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ally by the almost prohibitive duty im-

posed on machinery.

{c.) That the agricultural and pas-
toral industries will also be very pre-
jundicially affected by the increased
duties on commodities necessary there-
for.

-{d.) That many of the other indus-
tries of this State may be compelled to
curtail if not to suspend operations.

{e.) That the purchasing power of
wages will be diminished, avenues of
labour will be closed, the number of
our unemployed will be increased, and
both workers and  ¢radesmen * in our
midst must severely suffer.

We leave it to the Representatives of
this State in your Honse to indieate in
detail the items which will produce the
results above mentioned.

We desire to remind vou that we re-
present a State whieh forms an integral
part of the Commonwealth and covers
more than one-third of the total area of
the combined States of Australia. A
large portion of our State terrifory is at
present undeveloped; and its future pro-
gress depends largely on the increase of
population and the expansion of its in-
dustries. -

Respectfully we record our protest
against a tariff so ecalenlated to injure
Western Australia which  has  already
made so many and such great sacrifices
in the interest of Ausiralian nationhood.

The COF.ONTAL
moved —

That the Address to the members of the
Senate and House of Represenlatives, in
the form recammended by the jomi com-
millee, be agreed to; and that Mr. Presi-
dent be authorised, in conjunction with
the Speaker of the Legislative Assembiy,
to present same to His Ercellency the
Governor, with a request that it be for-
warded through the proper channel to the
nrembers of the Senate and House of Re-
presentatives.

Question put and passed.

SECRETARY

ADJOURNMENT, ONE WEEK.
At 740 oeloek. the House adjonurned
to Tuesday, 10th September.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
Fclock p.m.

Prayers,

QUESTION—PASTORAL LEASE.

Mr. H. BROWXN asked the Minister
for Lands : 1, On what date was Pas-
foral Lease No. 423797 pranted? 2, Name
and address of applicant for lease ? 3,
On what date was lease 423/97 cancelled,
and rveason for cancellation? 4, On
what date was lease 423/97 veinsiated,
and reasons for such reinstatement 9 3,
What amount of rent has heen paid on
lease 423/97 since iirst issued? 6, Has
the applicant for lease 423/97 effected
any improvement sinee lease was grauted;
it s0, what do improvements consist of 2
7, has the applicant for lease 423/97 at
any time grazed stock thereon ; if so,
siate elass of stock, month and vear
when grazed, number of stoek, and in
whose charge weve such stock while being
grazed on lease 423/97 ¢

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS re-
plied : 1, 18th July, 19035. 2, Audrew
Barr, care of G. R. Barr, Doodlakine.
3, 1st February, 1907 ; non-payment of
rent. 4, 2nd August, 1907. At request
of the Official Receiver in Bankruptey to
enable him to effeet a sale then pending.
5, £1 1s. 6d.; but £62 10s. was previously
paid on same land under a different num-
ber. @ and 7, The Distriet Inspector wiil
be asked to endeavour to obtain the-in-
furmation desived, but paviculars of this
nature are never recorded in the Depart-
ment.

QUESTION—LOAN OFFER.

Mr. ANGWIN asked the Treasurer:
1, Was the Government offered £250,000
on loan from an Ausiralian finanecial in-
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stitution with hranch offices in this State?
2, If so, on what terms? 3, Has the
Giovernment refused the offer? 4. If so.
for what reasons?

The TREASURER veplied: To all
four questions, No.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. &. F. Moore, leave
of absence for one month granted to the
member for Roebourne (Dr. Hicks), on
the ground of ill health.

BILL—LAND TAX ASSESSMENT.
Machinery Measure.

Debaie resumed from the 20th August.

Mr. P. STONE (Greenough): For
several reasons I support the land tax;
first, on acconm of the vnsatisfacrory
stale of our finances. We have lost ¢con-
trol of our e¢ustoms taviff, and have no
means of assisting the Treasurer except
by a divect tax; and although most peo-
ple Qislike a land tax or any other direct
tax, we must face the difficulty and see
what is best to be done. This tax will
not only assist the Treasurer, but will
have ihe effect of breaking up large es-
tates which are a drawback to settlement,
and will thus enable our people to settle
on the land in this State instead of going
away to seitle elsewheve, There is a
ery for retrenchment in all Government
departinents, to enable the Treasurer to
mnake ends meet: and I do not know of
any better mennz of making good ihe
deficit and emploving our people than a
land tax, which I think should be eoupled
with an inecome tax. By itself a land
tax seems to me a class tax. For these
reasons I will support the Bill; but when
in Committee I hope the measure will be
sa treated that it will not bear unduly
on an estate in proportion to ifs size
merely. Many an estate may be worth
£100,000 and may be mortgaged for
£20,000 or £25.000. T fake it the valua-
tion of such an estate will be its actual
value less the amouni of the mortzage.
[3r. Foulkes: The Bill does not so pro-
vide.] I do not say it does; but that is
provided in the Land Tax Aects of South
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Australia and other ecountries, and I
think it is only fair and reasonahle. If
an estate is mortgaged to a bank, the
bank has to pay dividend duty on the in-
ferest collected; therefore the valnation
of the estate for taxing purposes shounld
be its value less the amount secured by
mortgage.

Mr. W. J. BUTCHER (Gascoyne):
Tt is semewhat regrettable that I have
ot come prepared 1o continue this de-
baie: but I presume the CGovernment are
anxious to close it without farther delay,
and for this reason I think it right that
I should voice my objections now. Ik
is needlesz for me to say I awm strongly
this measure only as
drafted bui opposed on prineiple tv a
land tax. I am strongly opposed at the
present time to any kind of land taxation.
I am still more strongly opposed to a
land tax on unimproved values, If we
are to have a land tax on any principle
at all, I should not he so very hostile to
a measure which would tax severely un-
improved lands. Such a tax would in
any country, certainly in this, have the
effeet of bringing inte use Ilarge areas
of land which are mnow in a state
of nature; and T ‘am sorry  to
say some  of  the lands w which T
alude lave heen held by their owners
for the last 20 ovr 30, perhaps 50 years,
and are still unimproved. And these are
not the lands whieh we are aboul to tax
on an unimproved value basis. 1 stheere-
Iv regret that the Government did not
take the hint given them last vear. wlen
this measure was Dbeine  discussed  in
this House. The representatives of the
people in this Parliameni elearly indi-

caterdd then that they were not in
favowr of a land tax in any form.
Tn spite of the warning given them

ar that eceuvsion, the Government emne
down with the same measare. which
they wish to foree through the Legisla-
ture. T say the people of Western Aus-
tralia have already entered their pro-
test against taxing the uninproved values
of land, and T ean show “econclusively
that my statement is correet.  If members
will earry their minds back to two or
three vears age. when the present Oppo-
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sition (Labour Party) were in power,
they will remember that at the next
general eleetion the people of Western
Australia gave their vote against the
Labour platform which everyone admits
and knows has as its first plank the impo-
sition of a land tax? That, however, isa
true land tax, and not the one the Gov-
ernment are bringing forward which is
neither fish, fowl, nor even decent red
herring. Tt is clearly wnderstood that a
land tax on unimproved values is the first
plank of the Labour platform. I know
for a positive faet that all the people
living in the eountry who owned land and
who were likely to be affected by the tax,

voted agninst the Labour Party at the

last elections for that reason. The re-
sult of this was that they sent back to
Parliament a large majority opposed to
the Labour platform; but immediately
that majority come to the House they
use their power to adopt the first plank
of the Labour platform. A Government
who do that are out of sympathy with
the people of the State. The measure

before the House 15 not in the true in-’

terests of the people, and the Govern-
ment who propose it do not represent the
people. [The Treasurer: You should
vote to put them out.] My vote will not
keep the Government in power on this
land tax question. That is a plank T will
never agree to. I am sorry to think that
the Government are going to get this tax
through the House by mtimidation. It
is nothing short of that. They are secur-
ing the support of members on this side
of the House by the threat that if they
are defeated on this tax a dissolution
must follow. They are getting the sup-
port of men who were sent here to oppose
that very principle, because those mem-
bers will not do otberwise than support
the land tax, as they are afraid to go fo
the people to test the question.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is a reflection
on members which should not be made.

The Treasurer: When did we threaten
it? .
Mr. BUTCHER: I have had it said to
me on many occasions by Ministers that
if they are defeated on the land tax,
there will be a dissolution. T give this to
the House as it was given to me. If it
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were not meant for a threat, I regret
what T have said. The members who ave
supporting the Government on the tax
are out of sympathy with the people who
sent them to Parliament. There ave
roembers on this side of the House who,
when hefore their eonstituents, will abuse
the Government and everyone connected
with it beeause of the land tax, but when
they eome to this House they are as mild
and weak as possible, in fact as weak as
water.

Mr. Gordon: Like you at the last elec-
tions.

Mr. BUTCHER: They know this mea-
sure is contrary to the best interests of
their constitnents. T cannot speak too
strongly on this measure and regret that
the Government should have brought it
down.

ALy, Gordon: You are one of the noble
four.

Mr. BUTCHER: My constiluents sent
me here six vears ago as an independent
member. [Mr. Gordon: What about the
last elections?] T have always been an
independent member of this House, and
will be so long as I am here. T will sup-
port the Government when I think they
arve right, and will oppose them when I
think they are wrong, even though it
brings me hefore my constitnents. Re-
cently when an election was heing held in
connection with one of the proviness, we
heard of Ministers going into the coun-
try and assisting & candidate to secure
his return. The prineipal issue of that
election was the land tax, and we heard
of Ministers getting up on the platform in
the eountry and saying, “You need not
be afraid of the land tax for yon will not-
he affected; it is the people in the towns
who will be affected, and yon need not
be afraid of it at all” In support of
this argument they produced a number
of tabulated statements showing how the
farming community would fare. Now
we have members of the Ministry assist-
ing a candidate for this House who is
seeking to be returned for a city con-
stitueney. They do not use the argu-
ments in this case which they did when
they were in the country, but tliey say
to the people of the city, ** You need not
he afraid of the land tax, it will not



Land Taz

hurt the people in  the towns, it is
«lirected against the people with large
estates, and we are going to burst up

thoese estates.””  Those are the argu-
ments they use in the towns., Surely

the people will not be gulled in this
way, but will have sufficient sense to
know what the result of this tax is to be.
Jt will not be a case of £60,000, which
we are fold will result from the tax,; but
I am sure it will be as much as £150,000
which the people will have to pay. The
tax witl not only affect the townspeople
but the country people ag well. Tt is un-
Just for the Government o go on fhe plat-
form and misvepresent to the people the
effect- of the tax. [Mr. Holman : Did
they read any telegrams?] No doubt
they read very many telegrams. I think
one was read out to the farmers in the
country which said that when the Gov-
grnment saved £50,000 hy economies
through dismissing guards on the rail-
ways, the amount would be used towards
the reduction of freights and rates on the
railways. When this felegrarn was read
there was an election on af the time, and
the statement was made with the object
of trying to assist the return of the can-
didate in whose interests Ministers were
speaking. [Mr. Baih : The Treasurer
in introducing the Bill said the taxation
would reduce the deficit.] The candidate
who was returned for the country pro-
vince would be out of touch with every
member of that province when he sup-
ported the land tax. [Jfr. Gordan: How
did he get in?] I will tell you how he got
in. The people who lived in the prin-
eipal eentres of that provinee were the
only ones who were given an oppor-
tunity of vxoting, There were lnmdreds
of landowners who would have voted
against the tax had they not been dis-
franchised. Did anyone ever know of a
more inunoral action than allowing only
eight days between the day of nomination
aud that of eleclion? Where is the ¢on-
sistency when we know that for the West
Perth election a period of one month is
being aliowed? Why is it that in a huge
province embracing some thousands of
miles, and long distances between the pol-
ling stations, only eight days are allowed ¥

