meuts,” because the taxing officer would
rightly hold that, since improvements of
not as much importance were specified in
the Bill, roads and tramways should have
been specitied, or ¢could not be classed as
improvements. Mewbers should give
this amendment every consideration, be-
cause a considerable amount of money
was spent on these roads. Large sums
bhad been spent on improvewents that
bhad becomwe exhausted, and we should
not call upon the farmers to lose the
value of the road-making also,

Hon. H. BRIGGS supported the
amendment. That roads were an im-
provement was a principle recognised by
the Lands Department. We saw every
week in the Government Gazette subur-
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ban land put up for auction on certain
conditions, such as erecting a fence and
speading so much per acre on the land.
He had been assured by the Lands
Department that roads made through
the property would be counted as im-
provements,

How. E. M. CLARKE : The thing could
be put in & nusshell  When the valuator
went round to look at property claimed
to be improved by road-making, he would
ask the Minister whether he ‘was to con-
sider the value of these roads. ‘I'he value
of the property would be increased and
the man would pay the tax in accord-
ance.

Hoxn, W. MALEY : It was his desire,
having opposed the Bill, to see as few
amendments as possible, and to oppose
every exemption afforded, because the
Bill should be as broad-based as possible ;
but he desired to sce justice done to every
owner of land. One was led to believe
from the remarks of hon. members that
roads on farms were an improvement,
while roads on suburban estates cut up
for sale were not. Could anyone say that
a road put through a sand-covered estat-
near Perth was anything but an improvee
ment } Surely it rendered service to the
community T The idea of constructing
roads through estates put up for sale
was a new one, and it represented an
advanced stage ; and in no pluce was it
s0 necessary as in the sandy country
near Perth. What tmprovenents could
owners of this land near Perth effect but
making roads ? He (Hon. W. Maley) had
certain Jand, and he could not and would
not attempt to pay the first tax onit. e
would take the necessary precaution, as
soon as the Bill passed, to transfer per-
haps 50 allotments he possessed to the
State. What improvements could the
owners of Osborne Park Estate effect
on the land to be of value? If they
put up a fence it would be removed. |t
was no use putting up houses unless
there wus a demand for houses and it
was impossible to build on ai! the suburban
area at present. Members did not re-
cognise this.

Hox. J. M. DREW: What was the
meaning of the word “road?” Did it

[COUNCIL.]

in Commiltlee.

siguily a sirveyed rord, a public road,
or a private road ?

Hox. (L SoMsers : Any road.

Hox. J. M. DREW: ‘That being so,
the main object of the amendment would
be defeated, because in country districts
large estates were divided by cleared
tracks; roads which were just as good
as those within municipalities. North
and south, east and west, and in every
direction there were roads made purely
in the interests of the owner of the estate.

Hox. C. SOMMERS: Under the in-
*tecpretation of “ improvement ” the clear-
ing of timber was included, and the
making of drains. Ii a man desired to
make a road he cleared the timber first
and also druined the land. The improve-
ments were intended for the benefit ot
country landowners, whereas the exemp-
tious should not only be for the benchif
of the farmer, but for the town land-
owner also. Roads running through
stations were not the property of the
landowner, but were Government roads.
[How. J. M. Deew: Not always] If
a man made a road and drained it, that
was an improvement. There were people
who had invested money in land and
were paying heavy rates. These persons
were spending money in road-inaking
so that they could get rid of the land.
Now we had approved of the Bill, let us
make it as fair and equitable as possible
and make the exemptions apply equally
to the country and town landowners.
By leave he would withdraw the amend-
ment with o view to substituting another.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hox. C. SOMMERS moved an amend-
ment— °

That efter the word * planting ~ the words
“ roads made and macadamised by the owner”
be inserted.

Hox. (. RANDELL: On the ground
of common sense he would support the
amendment. Roads made through
praperty were in many cases more valuable
than fencing. and should be taken into
consideraton. There was no doubt the
valuator would take these roads intn
consideration when valuing a property.
In the interpretation were the words
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*or any other improvement whatsoever.”
That should eover the amendment. Roads
were for the benefit of the general public
although they might not be taken over
by the local authority, in which case the
amendment deserved every consideration,

Tur COLONIAL SECRETARY: A
wrong view of the question had been
taken by Mr. Randell and other members.
Under the present Bill, roads would count
as an Lmprovement.