I have met numbers of men since that
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election who have teld me they did not
know an election was being held until a
candidate had been returned. That is how
the successfnl ecandidate was returned.
[The Attorney Generel : Whom do you
blame?] I blame the Government. and [
may say at once that T am willing to have
weneral elections again and will weleome
them. I should be plensed to see an elec-
tion within a month. If [ have to yo to
my constituents I will tell them I op-
posed the Moore Government purely and
simply on the land tax question, and they
can then deal with me as they wish, I
hope sume of my friends representing
agrienifural - constituencies’ will act sim-
ilarly. Tf they support the fax their
electors will deal with them. If the
Government find it lnpossible to make
ends meet with the present revenue, there
are other ways, as I indicated when deal-
ing with this Bill last session, of either
economising or of increasing the revenue.
I hold that this counfry should be
managed on the same lines as a private
person manages either his private life or
his business. If the expenditure exceeds
the revenue then the first thing to do is
to rveduce the expenditure. Sufficient
economies are not being exercised
to justify DParliament at this june-
ture in placing an extra burden of
taxation on the people. It has
been sald it is neeessary to raise farther
taxation because we bhave not the handling
of the revenue we had some years ago ; it
having been lost owing te Federation and
the disappearanee of the shding scale.
That burden which the people have had
placed upun them falls equaily on the
whole community. To make up that loss
we are going to put tbe respomsibility
and burden upon the shonlders of a small
section of the State. I believe the Gov-
ernment become indignant if you eall this
a class tax. I consider it is nothing but
that. I have suggested that the subsidies
eranted to the roads boards should he
done away with. I know more about the
roads boards than a good many members,
and I ean say the expediture on a great
ntany of them is nothing short of a dis-
grace. Large sums of money are wasted
in the administration of these boards
throughout the whole State. I do not
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say fuor one wmoment that the hoards
ghould not be assisted or subsidised in
some way, but it shonld be in the direclion
of granting special votes for specific pur-
poses. The hoards shounld be allowed to
raise local taxation t{o do the balanee of
the work. T believe the same argument
applies to munieipal grants, and an enor-
mous amount of money is wasted in the
municipalities.  They over-assess their
values for the purpose of inereasing the
rate with the one ohject of obtaining the
sihsidy from the Government.

The Miuwister for Warks :
that ?

Mr. BUTCHER : It i= done in several
municipalities, and I defy the Minister
to deny it.

The Minister for Works: 1
proved that to be incorrect.

Mr. BUTCHER : 1 make that state-
ment advisedly. The municipalities in-
erease their rates and assess their valnes
50 highly for the purpose of raising enor-
aous revenue with no other object than
to “ boodle ¥ the Government down in the
form of a subsidy.

The Minister for Worlks :
flate values ?

My. BUTCHER : Yes. And I know
of values placed on properties in this
Staie which arve far in excess of the sum
which wonld be received if the properties
were sold.

The Minister for Works 1 There is a
right of appeal.

Myr. BUTCHER : I amn perfectly aware
of that, but it is an appeal from Casar
to Ceesar: that is about what it means.
Then again, as showing how the land tax
will affect settlers, I may point out that
there arve a number of people settled on
the Midland Railway Company’s conces-
ston who, T am given to wnderstand, will
not secure the benefit of the exemptions
proposed by the Government. [Interjec-
tiom by the .lltorney Generel] T am
glad to hear T an wrong in this, and that
all Midland settlers will eome under the
exemptiong wherever their selections may
he. I hope that even at this cleventh
hour the Governmént will see they are not
doing altogether the juxt thing towards
the settlers in thix State in introducing
this taxation: that they will see the error

Whe did

have

Do they in-
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of their ways and withdraw the Bill. T
express hat hope with ihe idea of tender-
ing the Government good advice, though
I do not suppase they will follow it, We
are building railways into the agrienltural
distriets with  the object of opening
up  the comtey  for encouraging  set-
tlewent, and on  the ather hand  we
are intradneing  taxation  of a  ehar-
which st hecome a  hurden
an the settler and wmake his living o
the lind an absohue linpossibility. I
know people now settled on the land who
are unable 1o weet iheir ordinary obliga-
tions to the storekeepers. T know for a
positive fact of seltlers on the land whe
eannuot pay their lezitimate acenunts; of
athers whe are living on kangaroo and
opossan and aever see sueh things as
milk and butter from one week’s end to
the other. There are fawmilies of four
and five persang living in this way, hav?
ing scavcely the necessavies of life. They
new find it abmoest impossible 1o live or
the land under present conditions ; and
vet we propose fo make thehr living on
the tand, i not absolately hnpossible, at
least more unbearable than hitherto. If
we inust have u land tax the Gavernment
should show conclusively thal it is re-
quired for revenue porposes. And far-
ther, any land tax imposed must he such
ag will affect everyone similarly. That is
the only form onder which T can agree to
this measnre, [Mr. Bolton : That is a
tax without exemptions?] Tt is my in-
tention to oppose this Bill elause by clause
framn the heginning to the very end.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
N, Keenan) : It is o matier for regret that
the debate so far as it has proceeded
shows that in reviewing a measure of
this character one cannot shake oneself
free from personal considerations, 1 do
not say that the hon. member who has just
gat down is move to blame in that respect
than other members, but onve the debale
on such a subjeet as this takes a personal
aspect, the effect of (axation on the poe-
kets of the individual forms a far inore
conelusive argument in these rcases than
all the logic that may be brought o bear.

Mr. Holman @ The pocket eonsidera-
tion was a eonclnsive argnment agninst
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1he suggested reduetion by £2064 in Mini-
ster” =alaries.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: [ am
prepared to troduce that Bill even now.

Mr. Holmar @ But will you pay the
amonnt haek to the Treasury at the pre-
sent time !

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Does
the hon, member think £200 a vear sueh
AN eNormos ﬂll]()llllf?

My, Holman : 1t would make a pretty
solid addition to the salaries of privaie
nembers, anvhow.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Thave
1 desire of {aking anything from the
hon. member, I amm pointing out, and I
think L am justilied in so doing, that when
we lear opinions passed on this Land
Tax Assessment Bill—and consequently
on the Land Tax Bill which i to follow—
these opinions are coloured largely by
the effect the tax will have on the indi-
vidual himself. If he is one on whom
the tax will fall. he considers the tax
something {hat should not legitimaltely
or morally be put on bLim: but
if lie be not affected by the tax, he
will recognise. as many members of this
House who are large landowners have
recognised. that this is a fit and proper
form of taxation and absolutely neces-
sary in the present slate of the finances,
We are asked by the nember for (ias-
coyne (AMr. Butcher) to do a pood thing,
or rather the correct thing, by the set-
tlers of this State. [ ean assure him,
and T hope to point this out conelusively
betore [ resume my seat, that it is abso-
lutely necessary we raise revenue. and
that this forwm of rvaising revenue is the
mast equitable we can put vur hands on.
Before touching on that phase of the
matier, let me first draw the attentian
of the House to this fart. It has bheen
again and again stated that this is some-
thing that has been sprung upon the
country. The hou, member (My. Rut-
cher) vouehsated the imformation (hat
1he present Government took it, as some-
thing entirely novel, from the platform
of the party sitting opposite.  The mewm-
ber tor (iascovne was in the House when
Mr. (now 8Sir Walter) James was
Premier of the State : and I have taken
the tronble to look up  the adidress to
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Parliament delivered by His Excelency
the Governor at the commencement of
the session just before the ULabour Gov-
ernment was called inlo power. In that
aldress the following passage occurs :—
“ A measure tor the impusition of a
tax upon unimproved land values and
imcones, ail npon totalisator receipis,
will be subwmitied to recoup the de-
ficieney  caused by the reduction in
revenue  returned by the Comumon-
wealth.”'

Mr. Butcher : What was the result of
that to the James Government ? .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Duoes
the hon. member wish to infer that it was
because of that paragraph in the Gover-
nor's Speech that the James (Government
was turned out of power 7 That asser-
tion cannut stamd, because that Govern-
ment was put out by a party pledged to
support that partieular form of taxa-
tion. 1 am pointing out that this is
nothing novel, nothing in the nature of
what the hon. member desires 1o paint
it as, something entirely novel in the
Covernment poliey.

Mr. Buteher 1 1 said you stole it from
the platform of the Labour party.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Ex-
actly ; that we had stolen it from the
Labour party. But, as 1 have shown,
it was ineluded in the poliey of the James
Government, of which the hon. mewmber
was a supporter, amd as a (rovernment
we have inherted it by right of sue-
cession.

My, BUTCHER ¢ 1 desire 10 put the
hon. gentleman right. He accuses me of
having belonged to the party that sup-
ported the James Government. I did
not ; and just to put the Minister richr.
T may say I belonged to a party of four,
koown as the Independents. helonging
neither to the James Party ner to the
Labour Party.

Mr. Balk : As a matier of faet, yvou
sat in Opposition to the James Govern-
nient.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : IF I
have done the hon. member an injustice
1 desire to repair it.  But there were
then in the House two parties of econ-
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siderable numerical strength, the party
that followed Mr. James and the party
behind Mr., Daglish. The TIndependents
were not strong numerieally, and we do
not know that anybody ever asked them
to submit a policy to the country. [Mr.
Secaddan :  They held the balance of
power.] True ; but they were not in a
position to oceupy the Treasury henches;
and whether they supported the James
Party or the Daglish Party, they
were supporting a party which proposed
to introduce a tax on the unimproved
valee of land,

© M. Bath : No ; the James Government
proposed only to tax lavge unimproved
estates.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Let
me vead the extraet again ; the hon,
member I think was not in the House
when I read it just now. [Extract again
read.]

Mr. Bath: When was that?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 6th
July, 1905,

Mr: Scaddan: Was that the year they
were defeated?

Mr. Taylor: No; they went out in
1904.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1In
1905.

Mr. Taylor: Mr. James was not in

power in 1905; his Government was put
out in 1904.

My, Scaddan: That is the Daglish Gov-
ernment’s policy you are quoting.

Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask hon. mem-
bers to maintain ovder.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Hon.
members will remember this mueh, that
the James Government met Parliament
and submitted a programme of the mea-
sures they intended bringing forward,
had they been permitied to remain in
office. I am not referring to what the
James Government carried out, but what
was intended to be carried out in that
session, had the James Government re-
iained office.

Mr, Taylor: Is that the Governor’s
Speech at the opening of the 1905 ses-
sion?

Mr. Scaddan:
Hansard?

What is the date of
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
July, 1903.

Mr. Taylor: That speech was not de-
livered while Mr. James was Premier; it
was while Mr. Daglish was in office.

The ATTORNEY GENYXRAL: It does
not matter; I have no desire to elaborate
the point farther. What I want to make
plain, apart from considerations of a
jocular charaeter, is that there was put
before that country, not by Mr. Rason
when he took office but before that time,
the absolute necessity for replenishing
our revenue, and it was pointed out that
that could be done only by a tax on
totalisator receipts and a tax on unim-
proved land values. When Mr. Rason
appealed to the eleciors, he did not de-
finitely set out the basis on which that
taxation would be.

Mr. Bath: No; and his Ministers op-
posed it, too. The member for Sussex,
for instance.

The Treasurer: I did nat.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
member for Sussex ean answer for him-
self. This much must be remembered,
that in addition to the requirements then
existing, the farther requirements of the
State to-day necessitate close attention
and greater consideration in regard to
matters of this character. Surely if three
years ago the State was on the point of
finanecial trouble to the extent that it was
pointed out as necessary by the James
Government te replenish our resources,
has not that necessity increased since
then?

Mr. Taylor: T think the Minister is as-
suming too much for Sir Walter James.
That policy was delivered two years ago.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Let
us then take it at two years. Is the arpu-
ment ab all weakened by that? If two
vears ago the requirements of the State
were such that it was clearly a necessity
to contemplate new sources of revenue,
surely the hon. member will admit that
that necessity has increased sinee then,
and has now placed upon us the absolute
duty, not the choice, of considering how
we can raise farther revenue to meet the
absolute requirements of the country.

Mr. Butcher: By reducing expenditure.

6th
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Let
me deal with the possibility of redneing
the expenditure. The Leader of the Op-
position quoted some figures. I do not
know whether they are absolutely accurate
or not, but this much can be accepted as
certain as regards the revenue to-day and
five years ago, that while our requirements
have increased by approximately 30 per
cent., we have not now got the same am-
ount of money to spend, and in addition
we have to face the accumulated charges
on the loans raised, and the interest on
those loans; and yet we are asked to so re-
trench our expenditure as to keep within
the four borders of our révenue. I say
that in a country like Western Australia,
if any man asserts that it 18 good for
our future to cot off expenses absolutely
necessary, and are proved to be necessary
for the development of the country, mere-
Iy for the purpose of squaring the ledger,
he is giving what he knows, or ought to
know, to be absolutely false advice.

Mr. Johnson: That is absolutely what

you told the electors you would do, never-
‘theless.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. members knows perfectly well
that——

Mr. Johnson: 1 know perfeetly well
how you won your election. -

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was the state of affairs when Mr. Rason
put forward his policy, and so far as
I am personally concerned I say that
I always recognised the position.
Is it any good shutting cur eyes to it?
What is the real position to-day? We
have to increase our revenne sufficiently
to meet the deficit that stares us in the
face. even if we economise to the
greatest possible extent. I put this posi-
tion before the country: We have on the
one hand the responsibility, if we choose
io take it, of cutting off every item of
expenditure above the mere keeping the
country alive, merely continuing in some
inamimate state until some better times
arrive, or are supposed to arrive. What
is the resuit of that? The member for
Gascoyne is aggrieved at some taxation
that will be placed on him; but what
would be the result if the conntry went
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backward? What would be the result
to every farmer? The farmer depends
upon a market for his produce, and if
that market ceased to-morrow he would
find that the land he tills and cultivates
would not be worth half what it is to-
day? I say that the progress of the
country is entirely wrapped up with the
progress of those gentlemen on the soil,
whether they be small holders -cultiva-
ting small areas, or large holders with
runs containing tbousands of sheep. It
is impossible for any man to contem-
plate stagnation without knowing, if he
is a land bolder, that the capital value
of his land will depreciate ten times
what it would be depreciated by the in-
fliction of a land tax. There is no in-
tention of using the weapon of the land
tax for any purpose except a legitimaie
one. It is not vsed to erush the farmer
as some members would lead us to be-
ligve, but it is used to promote the in-
lerests of the eountry; and in promot-
ing the interest of the country we can-
not but promote the interests of the
farmer. 1 ask members to grasp this
fact in the history of the State: We
have passed the lime when we can build
up the future in (he way other States
have contrived to build up their pro-
sperity. They had a free hand in erect-
manufacturing industries which have
sahsequently grown to larger propor-
tions. They were able by paths that
cannot be trodden by us to work out to
a certain extent a measure of success,
but we are faced with the position that
we have to take things as they are, and
we know that we have no power, even
if it were possible, to raise a single
penny by indireet taxation.

Mr. Butcher : And you and olher
federalists are vesponsible for it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T am
not here now to discuss federation.
Surely the hon. member will allow me to
discuss one peint at a time. If the ques-
tion of federation does arise I am pre-
pared- to answer for my share, and not
only that but to ask the greai majority
of Parliameni and the couniry to still
support the system which was inaugu-
rated when federation was established.
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But that is wholly apart from this ques-
tion.  What 1 am asking now iz that we
should reeoguise "the faets that exist,
that we canuot raise a single penny by
indiveet taxation, and recognising that
fact, that if we ave to push the fortunes
of the evuntry we must push them iu
other directions and must vaise revenne
iv achieve that suceess by direct taxa-
lien. I look to whatever Ministry is in
power: I de not eare whether it is the
present Ministry. or our sueeessors, or
their suceessors again and again—what-
ever Ministry be in power, ou the whole
they will be imbued with the desive to
serve the interests of the country, and
it they address themselves to the question
they will have to look to ports of ex-
pori, for means of trade being carried,
produced by the natural resources of the
State, they will lave to make
ready markets for the futuwre for our
settlers, and they will have to pro-
vide for the encouragement of the
other industries by making eonditions as
easy as possible for those engaged in
them. To do that even in a medivere
degree will involve expenditure, and that
expenditure can only be justified if that
Ministry hag the pluck to ask the country
te give the money to meet it, Tt will
be a pitiable sight indeed if any Minisiry
shounld allow the country to beecome in-
volved in expenditure and not have the
eonmmon honesty and decency to ask the
countey to give the woney to meet that
expenditwre, [ turn from that peint of
view to the eriticismi which has been ad-
dressed to this measure submitted to the
House, and T desire first to deal with
sumie matters of personal eriticism.  The
wember for Kanowna misunderstood, I
teel sure, or misread the remarks of mine
which he quoted in saying that I claimed
that I lad designed the exemption
clanses.  If the hon. wember looks again
at the extract he referred to he will find
that what 1 dd tell the Kalgoorlie
audience 1 was addressing was that T
had in a large measure a personal respon-
sibility for the rebate elause, and T will
ai unce deal with that rebate clause, and
point out hew fhat statement of mine
was correet, and what is the exact mean-

ing of it.
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Mr. Bath: 'The hon. member vead from
A newspaper report,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T
think that if he reads frem it again he
will see that he mizread it.

Mr. Walker : T did not undersiand it.
As it is in Hansard so it was supplied Lo
them fromn the source from which [ read.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : If the
Bon. member gives me the newspaper [
shall be glad to show how far it is cor-
reet, So far as T ean recolleet 1 did
explain to the electors at Kalgoorlie that
I supported the exemption clauvses for
the reason that [ bad promised to sup-
port them, but that T was personally
responsible for the rebate clause ; and,
now [ desire to deal with that ebate.
clanse. T do not know that any wember
opposite would combat the suggestion:
that if we create taxation of this char-
acter we should make its incidence the
lieavier on those who nake no use of the
land of whiclhi they stand possessed. It
is a proposition there can be no dissent
to. But it a man is a frecholder we ean-
not attempt to impose on him conditions
without being guilty of an aet of robbery
of the very title we have given him.
Theretore it would not be practicable
to insert i1 this Bill a clause in which we
direetly state that the holder of land who
makes no use of his land is to pay an
increased tax because he makes no use
of it ; but it is a matter I perhaps sowe-
what egotistically point out as being in-
genious, that we arrive at exactly the
smme result by doing what it is constitu-
tional for us to do, by giving a bonus
or rebate to the man who does make use
of hisg land. Let me subipit a small sun
in arithmetie. Suppose that the tax is a
penny, and that the man who makes no
use of his land is to pay twice as much
as the man whu does. Then the posi-
tion would be that the man who has made
use of his land in accordance with some
defined requirements set out in the Bill
is te pay a penny, and the inan who has
not done so is to pay twopence. As L
said before, there would be, [ suppose,
no possible exception to suel a proposi-
tion if it were warranted ; but what is
the difference between saying that and
saving that. in the first instance, the tux
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38 twopenee, bul that the man who s
making use of his Jamd Is entitled to a
rebate of a penny 2 Can any member
di<tinguish between one and the oflier ?
IE & member i< in a position not (o dis-
sentl 1o one, how can he dissent io the
other 7 1 think that ouly the grossest
misconeeption Las made  any  criticisin
possible of ihe proposal known as the
rebate elauze : only a complete misunder-
standing of what its intent is and what
its seope will be has justified any mem-
ber of the community in taking exeeption
to thiz clauge. I say without hesitation
that il ix a wise amd proper course (o
take. When speaking i Kalgoorlie [
referred to the taet that the thén member
for Leonora, now Senator Lyneh, re-
“forred to it ax a clause that mef with hig
stromgest approval. [ did so mevely to
show that at any rate he had given {he
subject xome more attention than many
of those who were erities of the ¢launse,
and  that  with  elose  altention  and
study ——

Mr. Underwood : 1t wight have been
through lack of attention.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : I ven-
iure to think that on the whole Senator
Lynch had more the oift of attention
than the member for Pilbarra. However,
that is a comparison I do not care fo
assert. T am perfecily satisfied that any
reasonahle member of the eommunity, and
any member of this House who frives this
particular clause “lose atlention, will feel
that 1t is one he 1ust support : because
if there iz anything wa should do in this
couniry it is that by every means in our
power -we should encourage those whe
make the hest and mosi constagt use of
their opportunities, and we eannot do that
when we are framing a tax of this charge-
ter unless we include in that tax some
henefit to be derived by those who use
their lands as against those who make no
use of them whatever. The member for
Kanowna also said that the exemptions
appearing in this Bill would henefit the
large landholders. Let me draw attention
1o what those exemptions are. There are
numbers of formal exemplions, such as
Iand owned by or on behalf of the Crown,
public road: and thoronghfares, public
reserves, and so on, land held Wy any
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person or society, occupied by a hospital,
lands leld as minming tenements, and lands
vested i {rustees for show and seientifie
purposes ;  hut here are the exemptions
referred to by the hon. member :—

#All lands, ihe unimproved value
of which does not exceed £50, are ex-
empted from assessment for taxation
under this Aeci*

Those lands are within the municipalities.
Does that eome within the deseription of
a large landholder, the man who holds
Iand up o a value 0f£307 Surelythe hon.
menber must have an extracrdinary nar-
row limit to his definition of a large land-
holder when he states that such a holder
is a large landholder. I have not a close
knowiedge of land values in this State,
hut I venture to say that if I went out
to the suburbs to a block of land held by
a man who is jnst earning his daily bread,
I wonld find that its value would be
£30. That is what T anticipate would he
the value of small allotments on which the
working people of the State ave generally
found. The second exemptien is :—

“ All lands outside the boundaries of
any nwunicipality used solely or prinei-
pally for agricultural, horticultural,
pastoral or grazing purposes, or for
two or more of such purposes, the un-
improved value of which does not ex-
ceed £1,000, shall be assessed after de-
dueting the sum of £250.”

Mr. Scaddan : But in the case of eity
lands we do not deduct the first £50 if the
value is over £30.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : No.