Hox. C. SosMers: Why oppose the
amendment then ?

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY: On
account of a subsequent amendment.
Any valuator would take into account

‘the presence- of a road; therefore the

road, as a matter of necessity, should
count ag an improvement. But how were
we to define a road 7T That was why
he objected to the amendment.

Ho~. G. RanBELL: Say a macadamised
road.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : What
was a macadamised road? It was im-
possible to define what a road was. One
road might cost £100 u mile, in one part
of the country, and another road would
cost £1,000 a mile in ancther part of
the country. Country members could
rest assured that if the roads on their
farms were improved, they would un-
doubtedly count as improvements. ke
ohjected to the amendment on account
of a farther amendment to be moved
later, which was clearly aimed at suburhan
land not subdivided. These roads would
give an additional price to the land. and
the owner would obtain a larger value
from the people to whom the land was
sold. The vendor would be the only
person who would benefit. The amend-
ment would not benefit country members
at all Any permanent improvement
would be allowed for.

Hox. J. W. LANGSFORD: NI the
amendment was allowed, we wounld be
entitled to insist that all feotpaths in
towns and suburbs should be included
as an improvement. The words mn the
latter part of the clause would cover roads
and footpaths. '

Hox. (i. RaxpernL: When made by the
owner.

[3 Ocrozser, 1906.]
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Hox. .J. W. LANGSFORD : On private
property. Fhern were many foetpaths
in Perth und suburbs which distinetly
improved the value of property ; and under
the wards vsed in the clause, they would
be reckoned as an improvement. If the
amendment was inserted, then footpaths
could not be regarded as an improve-
l.ncnt.

At 6:30. the Caamryax left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

How, G SOMMERS: Whether “any
other improvements whutsoever * would
include @ road was doubtful. First the
Minister said it would, afterwards that
it would not ; und to make the point clear
the amendnient was necessary. Country
members testified that roads were essen-
tially improvements on country lands,
and in certain suburban lands roads were
the only improvement possible. He
altered the amendment to read ®roads
made or macadamised by the owner.”
The farmer who simply grubbed out
stwnps and formed a road should have
it clussed as an tmprovement.

Hox. V. HAMERSLEY supported the |
amendment. A man whe spent money
on road-making employed labour, and
his expenditure should be recognised.
It was doubtful whether roads would be
included as improvements in the defini-
tion as it stocd

Hon. E. M. CLARKE: ]t was clear
that the definition did not include rouds.
Another amendment was necessary : for
amongst “ improvements " were included
the eradication of noxious weeds, though
the Governrent could, under the Noxious
Weeds Act, compel their eradication,
while by this Bill the owner would be
paid for do'ng the work. He would
move to excise the words ~ noxious
weeds

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY : 1he
Government did not feel strongly on the
amendiment ; but i * made or mucadamised
road ” were inserted, the valuator would
not recognise as an improvement a rough
track with rude culverts ; whereas, if the
definition passed as printed, he would
have to allow for such a road as coming
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under the head of *
“ment whatsoever.”

Hox. W. T LOTON: Survely the
valuator would have to take into accoant
monsy spent by o suburban landownsr
in making roads, just as he would in
country districts.

THE CoLONIAL SECRETARY : Certainly.

HoxN. W. T. LOTOYN : Better not alter
the definition. The valuator would bé
bound to consider any expenditure on
road-making, whether in town or sub-
urban lands. If he did not recognisc a
track as a road, the owner could appeal.

Hox. W. MALEY differed from Mr.
Toton. As the definition stood, a prop-
erty-ownar would not fec! sufe in muking
such an improvement as a road. I the
words were inserted, the owner of a
suburban estate having money to invest
would be induced to expend money in
making roads so as to obtain the privilege
under the Bill, and by so deing would
be conferring a public benefit. This might
lead to a large amount of road-making
in suburban areas, and afford a solution
of the unemployed groblem

How. C. SOMMERS : The Minister had
refrained from making roference to the
application of the amendment to sub-
urhan lands. Frequently roads boards
or small municipalities had not the funds
to go in extensively for roid-making ;
therefore, why not offer to owners this
inducement to improvement of their

ropersies by making roads? Roads,
FLe railways, inluced scttlement; and
in this instance it wus not proposed that
the Government should incur the ex-
pans: of muking rouds, but that ownsrs
of land be per mitte. I, in return for doing
s0, to escape the penalty of the higher tax.