Mr. Scaddan : Did you tell them that
in West Perth ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I be-
licve that some of the hon. member's party
are roing to West Perth to ask.the people
there Lo vote for the anti-taxer. [Mr.
HBath © No.l T understand, from good
information, that is the position which
1% being taken up quietly and unostenta-
tiously in order to get votes for the wan
who is opposed to the Government. The
statement was made to me by a man in
whom I have implicit eonfidence. He s
an honourable man, and I believe he
would bhe the last o make such a state-
men if it were not warranted. How-
ever, I am not discussing the tncties of
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any party in this Houose, and if the hon.
member had not asked me about it I
would have had nothing to say on the
question. Is it reasonable for the mem-
ber for Kanowna fo say that an exemp-
tion up to £250—for that is the full
amount I am now dealing with, outside
of municipalities—is one that will bene-
fit large landowners? Remember it is
not £250 where the land is used for resi-
dential purposes, but only in relation to
land principally used for agrieultural,
horticultural, pastoral, or grazing pur-
poses. Is it veasomable to say that a
man who owns land worth £250 and
utilises it for suech purposes is a large
landowner? [Mr. Bath: They arrange
their lands to meet the exemptions.] If
the hon. mewmber has vead the Bill ke must
be aware that the exemnptions will not
avail a man who has an equitable interest
m any other block of land. If a wan
is interested in a number of blocks they
are all taken as one for the purposes of
taxation. Because a man has several
blocks valued at £250 each he cannot es-
cape taxation. It is ¥mpossible to say
that every precaution has not been taken
to prevent unfair evasions of the tax.
Clause 11 dealing with the exemptions
also sets out that all lands held under
contract for econditional purchase made
before or after the commencement of the
Act under the Land Act 1898, or any
amendment thereof, are exempted from
assessment for taxation under this Act
for the term of five years from the date
of contract, but such exemption shall
only apply fo taxpayers who prove to
the satisfaction of the Treasurer that
they do not hold legally, or equitably,
more than 1,000 acres. It wouid be ab-
surd to deseribe a man who takes np
1,000 acres, which is the total amount of
land he i1s equitably or directly interested
i, as a large landowner. There is noi
a man going on the land to-day who
wonld not look upon a parcel of that
character as being only barely sufficient
for the possibilities of the industry. We
all know this much, that the effect of the
administration of the Land Aet shows
us that those who go on the land take up
a good deal more than a thousand acres.
I am not taking the ease of a rich man,
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but a man who has no resources except
his muscles and his brains.

Mr. Secaddan: What about taking up
land for horticultural purposes? You
do not want a thousand acres for that.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
hon. member has bad experience of hor-
ticulture he will know that any man who
invests in a bloek of that size in ecountry
which would bring about good results
from horticulture would become hope-
lessly bankrupt. The land suitable for
horticultore is not that which is taken
up in parcels of a thousand acres, but
in very small blocks. I am net geoing to
attempt however to give a lecture on hor-
tieulture or agriculture. The exemptions.
in the Bill ave only caleulated to benefit
the very small holders of land. In the
towns the exemptions only benefit the
man of the artisan class, who has a small
block of land on which he has erected
his home, while in the country it is

only the wman with the smallest
parcel of land who is to be ex-
empted. For that reason, if for no

other, it must be apparent that in assent-
ing to these exemptions, however much we
may otherwise object to them, we are
doing something which eannot possibly
benetit ourselves. Is it possible to
imagine that when you de something that
cannot in any way henefit your own poc-
kets, or the poekets of those who may be
deseribed as your main supporters, you
are acting in a manner other than that
which vou believe to be best in the in-
terests of the State. Some three months
before I took office I spoke at Kalgoorlie
exactly g this strain. T pointed out that
if a man came to me with a proposition
which on examination I found to be
clearly for Iis own benefit, I would be
disinelined to agree to it. In sueh a case,.
especially if my own views were hostile,
I would hold out against the proposition
and look upon it as requiring eareful ex-
amination; but when the proposition is
not for his own benefit but because he is,
convineed that it will be to the benefit of
the State, then it is clearly a matter for
careful consideration. In such a case
where one feels that the convictions of
the proposer are genuine, we have no
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right to set up our own opinions in order
to ecombat them.

to set up cur own opinions in order to
combat them.

Mr. Bath : You had to support the ex-
emptions before you ecame into the
Ministry.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : I

draw the hon. member’s attention to the
fact that Jong bhefore the Government was
formed, at a time when the late Goveri-
ment was in the zenith of its strengih,
when no one thought of the possibility
of a dissolution before the expiration of
the parliamentavy life, I spoke to my elee-
tors on the land question. I think it was
in the year 1905.

Mr. Bath : Why, you did it long agy,
in the year 1903,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Will
the hon. member suggest that when I
spoke on that question I eould have any
idea of subsequent events?

Mr. Bath : Yes.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Before

the Rason Government went out of
power?
Mr. Bath : Yes; you knew what you

could force them to do.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In
miaking that statement, the hon. member
is staling what he knows to be absolutely
without foundation, and I say it is
absolutely and entirely incorrect. I re-
grel that the Standing Orders do not al-
low me to say more about it. It i3 a
miserable statement to come from a man,
as be must know there is no scintilla even
of suggestion that it is correet.

Mr. Bath : You would have been on
the Opposition eross-benches if it had
not come off.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : From
an inner meanness that knows evervthing
bad of evervone else and nothing good
of anyone, the hon. member savs these
things, T am not going to argue with an
hon. member whe will descend to say
everything evil of evervbody else, without
any justification whatever for it. A mem-
ber who represents—I should regret to
say what he represents. becanse it is
something of which no one ean he proud.
If you find, as we are doing in this case,
a proposition put forward which is not
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of advantage to those of us who advo-
cate it, then you are bound to give it con-
sideration, sueh as yon will be bound to
give to a proposal which could not be
traced to any personal influences. When
you find a man interested in the land
saying “We will bear the burden because
it is for the gond of the country, but we
ask you o exempt others of a class not
sufficiently sirong to be able to bear it,”
I ask the House to say that the
opinions of those representatives of
the people and those people them-
selves deserve favourable consideration.
I have nothing farther to say at this
stage, except that the only choiee that
lies before us i1s to support whatever
Government are in power by giving them
revenue and enabling them to earry out
a bold, forward poliecy. The alternative
{o that is entering into a policy of
cheeseparing at all costs, and throwing
out of work a number of men whom we
have known to have done useful work
in the State for a leng iime, and allow
the eountry to drift back into the state
we found it in some 10 or 15 years ago.
[Mr. .Bolton: It is only a paltry
£60,00.] Although that is the sum,
when in addition to thai there are
economies effected which are not con-
dueted in the scandalously ** closing-
down ‘' manner suggested here to-night,
we can hope to balance our ledger. If
that does not balance the ledger, then 1
am prepaved personally to say that we
must balance it by some means or other.
The hon. member must allow that what
we chould do is to make a step in the
direction of vedueing as far as we ecan
without strangling the
eountry, our expenditure, and fill up the
zap and only that gap by taxation. I
wonld ask hen. members who have some
care for the future of their State to con-
siderately recognise that if they assist the
tovernment by giving the means to en-
sure the safety of the State, they will
do the very best possible thing for them-
selves and for the country, and prevent
Western Ausiralia from drifting baek
into the state it was 10 years awo. At
the present time the value of land is
forty or fifty times what it was some
10 years ago. [Mr. H. Brown: It is
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worth less.]  The hon. member must
have kad an extraordinary expevience
of land values. 1f we drift back to
what I found existing in Pertlh when I
enme here, it will mean that a block of
land ean he bought in Hay Siveet for a
price that is now paid for a bloek in
Subiaco. Does the hon, member want
affairs to Jrift baek into the slale they
were hefore he came here ¥ [Mr. H.
Browwn : The Savings Bank securities are
not worth half the amount put on them.)
Although the hon. member would be the
last to wish the country to drift back, he
would be foreed to that result by de-
priving the (rovernment of (he advan-
taze of those resources without which
it is impoessible for them to earry out
necessary works, and secure success in
the fture.

Mr, Ho BROWN (Perth): As during
last session my intention this session is
to oppose this Bill not only on the
second reading but all through committee,
and, if necessary, on the third reading
as well. Tt is the most iniguitous mea-
sure that has ever heen enforced on the
peaple of Western Australia.  While we
are  advertising  owr lands in the old
caumtry and alse in the Eastern States
with the idea of getting people to come
here o seltle, we are going to tax the
land which they will take up. How can
we expect people in the old eountry to
come these thousands of miles to West-
ern Australia when they can wget almost
as liberal land laws in Canada ¢ Is it
u pood poliey to advertise to the world
that  we are inlroducing immigrants
here. and when we get them here, to tax
them 9 Only a year or two ago we were
gsking farmers in England to eome out
hiere and take up free farms, for which
1here would be free surveys and no land
lax: and I believe that you ean now
find in the oftice of the Agent-General in
London the words ** free surveys '" and
““no land tax’ ecrossed out in the
cirenlars in red ink. It is a most unwise
course 1o adopt if we want  to make
Western  Aunstralia  forge abhead, es-
pecially  as a land tax will only
realise the insignificant sum of £60.000,
1t is also pitiable to find that this State
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should be taxed to raixe such a  smail
amount.  Is it fair or just to those re-
presenting  town constitueneies  to  find
Ministers of the Crowu representing to
their constituents that they will not hear
the tax, but that the major portton will
be raised in the cities and towns of West-
ern Australia?  We also find on the Gov-
ernnent side of the Ilouse gentlewen ab-
solately pledged against the land tax, vet
voting for it.  We have the pitiable spee-
tacle of the member for Northam who was
one of the stoutest opponents of a land
tax—can anything be more degrading to
politicians—going inte the House and
telling members that he is against a land
tax. but that as a supporter of the Min-
i=try he is compelled to vote for it. Then
we have that memorable letter to the con-
stituents of the Busseltom district.  There
was o imeeting of protest held in the Bus-
selton distriet against the mpuosition of
this land tax.

The Treasurer: There was no  such

meeting. You are quite wrong.

Mr. H. BROWN : The Treasurer wrote
to his constituents or to the roads boards
of his distriet stating, “You need not
worry yourselves about this taxation, for
it will affect vou so little, We are woing
to get the hulk of the woney from the
cities and towns in Western Australia.”
We tind that the poliey of the Govenunent
is to vpen up the country, and the major
portion of the money to be received firom
the tax is to be spent in so-called couniry
districts of the State. According to ihe
deal of this expenditure, although Perth
and Fremantle will haye to find the bulk
of the money, is to be spent with the tixed
intention of diverting trade. The Collie-
Narrogin line was practically built for
the diversion of that trade. The mewmber
for Murray (Mr. MeLarty) in speaking
ot the Marradong line said it would serve
a certain distriet and ulthnately join the
(ireal Southern Railway. A\ mepting was
held in Bunbury to protest to the Premier
that this line would divert a porlion of
the traffic from the Great Southern Ruil-
way, and to ask whether he would do his
hest to hloek it.

Phe Minister for Works: What hap-
pened !
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Mr. H. BROWN: We have a promise
of a survey of that line, but perhaps that
i as far as it will go. The way in which
the tax will affect the eity and country
land is very different. There are two dis-
tinet feafures. We hear it said that this
i a lax to burst up large estates, 1f ihat
were so [ would be in favour of it en-
tirely, but I do not believe in taxation on
the unimproved land values. If the Gov-
ernment were to bring down a tax on the
unimproved lands and tax the land within
five miles of the main trunk lines of the
State, there would then be no necessity
for spur lines to be constructed for the
next ten yemrs te come, if the {ax will
make every person improve his estate.
In spite of the Attorney General’s re-
mark that land values in the city are not
lower than they have been for years pasi,
I say if it were possible to improve every
vacant bloek of land in the eity for busi-
ness purposes or for erecting villas, shops
or cottages, that wounld depreciate the
value of city properties at least by oue
half. Put the same expenditure on
country lands and we shonld find that it
would not only improve one person’s land
but his neighbour’s, and give a very fair
return for the expenditure of the money.
But the contrary effect is felt in the city
of Perth, because vou are forced tv ex-
pend money to get a return, and the re-
sult. is absolutely nil. It is well-known
to members that there are 500 or GO0
emply houses at the present tine in the
city of Perth, and 1 bhelieve the same
state of affairs exists in the majority of
towns in Western Australia. Very few
members in the House have any know-
ledgre of what the effect of the tax will be
in the eity of Perth and suburbs. Some
years ago when [ was mapyor of Perth,
for the purpose of rating on the unim-
proved land values, I obtained a return
from my treasurer at that time, and we
found that to raise the same revenue that
we were raising then on the annual values
we would bave to rate the unimproved
Jlands af one penny and eleventh-sixteenths
in the pound to gei the same revenue. 1f
on the unimproved Jand value the Gov-
ernment propose to raise a tax of 1%4d.
in the pound, that will be equivalent to
a rate of 1s. 3d. on the present annual
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value. In no part of the world does a
national tax approach a local tax. We
know in the towns of the State for de-
velopmental purposes lavge sums of
money have been spent and obtained on
fvan for which the people are taxed very
heavily, and there is the same ery in the
conntry distriets. I venture to say that
there is hardly one roads board that has
a loan rate on its bhooks, and very few
of the country municipalities. They have
been assisted more than liberally by Gov-
ernments in the past. I say some greater
form of local government should be given
to the roads hoards and municipalities to
tax themselves, beeause we find in the past
the greatest persons to e¢lantour were those
who got ‘the largest amount of woney
from the Government, especially those
particular distriets that may be repre-
sented by the Ministers in power at the
time. I think I mentioned in my speech
of last session that in Buubury, the dis-
triet represented by the Premier, for
every pound given by the Government in
that district the huge sum of 3d. was
raised by the local residents. An almost
similar state of affairs exists in Bussel-
ton,

The Mmister for Works:
aceurate,

Mr. H. BROWN : T challenge the Min-
ister for Works to deny that and to pro-
duce a returm of the amount raised by
the roads boards distriets of Busselton
and Bunbury to refute the statement I
have made.

The Minister for Works :
and eightpence for every £100.

Mr. H. BROWN : The roads board
district of Bunbury raised 3d. for every
pound the Government gave them in
subsidy, and the Busselton roads board
raised 5d.

The Minister for Works
incorreet.

The Treasurer : There is no such roads
board.

Mr. H. BROWN : I forget the name,
but it is the roads beard adjoining the
municipality of Busselton. These are
facts. For every 15s. given by the Gov-
ernment to Perth one pound was raised
by the local residents, and 1 say the
sooner this patronage is taken away and

That is in-

Twenty-six

: T say it is
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a fixed snbsidy given to country districts
the better for the State. We have heard
that the sum of £60,000 is to be raised
by the infliction of the land tax, and I
am eertain the major portion of that
amount will be expended in its eollection.
If we look, and T am referring to days
gone by, at the majority of the district
roads boards in the State, they did not
rate at all but existed on the subsidies
obtained from the Government of £200
and upwards. What pertained in these
times was that with the exception of the
salary paid to the secretary, from £5 to
£10 a year, 2ll the money was expended
on the roads. The meetings of the board
were held at the nearest farm house, and
practically every farthing of the sub-
sidly was expended on the roads. But
what did we find 2 These roads boards
were threatened that if they did not rate
themselves their subsidies would be taken
from them.

The Minister for Works : What board
are you referring to now ?

Mr. H. BROWN : I am referring to
the majority of the hoards. If the Min-
ister for Works will lay on the table of
the House the return of the rates whichis
in his office, we shall find that in a major-
ity of the roads boards of the State the
cost of administration and the collection
of the rate amounts to more than these
hoards reeceive.

The Minister for Works: That i1s ridi-
culous.

Mr. H. BROWN : It is not ridienlous.
I challenge the Minister to place on the
table of the.Hounse a return showing the
amount of the rates raised by these roads
hoards. T say the cost of administration
and collection would be shown to be
more than the amount received. Large
sums have been taken out of the revenue
of the State to make up for adminis-
tration. We have a case in point in the
municipality of Subiaco. There the
rates amount to about £800 and the sal-
aries of two of the officials, the town
clerk and the health inspector, come to
over £400. Over 50 per cent. in that
municipality goes away in administra-
tion. T asked for a return recently to
show the way in which the subsidies have
heen administered in this State, and more
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particularly in the distriet represented
by the honorary Minister (Hon, J. Mit-
chell}, I made the statement last ses-
sion, and I repeat it again, that for
the year before last the requirements of
the municipality of Northam could have
been met by a 9d. rate, whiel would have
entitled that wunicipality te a subsidy
of about £300, but owing to the liberal
subsidies granted by the Government
the municipality raised the full rate of
1s. 6d. and obtained the sum of £2,500,
for which they received from the Govern-
ment the huge sum of over £3,000,
making for that year alone a sam
of £2,500 that they were not legi-
timately entitled to. The same thing
epplied more glaringly to the muni-
eipality of Fremantle—I mean Fre-
wantle proper. They, with malice
eforethonght, reduced their health rate
from threepence to a penny in the pound.
They charged the major portion of their
health rate direet to general revenue,
thereby obtaining from £1,200 to £1,500
a year more by way of subsidy than they
weve justly entitled to receive from the
Government, I will call by a mild name
their action in reference to the fire
brigade, when the proceeds obtained from
a concert were reckoned as money raised
for the brigade by the couneil, in respeect
of which money the municipality were en-
titled to a pound-for-pound Government
subsidy, I say the sooner the auditing
of such aceounts is made by Government
anditors the better for this State. [Mr.
Angwin : What has this to do with the
land tax %] I am showing that if we are
to be taxed to raise revenue to be given
hack in sops to municipalities and roads
boards, it will be better to wipe out these
subsidies altogether, and let us rely on
local rating. We find that even Naw
South Wales, with her rich lands., cannot
afford double taxation in the shape of a
land tax and roads-boards rates. Last
year a Shires Council Bill was introduced
in the New South Wales Parliament.
One clause provided that the shires should
rate themselves, if I remember rightly,
at not less than a penny nor more than
twopence in the pound, and the next
clause provided that so soon as they rated
themselves for local purposes the land tax
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<eased to operate. In New South Wales,
I may add, there are no municipal sub-
sidies ; nevertheless the Government are
very generous. They say to the mmuniei-
palities, “ We shall not give you any sub-
sidies, but we shall allow you to rate our
railways for local purposes.” When we
brag of the profits we make on many of
our railways, we should remember they
are not run on business lines. They run
through large portions of the State, ce-
eupy huge areas of land on which they do
not pay a penny by way of muanicipal or
roads-board rate. If it is fair to take
such charges into econsideration on British
railways, it is fair to consider them here.
The member for Wellington (Mr. Hay-
ward) interjects that the British railways
are owned by private companies. But
does he know how many thousand pounds
Perth has lost within the last seven years
owing to the huge land resnmptions in
the heart of the city.

Mr. Angwin : Shift the railway ount of
Perth.

Mr. H. BROWN : Yes ; take it away.

The Premier : Put it on the other side
of the river.

Mr. H. BROWN : Take it to Fre-
mantle, T should like to add that the
English railway companies, before eon-
sidering they have made any profits,
must allow for the local rates. For in-
stance, on the Londen and North-Western
Railway the amount paid in rates exceeds
£200,000 in one year. Anyone opposed to
the land tax is asked, “ What would you
substitute for it ¥ Last night I obtained
trom the Premier the statement that the
rold minted in the State will increase the
revenue by a sum of at least £5000 or
£6,000. Then we in Perth are taxed for
the upkeep of our local water scheme,
but we find from the departmental
report that in addition to payving for our
local supply we are taxed to make up a
deficit of over £81.000 a vear for the
water supply of the goldfields. [Mr.
Seaddan :  What about your museums
and observatories ¥] They are built es-
pecially for goidfields visitors ; and last
vear we added a monkey-house which
will possibly be equally attractive to
those visitors.  The Goldfields Water
Scheme shows a deficit of £81,000 a year,

(1)
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yet water is supplied for some purposes
on the goldfields at 2s, per thousand gal-
lons. Is that fair or just, when the same
department finds it impossible to supply
water for less than 1s. 6d. at Perth, where
it is delivered by gravitation ; yet the
State is prepared to pump water 400
miles and supply it for practieally 33
and a third per ¢ent. more than the Perth
price.

The Minister for Works: What is the
average charge on the goldfields?

My, H. BROWN: About 4s. or 55 at
the outside.

The Minister for Works: You know
the reason for the speeially low chiarge.

Mr. H. BROWXN: I do not wish to
depreeate the lowest charge on the fields ;
but I mention the average charge, and if
I am ineorreet I ask the Minister for
Works to contradict me. The average
charge on the goldfields is double the
charge on the coast; and is it fair, when
a certain charge is made for water which
gravitates 12 or 14 miles, to pump it
400 miles uphill and to supply it at twice
that charge? Another saving I may
mention can be effected in our railways.
T know well it would not be fair or just
to turn adrift a lot of railway employees
at the present time. But we find that
the Railway Department of South Aus-
tralia, with only 100 miles of railway
more than we possess, can hand over for
the year ending the 30th June 1907,
after paying all expenses, the huge sum
of three-quarters of a million to fhe
State revenue. In view of that, sarely
Some saving, net in the wages of the men
but in the traffic or some other branch,
can be effected here. If a State whose
railways are practically on the same basis
can hand that three-quarters of a million
to the general revenue, surely a paltry
sum of £60,000, such as is expected to be
raised by the land tax, can be easily
saved on the railways of Western Aus-
tralia.

The Minister for Mines: Our railways
show a ten times better record for the
past ten years than 5 shown by those of
South Aunstralia.

Mr. Gull: Is the South Australian re-
turn in ecash, or is it like our surplus
here?
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Mr. H. BROWN: I am quoting re-
turns telegraphed some few days ago to
the Perth newspapers. What will be the
effect and what is now the effect of the
land tax on the value of securities in the
city of Perth? The couniry should
know the detrimental effect the tax will
have on the deposits of our Government
Savings Bank investors.

The Premier: Do you say the tax will
affect the Savings Bank deposits?

Mr. H. BROWN: I say the Govern-
ment Savings Bank has, T believe, lent
some thousands of pounds on first mort-
gage on securities in Perth and in other
towns of Western Australia ; I know of
two of those securities within the past
week that bave depreciated by nearly
50 per cent.

The Premier: Depreciated by 50 per
cent. in a week?

Mr. H. BROWN: Within the past
week. I know of one security mortgaged
to the Savings Bank for £1,000; and when
that money was advanced the Government
of lhe day would not lend unless the
security was valued at twice the sum to
be advanced.

The Premier: Three-fifths.

Mr. H. BROWN: Double at that
time. That particular security, which I
know well, consists of a fwo-storeyed
dwelling in Perth, built at a cost of
£1,500, and a cottage adjoining which
cost aver £200. The land should now be
worth £500, and the amount advanced by
the Government of the day was £1,000
at six per cent.

The Premier: The depreciation is the
effect of the Federal tariff.

Mr. 5. BREOWN: The equify of re-
demplion was sold last week for £250.
Another property was mortgaged to the
savings bank for £2,500, and represented
at the time of the loan a sum of £5,000.
A person has hought it owing to its ad-
Joining his other property, and that was
the only reason for the purchase. He
purchased the equity of that land for
£200. In addition to the land fax pro-
mised by the Government our loeal cor-
poration have promised the citizens of
Perth a rate for a new town hall; we are
promised also another luxury in the shape
of a rate for & pavilion on one of the re-
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serves, and we are promised a lighting
rate as sooy as the new electrie light
system is introduced. [3r. Angwin:
That has nothing to do with the Gov-
ernment.] But it shows with what the
city will be burdened. We are pro-
mised a land tax also; on the top of that
we are threatened with a Federal land
tax; and last but not least, we have the
high Federal tariff we were recently dis-
cussing. I say that within the next faw
years the rates in Perth at least will ex-
ceed 6s. 8d. in the ponnd. But do we
find in this Bill any exemption of the
man who has borrowed heavily from pri-
vate wmortgagees, or from the Govern-
ment Savings Bank? None whatever.
And the mortgagee gets off clear every
time, while the unfortunate owner, who
will be struggling on with empty pre-
mises, high rates, and high cost of living,
will be absolutely ruined in the city of
Pearth.

The Premier: Does not the same argu-
ment apply to municipal taxation?