How. V. HAMERSLEY : Unless the
amendment were included, it would be
almost as well to strike out the reservation
in the clause, for the assessor might
decide that roids did ne: come within
the category of “amy other improve-
ments.”

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

Ayes . . Lo 12
Noes . . o 11

Majority for o1

any other improve-

[COUNCIL.]

in Commitice.

Aves, NoEs,
Hon. H. Brigga Hon. T. F. 0. Brimage
Hon, E. M. Clarke Hon. J. D. Connolly
Hon. F. Connor Hon. J. M, Drew
Hon. . E. Dempster Hon. J. T. Glowrey
Hon, V. Hamersley Hop, J. W, Huckeit
Hon. 8. J. Haynes Hon J. W, Lang-ford
Hon. W, Maley Hon, R, Laurie
Hou, W. Oats Hon. W. Putrick
Hon. G. Randell Hon. C. A. Piesse
Hon, ¢, Sommers Hon. R, F, Sholl
Hon. J, W. Wright Hon W.T.Loten
Hon, E, McLarty (Teller),

(Tellar).
Amendment thus passed.

How, W. T. LOTON moved an ameni-
ment—

That after the word “water” the words
“pumups, windmills, or other apparatus for
abtaining water ” be added.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
was no objection to the amendment, other
than that the clauss .).lxeady sufticiently
covered the matter.

Amendment put and passed.

Howx. C. SOMMERS moved an amend-
rent—

That after the word “drains,” the words

“laying on of water, reticulation, water supply
and comnections, conserva.tlon of water,” be
inserted.
It was desirable thet every encourage-
ment should be given for people to have
an abundance of water. Having already
agreed to the amendment by Mr. Loton,
he did not sec that the Committee could
object to this amendment.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
amendment was unnecessary, and only

" on this ground did he oppose it, far it

was already provtded in the clause that
* improvements " should consist of houses
and buildings, fencing, planting, exca-

vations for holding water, etc. What"
was the conservation of water that was
not covered by “excavation " ?

Hoxn. (. RaNDELL : It might be in tanks.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY: We
should nsed o very big clause if we enumer-
ated every article.

Hox. R. F. SHOLL : If a rate was paid
and a comnection was put down by the
local authority or the Metropolitan Water-
works Board, would that count as an
improvement by the owner or occupicr
of the land ?

Tur CoLONIAL SECRETARY : No.

Hox. R. F. SHOLL: Unler
amendment it would.

this
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Hox. €. SOMMERS : Whut he meant
vas work donu by the owner.

Hox. J. W. HACKETT : The Colonial
Jecretury woald have done well to consult
he Crown Jaw authorities as to what
vas included in the words * other im-
wwovements.” The clause could not he
nade wider than it was.

Hox. C. SOMMERS : The laying of a
sin. or Gin. main was very costly. The
dinister thought that this amendment
vas a matter of repetition; but he (Mr."
ljommers) wished to make assurance
loubly sure.

Hox. R. LAURIE: If water was laid

m, the owners of the property got an |

nereased price for the land. The vendor
vould get the whole of the rebate for those
eticulution pipes, and the man who
rought two or three blocks of land would
reb no exemption.

Hox. €. BOMMERS : Accurdiag to the
1on. gentleman, anyone was to be dis-
souraged fronr spending monsy in im-
ywoving his land. [Hon R Lavwe:
Vot a bit.] He could mention a great
nany estates where water was luid on
)y owners, and the work had to be paid
or out of their own pockets That was
yivate enterprise which we always tried
o encourage. What did a Government
ay down a railway for, but to improve
e value of the land, and make it saleable

Hox. R. LAURILE: There were too
nany exemptions. We had been told
l round the House that the Bill was a
sad one. We approved of the principle
 the Bill, and those who had talked
gainst ¢Xemptions were now wanting
arther exemptions. Supposing one made
1 road, the land would he improved up to
:he supposed value, and under this amend-
nent it would be all improved land, and
‘here would be no tax. We could take
v portion of the morthern part of the
State where there would be no tax. The
mprovement of streets and the reticu-
ation of water pipes would leave the
aroperty improved land.