Mr. H. BROWN: I think the muni-
cipal corporations have praetically a
prior right to these mortgaged securi-
ties, which are after all the security of
the municipal debenture-holders. And
the state of affairs may be gauged by a
review of the position of the Perth
corporation, which over a week ago had
an overdvaft of £11,000 on general ae-
eount, while the health account was over-
drawn by £3,000. Already we hear the
mayor threatening that if ratepayers do
not pay their rates he will levy distress.
If they are unable to pay their local
taxation is it reasonable to think they
will be able to pay the land tax? The
bulk of the land in my own consiituency
is let on lease {o the tenants, and those
strnggling tradesmen who are highly
rated and are at present unable to pay
their rates—are they any better able to
pay the Government a land tax ranging
from £10 or £50 or £60? I say the tax
will mean absolutc ruin to the majority
of the ratepayers in this city. How
little the Bill was considered we know
full well. Originally the Bill provided
a 50 per ceni. exemption for improved
lands, and we know that in Perth it is
impossible to put on land valued at £400
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improvements equal to £200; so the
proposal was found to be absurd, and
now all lands the unimproved value of
whieh does not exceed £30 are to be
exempt.

At 6.13, the Speaker left the Chair.
At 7.30, Chair resumed.

Mr. H. BROWN (continuing) : I was
showing the inequitable tax this will he
on the towns and eities of the State com-
pared with the country districts. Surely
if an excmption of £250 is good enough
for the country districts, it should apply
to the towns. One knows that in the
country districts with 250 acres of land
a certain amount of improvement would
practically bring in a living for the
owner, whereas if that amount of im-
provement were put on city lands the
owner would not get a return from it at
all. We know from their speeches that
those members representing country dis-
triets contend that the towns will bear the
brunt of the tax. The member for Swan,
speaking on the Address-in-Reply last
year, said :—

““T am prepared to accept the pro-
posal of the Government and to ad-
voeate and support a tax on unim-
proved values. T say on unimproved
values because it will tax practically
every man in this ecounfry, whether
tenant or owner, and my friends in
the city will pay very much the larger
proportion of it”

He called them his ‘“friends in the city.”
How can any member of the House
representing a ¢ity or town constitu-
ency vote for such an inequitable
tax ¢ I will make bold to say there
is not a member representing any of
the Perth electorates who will benefit
by the £50 exemption proposed by
the Government. T speak with know-
ledge, having been connected with roads
boards. I find there is great difficuity
indeed in obtaining the present loeal
roads board taxation. In the Perth
road district, and it is just the same with
others, thev have cart and dog taxes, and
in addition to that a waler tax, which
seores do not yet benefit from, and a
health rale for which no serviee is ren-
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dered. Now they are threatened wiih a
lncal land tax, on top of that a Federal
land tax. Already within three or four
miles of the Perth town hall the value
of the land is absolutely exeeeded by the
arrears of rates owing on some hlocks.
I made a few remarks before the tea
adjournment with reference fo the un-
equal distribution of subsidies and the
small sums raised by various country
districts. As far as I have seen it is
“spoils to the vietors,” and subsidies for
those who are prepared to sink their
prineiples and vote fur the party, The
member for Mwrray (Mr. McLarty)
has spoken to his constifuents against a
land tax ; the Honorary Minister has
also spoken against it.

The Honorary Minister :
speak against it ?

Mr. H. BROWN : [ am quoting from
Hansard from menory ; the Honorary
Minister distinctly said in his eoncluding
remarks on the land tax: “I am abso-
Intely against it, vet I will have to vote
for it.” There is nothing more degrad-
ing than for any member of this House
to absolutely vote against his conscience.

Mr. Johnson ; That is so. Simply for
a portfolio.

Mr. H. BROWN : And an honorvary
one at that. Do the members for Wil-
liams {Mr. Coweher), Katanning (Hon.
F. H. Piesse), and Gascoyne (Mr. Bnt-
cher) absclutely believe in the tax ; or
the member for Irwin (Mr. 8. F. Moore) ;
and though eity members are prepared to
support the Government; ean they, seeing
the way this tax is going to affect them
and knowing the disasirous effect it is
going to have on the city, vote for this
Bill?7 I admit we need revenue, hut
until all these savines in administration
are effected T think it is Inadvisable to
go in at present for farther taxation. To
show the inequilable distribution of the
various roads board subsidies and to show
that those whe gave most loyal support
to the Covernment were those who got
—1 will not say bribes, but the greatest
sops for their support, I will give some
fizures. T say by the way that had it not
been for the Aitorney General we would
not have had any land tax during the
regime of the present Government. It

Where did 1
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was absolulely his priee for joining the
Mimstry that we should have a land tax.
The figures I guoted last session in re-
gard to the unequal distribution of roads
hoard subsidies were absolutely correet,
and I have had an opportunity during the
tea adjournment of turning them up
again. I find that the road distriet of
Bunbury collected rates to the enormous
extent of £23 10s. 3d.

The Premier : I paid more than that
myself; you are wrong there.

Mr. H. BROWN: The amount granted
by the Government for that year was
£965.

The Minister for Works : What year
was that?

Mr. H. BROWN : It was in 1904-5.
The Bunbury Suburban District raised
£60 and received the astounding sam of
£1,385 by way of Government subsidy.
In Sussex, so ably represented by the
Treasurer, who will T think go down very
pleased to tell his constituents that the
tax does not affeet them at all or very
little, the road district raised £70 and
received from the Government £820. The
member for Swan is also in favour of
this particular land tax, knowing that the
eity will pay for it. The Swan road dis-
triet raised £27G, and veceived from the
Government £1,473, and naturally the
‘member for Swan is placated and is in
favour of a tax that will raise money
from the towns. We have a more glar-
ing instance than this. The Canning
road distriet raised £344, and was pla-
eated with a subsidy of £1,766. The mem-
ber for Albany is another very loyal sup-
porter of the Government. The Albany
road distriet received £824 from the Gov-
ernment, and we can quite realise the
hon. member’s support when that distriet
contributed nothing, did not even strike
a rate. '

Hon. F. H. Piesse : Those fizures re-
fer to the past years ; it is not fair to
quote them.

Mr. H. BROWN: I am speaking from
my speech last year, when I argued as
to the inequality of the subsidies given by
the Government to the various roads
boards.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Assessment Bill.

The Minister for Works : By what
Government? 1t was the Labour Gov-
ernluent.

Mr. H. BROWN : T do not cave which
Government it was. We will see what
they veceived at Fremantle. I pointed
out earlier in the evening the frand per-
petrated al Fremantle by eharging a por-
tion of the health acecount to general
revenne. In spite of that, £404 was
raised in revenue by the Fremantle roads
board, and a subsidy of £2,118 was paid
by the Government. That very pro-
sperous district of Katanning, where we
liear that the settlers are doing so well,
that the country is going ahead by leaps
and bounds, that thousands of acres are
being cultivated, and how well the district
is able to bear this land tax, what favours
they are receiving hy having pelice courts,
railway stations, and everything like that
built—that district raised £189, and the
subsidy was £1,419. I think we will find
that very little land tax is coming from
the mining town of Kalgoorlie; we know
that the wvalues of land there are
particularly very little ; yet we find
that the Xalgoorlie road distriet
raised £1,774, and received in sub-
sidy the enormous sum of £4,238. {M»r.
Gordon : That was in Johnson’s time.]
There is no member more against the land
tax than the member for Irwin, and on
looking at the figures regarding that roads
district we find that whereas the Upper
Irwin and the Irwin roads distriets re-
ceived £410 and over £400 respectively
from the Government, those boards did
not collect one penny in rates from the
residents of the districts. [The Minister
for Mines: What about the Perth board?]
Next we turn to Beverley, which is a
very rich agricultural district, and one
of the oldest in the State. The roads
board there collected £127 and reeeived
from the Government £855. There is
also the very rich agricultural distriet of
Toodyay, and the roads board there re-
eeived in 1904-5 £1,306, and yet did not
eontribute one farthing to the revenue.
We find every country constituency clam-
ouring to the Government for grants for
roads, bridges, railways, and various
other works, and yel are’ not prepared
to tax themselves at all. [The Premier:
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And vou will not let the Government tax
them.] T am prepared to allow the Gov-
ernment to do so, but it must be in an
equitable mapner. Under the proposals
in the new land tax the majority of ecoun-
try lands will be exempt from taxation
altogetiier. The Government are frying
to encourage settlers here while the Alid-
land Railway Company are also doing
their hest to seitle the Midland lands.
Any settler who is prepared to go on the
Midland Ralilway concession, and T am
not speaking in favour of that company,
will be forced to pay the tax fromm the
outset, whereas any settler going on Gov-
ernment land will be exempt for the first
five years. Therefore it will be seen that
settlers on the Midland Railway conces-
siou will be severely handicapped as
against the man who goes on Government
Jand. The action taken by the Govern-
ment in connection with the recent elec-
tioneering campaign at Nertham was a
mild form of political bribery, for we
found the Minister for Mines telegraph-
ing to Northam stating that the savings
to be effected on railways would not go
to ihe relief of the State, but of the per-
sons who are using the railways. Again
we have seen during the last few weeks
the Government trying to make the Up-
per Honsge a party Hounse, and this action
ig greatly fo he depreeated. In addition
the stand they are taking now in connec-
tion with the West Perth election is a
peculiar one.  Both the candidates are
prepared to pive loval support to the
Government, like T do myself in all mat-
ters with the exception of this land tax;
but the candidate who is the selected
nominee of the National Political Leagne,
to which the Premier and the Colonial
Secretary belong, is not being supported
by those Ministers simply because of one
small and very unimportant item in his
programme. I am prepared to make any
sacrifice ratlier than that the land tax
should be brought into existence in this
State. We know that retrenchment must
come, not particulayly retrenchment of
labour bnt also in connection with the
working of the various departments. We
see by the programme of the Government
that they are prepared to reduce their own
salaries—at all events _this is according
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to the Governor's speech of last session.
T will assist themn in their very laudable
desire and. with the objeet of endeavour-
ing to make both ends wmeet, I intend to
move this sesgsion fur the abolition of
payment of members. [Ur. Taylor: Ab-
olish paymentof Ministers’ salaries also?]
No, | would pay them fur the work they
do. 1 desire to plead with the misguided
members Lor the city and suburbs to as-
sist me in fighting the land tax, and to
vote against it if a division is tgken on
the question. I know ihe member for
North Perth is prepared to sopport the
Bill g0 long as he gets his £30 exemption.
But I will tell biny and the members of
his constituency, that there is no single
block of Jand in Novth Perth that will be
exemipt under the £30 elause. I desire to
make in this matter an appeal to the
menihers representing the Perth constitu-
encies. With regard to the Fremantle
electorates, however, aithough I should
like to appeal for their support as well, I
know that, owing to the heavy subsidies
and honuses given to Fremantie—the port
seems to rule the State—we have no
earthly hope of gaining a vote from them.
I therefore entreat the wmembers of the
city constituencies to vote as their con-
seience dictates, and if they do this after
hearing the speeches of Ministers and
of their supporters and realising the in-
equality of the tax, they will agree with
me that it Is an inigquitous and very un- .
fair one, and one that at the present thme
is altogether uncalled for. My intention
is to vote on every occasion against this
Bill, even to the third reading.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE (Katanning) : If
the discussions in this House with regard
to a proposed land tax are to be continued
much longer, if is likely we will never have-
a land tax at all, for this is the fourth
occasion on which I have had an oppor-
tunity of spesking on the question. [Mr.
Joknson : Have you had a different
opinion each time 7] I am not going to
plead guilty to that accusaiion. On o
previous oceasion the hon. member
charged me with perhaps having less ob-
Jection to the land tax each time I spoke.
I cannot give my support to land taxa-
tion as a prineiple. It happens on oecca-
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sions that Gevernments, whose vesponsi-
hilities we all recognise, find it necessary
for the porpose of carrying on their
finaneial obligations to raise revenue ;
and the project now puf forward by the
Government is said to be necessary owing
to that reason. Those who have watched
the history of the proposed land tax will,
I think, agree with me that in the first
instance it was intended that the tax
should be levied with the objeet of caus-
ing the unimproved lands of the State to
he developed. That reason, however, was
given up later on, for it was found it
would be impossible under our present
legal standing to enforce it. In regard
to land taxation, I have always been in
accord with the taxation of lands for
the purposes of bringing them wnder eul-
tivation or development. Of course I
only refer to the taxation of unimproved
lands. With regard fo the proposals of
the Government I have said on & previous
occasion that I considered them to be
premature. Fowever, great ehanges have
taken place in regard to the finances of
the country, and the Government are evi-
dently still impressed with the necessity
for raising revenune. These representa-
tions, however, have not appealed to the
people in the country distriets, who still
fear that the taxation proposals will press
heavily on them. In my opinion the im-
position of the tax will aet as a deter-
rent to new settlement; not that it would
create very great hardships to these going
on the land, for provision is made for
them in the exemption clanses, but owing
to the fact that previously to the intro-
duction of this Bill promises were made
that there would be no land taxation ; in
faect that was definitely stated to intend-
ing settlers. The discussion on the land
tax question bas now been going on for
some two vears, and therefore some of
the ideas which previously existed with
regard to the unlikelihood of land taxa-
tion, have become dissipated, and the posi-
tion of the people in the country is now
somewhat different from what it was when
the proposals were first bronght forward.
The exemption eclauses, and especially
that portion which relates to the first five
yvears after which a selection has been
taken up, have become widely known, I
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know that members of the Opposifion
have taken strong exception to the exemp-
tions, and have giver reasons why they
intend to oppose the Bill if the exemp-
tions are proceeded with.

Mr. Scaddan : Who said they would
do this ?

Hon. F. H. PIESSE : The Leader of
the Opposition and the member for Mount
Margaret.

Mr. Scaddan : That is hardly correct.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE: If the words can
be taken to represent the meaning they
intended to convey, I conelude that was
the statement they made. Moré especially
do I refer to the member for Mount
Margaret.

Mr, Sceddan : All he said was that
there wonld be justification for opposing
the measure.

Hon. F."H. PIESSE : I have already
stated that the first object in introdueing
a tax was to compel owners to make im-
provements on their property ; but now
it is proposed that the tax should be im-
posed in order to obtain money for
revenue purposes. Certain reductions
are provided for imprevements, and
those who are not improving their lands
will have to pay donble the rate as com-
pared with those who have improved
their properiies. I think it would have
been a good thing if the Bill had been
passed in order to earry out the original
object, but T am not in accord with the
present proposal. T consider the pre-
sent proposal premature, because land
seftlement is now in its initiatory
stages. "The member for Perth has
pointed out that the tax would inflict
great hardship on the towns, and es-
peeially ithe municipalities of Perth and
Fremantle. We who are looking at this
matter from the agrienltural standpoint
fee! that the cities benefit preatly by the
improvement of the lands, and although
we ‘are not anxious to see additional
taxation in the cities any more than we
are in regard to our own lands, still T
think we must admit that if the burden
is heavier upon the ecities than in tfhe
country it should be so, because the
former henefit by the development of the
land by agrienltural or horticultnral
pursnits. They also benefit owing to
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the development of the mining industry.
The proposal to impose a tax, although
perhaps in its incidence the tax may not
be a very heavy burden on the people,
and nothing like so heavy ag some ex-
peet, is creating great unrest in the
minds of the people in the country dis-
triets,  And notwithstanding the fact
that one may argue with them and
reason with them, and put before them
all ihe benefits that may be derived from
obtaining revenue by this means for
opening up the country by roads and
railways, still it seems to them that any-
thing in the way of land taxation savours
somewhat of collecting money that they
ean il afford to pay. We have the prin-
ciple of land taxation agreed to in our
Roads Boards Aet and our Municipal
Acts. I may say since the initiation of
that method, proposed by the Govern-
ment some time ago, of increased taxa-
tion under the Roads Board Act, the
roads boards as a whole—I may say
without any exeeption, though some
bave not raised as much as others—have
responded very regularly by large con-
tributions to the requests made to them
for farther help in that direetion. Allu-
sion bkas heen made by the member for
Perth {(Mz. H. Brown) to the collections
made in the year 1904-5, and by way of
comparison he gave the amounts re-
ceived by the roads boards and the
amount of subsidy granted by the Gov-
ernment. In my own distriet, and T
speak of that becanse I know something
of the rates collected for the past year,
for the previous year something under
£500 was raised—but last vear £800 waa
the amount received. That is a eredit-
able contribution. Eight hundred pounds
was raised 1in rates, and the subsidy
paid was £1,200 for last year. But for
the first year the munieipality showed
a somewhat creditable collection: they
raised £38 per £100 contributed by the
State. This year the contribution will
‘he in excess of that, probably over £30.
So they are recognising their responsi-
hilities; and they would have preferred
the methods they have adopted rather
.than a general land tax system. Tt

would have been more acceptable to
them, controlling as they do their own
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affairs. Recognising as they do their
responsihility, they have liberally raised
their taxation, in the two instances I
have quoled from Yd. to 114d.

Mz, Bath: What about the valuations?

Hon. F. H. PIESSE: The valuations
have been increased. In some of the
distriets the funds fell with the valua-
tions, but recent wvaluafions have been
very equitably appraised and have been
carried out on lines which I think will
stand the test of the State assessors. The
roads boards are thoroughly reecognising
their responsibilities in that. direetion.
In one distriet adjoining my own al-

_though they have raised their rates to 1d.

in the pound they bave had their valua-
tions increased. They have taken some
upon the Government valnation and not
allowed for poison leases, nothing under
the rates for third-class land—that is,
Jds. 9d. for third-class land, 6s. 6d. for
second-elass land, and for frst-class land
10s. or whatever the land has been sold
at under the new regulations. At pre-
sent that is faken as the valuation. Later
on, as the conditions of the district
improve, we shall see farther improve-
ment in the direetion of assessing the
values at a higher rate. Perhaps the
local authorities~1 speak more partien-
larly for the people whom I know best,
and their methods—would have preferred
to continue that system rather than have
a general systemm of taxation adopted,
believing that to be more economic. Tt
would enable the hoaids, with the per-
misgion given by Parliament, {o raise
sufficient money for their own require-
ments to open up roads, except in speecial
cases where bridges have to be huili,
then special votes from Parliament should
be made. They have agreed to a gradual
reduction of the subsidy. This is a sug-
gestion I made myself on both oceasions
when T spoke hefore, to make up for the
loss of revenue sustained. The boards
themselves know they cannot expect to
have the large grants which have been
paid regularly or annually in the past.
They know they must hecome more self-

‘supporting, and paturally they see the

necessity of doing something from a local
standpoint to help themselves, With the

two taxes on them' they feel the burden
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greater than they should be called on
to bear; hence the reason why they are
strongly opposed to the land tax pro-
posals of the Government. The building
of railways is a material factor in the
development of these distriets; and I
think if you consulted all the men able
to pay and who are naturally interested
in the welfare of a distvict they would
offer no objection to contributing to assist
in the building of the lines. But we
must not forget that lines of vailway
constructed through a district are not
wholly for the benefit of that distriet,
but are for the benefit of the State as a
whole. As I have already mentioned, it
18 by the efforts of men on the gold-

fields and on the agricultural and pas- -

toral lands that we see our ecities grow
up. There we see people centralised,
and we see manufactories started, some
of which have not progressed as we would
like to have seen. But the people are
assisting in  developing the mnational
wealth, and they look for the building
up of these large centres. Consequently,
the State should share the burdens, and
so far the State has shared the burden
in bearing the interest on the lines con-
structed. Non-paying lines at the pre-
sent time will become paying propositions,
and will open up vast districts which are
not opened up at the present time. We
can understand why people in couniry
districts are anxions to maintain their
own taxation.. If a general tax became
the law of the country, these people cer-
tainly think the loecal taxation should not
be exacted. If the other taxes also are
collected, let there be a tax and they will
pay it; bot they believe it would be
more economical to collect the tax them-
selves than under the system now pro-
posed. All the Government expect to
receive from this tax is £60,000 on 1¥4d.
in the pound valnation. My opinion is
that the tax will reach a much larger
sam than £60,000; it will be mueh in
excess of that amount. There has to be
taken into consideration the cost of mak-
ing the valuation and the -cost of collee-
tion. And the evidence which is before
us in the experience of the Eastern
States in regard to this matter shows
that the -cost of collection is heavy, and
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in many instances has reached as high
as 30 per cent.

The Premier : Where 1s that ?

Hon. F. H. PIESSE : In South Auns-
tralia it is nearly 30 per cenf. A new
department will be brought into being,
and the State will have to hear the cost
of administering that department.

Mr. Bath : It will be costly under this
Act.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE: That is a matter
which, if the Bill reaches the Committee
stage, ean be remedied. We are looking
forward to the advice of others who have
had experience, and we wish to make the
Bill work as easily as possible under the
conditions. With these facts hefore us,
the people who are determined in their
objection, and with the people who re-
cognise the c¢laims which are upon them
and the justice of having to pay their
due proportion and fair share of the
upkeep of the country, and their own
rates, feel that they are already deing
sufficient in that direetion. That is the
reason  why they have such a strong
objection to these land taxation pro-
posals, particularly in the agricultural
districts. The Premier has already told
us, and we have heard it from other
members, that where the tax has been ex-
plained 1in ecertain agrieultural centres
the people have recognised the justice of
the tax. But I fear there are a great
many who are not in accord with the
expressed opinion of some other centres;
and in scattered districts it is diffieult
to convince the people that the tax will
not be a burden, especiaily in a distriet
whiech has only just commenced settle-
ment. The exemptions will be of benefit
admittedly to a man holding under 1,000
acres ; but much of the land taken up in
some localities is of such a nature that
1,000 aeres will not be sufficient to live
upon. Therefore, these people will not
be benefited, as they will have to take up
more than 1,000 acres, and therefore will
not benefit by the exemptions. I under-
stand the Govermment intend to intro-
duce a new Roads Board Bill this session
dealing with the administration of roads
boards. 1 shall be glad to weleome
such a measnre. In my opinion theve
is evident necessity for the intreduetion
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of a Bil on reforming lines, a measure
in keeping with the altered conditions of
the country sinee the old Bill was intro-
duced and passed in the Parliament of
this State. There' will be the advantage
of baving a moderate svstem built up on
the shire system of Viectorta and other
States, which will be applicable to the
peaple of the eountry districts. It seems
to me that in such a Bill orovision could
be made for :he colleetion of the land
tax. Many of the roads boards would
be able to eolleet sufficient taxation for
the upkeep of the reads in their, distriel.

AMr. Bath : If they gave o liberal
franchise I would be agreeable to. let
them have the tax altogether.

Hen. F. H. PTESSE : Tha! is a ques-
tion we lave to consider. As one who
on their behalf has advoeated their claims
and pui forward their ohjections, as an
old wember of the House, and as a mem-
ber of one of the longest Governments
that controlled the destinics of this
country, I recognise the necessity for
revenue, and I find it difieult in many
cases to assimlate my own ideas with
those of the settlers in many respeects,
beeause of the neges ity which 1 know
there is for vnising revenue. However, I
feel we should recognise the views of
these people who are particularly affected
because of conrse they know where the shoe
piuehes. And it is only the people situ-
ated in these distriets, labouring as they do
under untoward cirenmstances, with the
hardships they have to put up with, liv-
ing in such humble cirewmstances, starting
un the land, who practically have
nwothing, who no doubt fear the imposi-
tion of other taxes on Lhem; hLenee the
reason why they are desirous that the
tax should not be impused. Conse-
quently I recognise, notwithstanding the
justice of every portion of the ecommu-
iity contributing its fair share to the
upkeeop vf ihe country, that in their case
there are special claimg for consider-
ation :  aud if there ean be some
method adopted by which farther exemp-
tion would be allowed, I feel that thew
wonld be justly entitled to it, having al-
ready under loeal government conditions
raised money for local requirements.