Hox. C. SoMMERS: And the owners
would pay 2d. in the pound.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY : This
imendment was a needless repetition.
wind he must object to it and ask the

{3 Ocrouer, 1906.]
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Coumittee to be good enough nat to
muke the Bill look ridiculous.

Hox. R. F. SHOLL : The owners of the
land where such work as that referred to
was carried out would be exempted from
paying the higher rate, i such work was
to be considered an improvement. 1f such
work was to be considered an improve-
ment, it meant that there would be less
taxation, and thercfore it meant that
there would be further exemption. He
was opposed to all exemnptions.

Amendment put. and a division taken
with the fellowing result :—

Aves . . o9

Noes . . N
Majority against .. 3
AYES, Kogs.

Hou. H. Briggs

Hon. T. F. O. Brimage
Hou, E. M. Clarke

Hou. J. D. Connolly

Hou. C. E. Dempster ' Hon. J. M. Drew
Moo, V¥, Hamersley Hop. J. T. Glowrey
Hon. §. J. Haynes Hen. J. W, Hackestt
Hon. W, Maley Hon. J. W. Langsford

Hoo. G, Randell
Hou. C. Sommers
Hon. J. W. Wright

Hemn, R, Laurie
Hon. E. McLarty
Hon. W. Patrick

(Teller), ' Hon. €. A. Piesse
Hon. R. F. Sholl
Hou, W, T, Jioton
’ (Teller).

Amendment thus negutived.

Hox. 1. M. CLARKE meoved ap amend-
ment— ’

That the words *“noxious weeds ” be struck
out of the definition of “improvements.”

It was not necessary to provide in this

"Bill that noxious weeds should be cleared.

Under the Noxious Weeds Act power was
given to the inspector to require land to
he cleared of noxious weeds.

Hox. W. PATRICK: There was no
need to strike out these words. It was
not intended to tax noxious weeds; they
were an incumbrance on the land. ~

THE HONORARY MINISTER: The
mover of the amendment must be joking.
We could not do better than encourage a
man to clear noxious weeds oft his land.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hox. G. RANDELL: Should not the
words * Colonial T'reasurer * be * State
Treasurer " 1

Hox. J. W. HACKETT : Under the
Constitution Act the office was deseribed
as * Colonial Treasurer.”
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Hox. C. SOMMERS moved an amenl-
_mont— )

That in Subclause (a) of the definition of
“unimproved value,” after the word “sale’
the following be inserted, “for cash or on
terms not exceeding 12 calendar mounths.”
'The subelause provided that the unim-
proved value of freehold larfd would be
the capital sum for which the fee simple
would sell under such reasonable con-

" ditions of sale us a bona fide seller would
require, assuming the actual improve
‘ments had not been made. The question
might arise as to what were reasonuble
terms on which the land might be sold.
Land sald on 20-years terms would
naturally bring more than land sold on
12-months terms, as the conditions would
be so much easier. We should do some-
thing to limit thé term, so that the valuer
could arrive at the value of the land.
He suggested the inclusion of the words
proposed in the amendment.

How. J. W. HackurT: Reasonable con-
ditions meant the market rate.

Hox. C. SOMMERS : If we gave long
terms the land brought more, but it wus
a falss value.

Hon. W. [, LOTON : The amendments
was unnecessary and undesirable because
the clause was sufficiently explicit, The
price at which the land would sell would
be practically a cash price or thereabout.

Hox. R. . SHOLL: it was frivolons

..to put in the Bill the conditions of the
sale of land such as would be read out
at an auetion sale. It had nothing to
do with the Bill whether the people paid
cash or took terms.

Hox. E. M. CLARKE : The clause was
almost word for word with the Roads
Act. When we said reasonable terms it
was all that was required.

How. C. SOMMERS: The object was
to improve the Bill, and it would not
hurt the measure to provide that the
reasonable terms a bona fide seller would
require would be not more than 12
months,

Howx. 8. J. HAYNES: The wording
of the clause as it stood was reusonable.
If the amencinent was carried it would
make the value of the land an absolutely
cash price, which would be unfair.

[COUNCIL.)

in Comniiliee.

[ox, W, Paniick : The present value
was the thing.

Hox. S 0. HAYNES: The valuatol
would have a fair knowledge of dealing
with land and would ask what was ¢
fair thing, perbaps so much cash anc
so much on terms; bhut if we limited
it to cash it would be unreasonable, ant
would not be fair taxation. The claus
was reasonable and businesslike.

Hox. W. MALEY : [t was impossibl
to arrive at unimproved value. He had
not met the genius who could decid
the exact figure of the unimproved valu
of all pieces of land, He was not D
favour of any unnecessary amendinent
to provoke members or to prolon
the agony, and the hon. member, in thi
instance, had perhaps overshot the mark
If there wus any sense in the clause a
all there was just as much as there wa
in the amendment proposed.

Hon, €. SOMMERS: If the value o
the land was the cash valug, that would g
against the proposals of the Government
He asked leave to withdraw the amend
ment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Hon. E. M. CLARKE : What was th
meaning of Subclavse (¢) ?

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY : Tak
a pastoral lease of 40,000 acres. Th
rent charged by the Crown was £1 pe
thousand acres, which would aniount t
£40 per annum. Assume it was a gool
pastoral lease the fair annual rental fo
that would be £2 per 1,000 acres, or £8'
a year. For the purposes of taxation th
Government deducted the rent paid t
the Crown, £40, from the fair annua
rent, which was £30, leaving £40, whic
was multiplied by 20 giving £800 as th
unimproved value of the lease. The ta:
would be paid on £800. Of course i
would depend on whether the lease wa
improved. If the lease was improve
to the extent of onc-third, which in th
case cited would e about £300, ther
the tax would come in under the lesse
rate of £d.

Hox. R. F. SHOLI:: This sub¢laus

seemed to be inconsistent with Subelaus
{a} of Clause 10.
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THE COLONLIAL SECRETARY : The
lund had to be improved up to £1 per
ucre, or one-third of the unimproved value,
and he had shown the way the unin-
proved value was arrived at.

Hox. W. . LOTOXN : Could any reason
be given why the fair annual rental
tad to be multiplied by 2012

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
Government was nssuming that the lessee
was paying equal to a 5 per gent. rent.

Hox. W. T. LOTOXN : Until an assess-
ment wus made, the rent wus to be mul-
tiplied by 20. Suppising the rent pail
wag 103 or £1, that amount would be
multiplied by 20, and on that amount the
tax would be levied.  Wasit fair to assume
that leases of these lands were worth
20 times the amount of the rent now
heing paid ?

T CoLoNIaL SECRETARY ;: Surely free-
hold was.

Hon. W. T. LOTON: There was no
freehold about it. These were leaseholds,
and the Government were assuming that
the leaseholds were worth 20 times the
amount of the rent now being paid.
He distinctly said they were not worth
that amount. 1f the Government pro-
posed to tax the leaseholders on these lines,
in many instances the Government would
have a lot of land to relet, because people
wauld not hold leases on an assessment
of that kind. 1t was an exorbitant
assessment.

Hox. E. McLARTY : This was a most
objectionable chwse, and very difficult
to understand. Seeing that mining leases
and timber leases were exempt he moved—

That Subclause (¢) be struck out.

{t was unreasonable that the Government
should give certain conditions and then
impose a tax on land which the lessee
had no right to purchase. The Govern-
ment multiplied the amount of the rent
by 20, which was an unreasonable pro-
posal.

Hox. E. M. CLARKE: In the North
a person leasing land from the Crown
paud say £200 rent for that land. What
woulld the lessee have to pay in addition
to that £200 in land tax?

THe COLONIAL SECRETARY: A
pastoral lease with a rental of £200 per

[3 Ocroner, 1906.]
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anmim would be assessed by nultiplying
the annual value by 20, which would
give £4,000 as the capital unimproved
vilue. If, us was probable, the lease
were improved to the extent of one-third
of its value, or say £1,200 odd, then
the tax would be 3d. or £12 10s. a year.
I the irprovements were insufficient,
the tax would be twice that sum. Mr
loton and Mr, McLarty maintained that
the frechold of a pastoral lease was not
worth 20 times the rent.  Ln the South-
Western  Division the rent was £1 per
thousand acres. For 10,000 acres the
lessee paid £10 o year; and the freehold
or capital value would he £200. Would
members say that valuasion was nidicu-
lous ¢ 1o was ridiculously low. In Kim-
berley the rent was 10s. per 1,000 acres,
or £200 for an estate of 400.000 acres ;
and the capital vaiue would be £1,000.
Would not 400,000 acres of good pastoral
land he worth £4,000% On 4,000 acres
the taxable value would be about £800,
or a tux of £2 10s. a year at the lower
rate of $d. _

Hox W. 1. LOTON: As the leaseholder
had no right to the freehold, why should
he pay a tax on the freehold value

T'He CoroxiaL SEcreTary @ There must
be a basis.

Hox, W. ‘I. LOTOXN: Apparently
when u lessee wus paying 10s. or £1 per
thousand acres, the Government con-
sidered his leasehold worth 20 times that
rent and would tax accordingly. Of
leaseholds he had had large experience,
and no leaseholder in the Srate would
refuse to sell his lease and leasehold rights
for much less than 20 times or even 10
times the rental. Generally the leases,
apart from their improvements, were con-
sidered of little value. The Government
value was exorbitant.

Hox, V. HAMERSLEY questioned
the Colonial Secretary’s explanation of
the subclause. which as printed made it
appear that the valuator must estimate
whether the lease was worth more than
when originally taken up; and if he
valued it at a higher rate than was repre-
sented by the actual rent, the difference.
or the excess valwe, was multiplied by
20, and the leaseholder taxed on the
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product.  The Minister’s explunation Hox*R. F BuoLL: And he was im
seemed 1ncorrect. ]:m\’m;: the Government estate. ,
How. W. MALEY: Many wmembers Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: Yes; b
were suffering from brain fag. ' The Bill | fencing. sinking wells, and road-making
seemed a mass of confnsion. A black- Progress reported and leave given ©

board and chalk would have facilitated
the working of the Minister’s sums.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL: Better postpone
the Bill for 12 months, and meanwhile
receive instructions from its originator,
so that members could understand it
when it next appeared. Probably no
member understood the system of tax
proposed. Subclause {¢) appeared un-
fair and inconsistent. On the Gascoyne
a pastoral lease could not be less than
20,000 acres, and that area must include
much bad country ; vet it would be taxed
on the same basis as a lease in the South,
say of 3,000 acres, all good country. A
valuable station near the coast would
pay the same tax as one 300 milés inland.
Of 50,000 acres taken up in the Kimberleys
perhaps one-third would be bad ; but for
this no allowance would be made. A
Kimberley station within 80 miles of the
coast would pay as much as one on the
South Australian border. That would
be rough on the pioneers of the newly-
discovered Kimberley lenses, who were
hardly holding their own owing to their
isolation and to the depredations of
natives. The scheme of taxation had
not been fairly considered; in {faet,
Ministers, none of whom .].pp.llel)t]y had
ever been north of Geraldton, did not
know the conditions under which northern
settlers lived,

How. C. E DEMPSTER : Where was
the justice of taxing leaseholders already
paying the full annual value by way of
rent 7 When the rents were fixed the
Government recoguised that lessees would
have to pay for land of which three-
fourths or four-fifths was bad,  Many
pastoralists were obliged, fo provide
against droughts, to bold enormous areas
otherwise useless. To tax their land us
if it were freehold was a great and in-
excusable injustice.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: Why did the
hon. member allow the conditional pur-
chase subclause to pass?

How. C. E. DEMPSTER : The p.lstomllst
had no right of purchase.

sit agsin,

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at three minute
past 9 o'clocle, until the next day.
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PravyERs.

QUESTION—TICK CATTLE INSPECTION

Mr. WALKER asked the Ministe
for Lands : In view of the rumours tha
a number of tick fever-siricken cattl
have been sent to the goldfields, will th
Minister state the system adopted by th
Stock Department of inspecting North
West und other cattle landed at Rohb'
Jetty ¥

Tweg MINISTER FOR LANDS re
plied : All imported stock are quarantinec
on arrival and subjected to a close inspee
tion by a duly qualified veterinary sur
geon. No beast suffering from tick feve:
is allowed to leave the quarantine ground
but is there slaughtered.