Although so mueh has been said against
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the opposition of the towns, that they
feel the imposition and the echafing nature
of sueh a tax, yet they cannot feel the
impost equally with those men who ave
just siavting in new eountry. In re-
gard to the remarks made by the Leader
of the Opposition and the member for
Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor) the ofher
night, I would like to say at this stage
that I stand here euntirely independent in
Threatening may
he very good for some members; they
may be influenced by statements of what

-will bappen; but such statements cannot

turn me aside from the course I feel
hound to take. I know the business of
the counfry must be carried on. I know
the strong objection of the people of my
own locality to extra taxation; and I
recognise their just claims and just ob-
Jections. But 1 feel also that there is
cast upon us and upon me especially the
duty of doing my best to preserve stable
government. [Mr. Walker : Is this
stable Government?} Yes; this is stable

Government. In recent vears we have
had enough changes. T know the

opinions of my friends in Opposition. I
know they are entirely in accord with
this taxation proposal, though I admit
they are opposed to exemption; and
there is mno doubt in my mind that
if they were in power they would
introduee a similur  Bill, not  perhaps
on exaetly the same lines. but on lines
which would impose heavier obligations
on the people. Knowing the position
of this eountry, the econdition of iis
finances and the necessity for obtain-
inr  additionel revenue, 1 prefer to
suppoert the present Government rather
than to take any other course in regard
to this measure. I rely on Ministers
sense of justice and on the justice of the
House to deal with the Bill later on in
Commiitee, when T will propose in some
of the clauses alterations of which due
notice will be given. [Ar. Bolton : In-
creased exemptions?] Yes. Feeling as
I do that we ean make these alterations,
and knowing the opinion of the majority
of mentbers, T am certain we are not like-
Iy to gain anv advaniage by voting
against the Government. [Mr. Walker :
If vou voted against the Government there
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would be a dissolution.] Thai would
mean only a revival of this very taxation,
admittedly under different econditions.
Knowing that the country, with the ex-
ception of the agricultural centres, is
lavrgely in favour of extra taxation of
some sort, I cannot see that any change
in the personnel of this Parliament would
be effected by an appeal to the ecouniry
on this question.

Mr. Angwin: You are afraid there
would be a ehange in the personnel.

Hon. . H. PIESSE: If I thought

there would be, I should be almost in-.

clined to make the appeal.

Mr. Bath: Let us have a try.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE: Perhaps Oppo-
sition members are like the man who
wanted to fight and asked someone to
hold him hack. The appeal to the ecoun-
try might come too suddenly, before we
were all prepared for it. T think every-
one will agmee that T do not fear the re-
sult of an appeal to the country. If it be
the will of my constituents that I shonld
retire, I should retire with the best pos-
gible grace. But I hope we shall have an
opportunity for at least another year or
two, whatever other time may be deter-
mined, to earry on without any disloca-
tion of the business of the conntiry. We
have before us the tariff question and the
question of the defieit; and in these cir-
cumstances, thongh many of the con-
stituencies are in a great measure opposed
to this Bill, T feel it is in their interests
and in the interests of the country to
support these who now control our desti-
nies, rather than to seek the dissolution
which has been suggested by the Opposi-
tion, and which the Opposition pray may
not come about. Notwithstanding this, I
agree with the member for Gascoyne (Mr.
Bulcher), although the hon. member
spoke perhaps, rather heatedly to-night.
[Mr. Butcher: No; he did not.] Know-
ing him as I do, counting him among my
most valued friends, looking on him as
one of the men best fitted to develop this
country, I am sure it is not because of
the effect of this tax on himself thai he
objects to its imposition. He, I am sure,
would be quile ready to pay his share,
as I should be to pay mine, because I
believe we should ail contribute to carry
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on the affairs of the country. At the
same time, I should have rejoiced if the
Government had seen their way to aban-
don their taxation proposal at this stage;
and if my friends in Opposition feel they
are so firmly pledged to a land tax, and
that it is an absoluie necessity for the
country, I should prefer them to introduce
it at a later stage rather than have it
passed at the present time. In these cir-
cumstances it is my intention not to offer
farther opposition to the Bill, exc¢epting
to deal with it in Committee, if it reaches
that stage.

Mr. H. E. BOLTON (North - Fre-
mantle) : T am satisfied that all the arguo-
ments that can be brought forward by
the forces for and against the measure
have been used; and if there are no ar-
guments left for one to use, it is at least
open to a member to earn one distinction
—the record for breviiy. I have inside
and outside this Chamber shown that I
am a strong advocate of a tax on unim-
proved land values, I am as strong on
that as ever, and am as bitterly opposed
to any exemption clauses or rebate -
clauses.

Mr. Gordon:
exemption?

Mr. BOLTON: I always opposed ex-
emption; and let me say, the hon. mem-
ber’s interjection is easily answered. When
he speaks on this question he will quote
from Hanserd my speech when 1 was
clected to this House to support the
Daglish Ministry. He will there read,
if he can read, that I then advoeated the
two bundred pounds exemption which I
had already advocated on the publie
platform. BSince that time I have on the
public platform advocated no exemption,
and I am prepared to stick to that poliey,
and to do my utmost to knock out the
exemption clauses in this Bill. Perbaps
the mosi foreible arguments used in
favour of the Bill were those of the At-
torney General; but his arguments in
favour of the exemption clauses were de-
cidedly weak. [Mr. Bath: Just as weak
as they used to be strong against them.]
I can well understand that the Minister
no more believes in the exemption clauses
than the Treasurer believes in land taxa-

Did you always oppose
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tion. Again, some good strong argu-
nments against the Bill were used by at
least one member who is prepared to
support if. That faet is instruetive to
members whe have not  been educated

on  the question of taxing unimproved
land  values. The Attorney Gen-
eral  vemarked that the demands

on the Treasury are now thirty per cent.
higher than they were some two years
ago— [The Attorney General : Five years
ago.] I stand corrected—and that there
is less money to meet them ; and in the
same breath he says the Government pro-
pose to raise £60,000 to meet demands on
the Freasury that have increased by thirty
per cent. Yet the Opposition are pre-
pared to assist the Government to raise
- more than £60,000 if they will accept the
Bill without exemption. The Government
have had one ery since they introduced
this measure—that they must have rev-
enue. owing to the loss of our customs
duties ; vet they are not prepared to go
the whole hog and impose this tax without
exemption. It will cost no more or very
little more to colleet with than without
exemption. [Mr. Butcher : Much less.]
I am reminded by an opponent of the
measure that the tax will cost even less
to collect without exemption.  Still, I
have heard that gentleman say that even
he would support the tax if it were made
equitahle and free from exemption. It
does seemt absard for the fovernment to
raise the ery that they must have revenue,
and yet to refuse an offer to support the
Billi if the exemptions are struck onf.
The Attorney General concluded by ap-
pealing to members to consider the State.
I say, ‘how can they better consider the
State than by adopting this measare with-
out exemption ¢ The argnment used by
I think nearly all Mipisters is that the
poor working man with his block worth
£50 will be exempt ; but I would remind
the House that it is not the poor working
man with his block who is objecting to
the tax.

Ar. Bath : Anyhow, he will have to
pay taxation in some other form to make
up ihe deficit.

Mr. BOLTOX : Quite se ; but in re-
gard to the direct land tax, the poor man
with his small bloek has made no com-
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plaint whatever, and is quite prepared to
pay. It is not from him that the outery
proceeds. I can almost say that it is not
the poor struggling farmers who ask for
the £250 esemption. They are gradually
being educated on the question, and many
of them are prepared o pay the tax. It
seemis to me to be a good argument for
some members that they are protecting
the poor working man and the poor far-
mer ; yet these people whom members
wish to proteet are not grumbling at all
or kicking np any fuss. I cannot say I
am surprised at the member for Katan-
ning {Hon. F. H. Piesse). . Somebow I
thought at the outsel of his remarks he
wonld wind up by saying he hated -the
sight of the Bill, just as he did on the
three previous oceasions. He wishes the
Government would at the last moment
withdraw the Bill ; at the same time, he
will support it. I know that the hen.
member hoped that the Government would
not introduge it this session. That may
account for his remarks, made since Par-
liament prorogued last session, against
land values taxation. But when he finds
the Government are determined to pro-
ceed with the measure, he has shown some
reason to support it.  That reason way
be aceepied by his constituents. Perhaps
for the benefit of the Chamber it is to
be hoped his constituents will accept his
explonation. e is generally and rightly
considered throughout the State as an op-
ponent of the measure. DBut sinee I have
been in the House I have never seen him
record his vote against land valoes taxa-
tion, though 1 have hicard him make some
strong speeches against the principle, I
. did not expect him to come to any other
conclusion than that he would support the
Government. I say 1 am entirely op-
posed to the exemption and rebate clauses,
and will do my utmost to have them dele-
ted, for they cannot well he amended.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
After the many speeches we have had on
the Bill, I do not know that it is possible
for me to say anything very new, except
to refer to the fact that it was part of the
policy of the Daglish Government to im-
pose a.tax on unimproved land values,
with an exemption of £400. That policy
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was enunciated by Mr. Daglish in his
speech at Subiaco, reported in the Press
on the 24th August, 1904.

Mr. Angwin : I have here a veport of
a speech by the present Minister for

Works. He says that the Daglish Gov-
ernment Jdil not  propose any oxemp-
tion.

The PREMIER : I have here a report
of Mr. Daglish’s policy speech, and I
think it iz admitted on all hands that he
intended to provide an exemption of
£400. He said :— '

“It is the intention to introduce a
Billi for a tax on unimproved values,
the application to be general; the value,
not area, to be the basis of the tax ;
exemption, £1,000 ; the tax to gradu-
ate ; additional impost on ahsentee

. owners.”
Now what is the difference between that
Rill and the present Bill?

Mr. Scadden : That has nothing o
do with it, Wherve is My. Daglish now?
He is following the present Government,

The PREMIER: I take it that the
members of his Cabinet endorsed the
pruposal he made on that oceasion. The
-only difference hetween his Bill and the
Bill now introduced is that we propose
an exemption of £230 as againsi the ex-
emption of £400 Mr. Daglisih proposed.
At the same time we have introduced
the principle of imposing an additional
30 per cent. on ahsentee landholders.
The prineiple of exemptions has been
embodied in the speech of every Pre-
mier in conneetion with the taxation on
land valves. Tt 1is all very well for
people to say that it is a new thing.
We hear on every platform that thig
question was never hefore the country;
but when I was elected, portion of the
policy T supported was a tax on anim-
proved land values with limited exemp-
tions to genuine selectors. [ had the
honour  of seconding the Address-in-
Reply on that cecasion, and if members
look up the debate on the Address-in-
Reply on that oceasion, they will find
that my words are absolutely correct.

Mr. Bath: Read the poliey speech of
Mr. James.

The PREMIER : T am guoiing from
1he Governor’s Speech on that oceasion,
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the first Governor's speech delivered in
these bnildings. Members can easily
look up Hansard to confirm  my re-
marks.

Mr. Batk: You look up the Attoreny
Greneral’s criticism.

The PREMIER: The Attorney Gen-
eral by virtue of his associations lias he-
come qualified to express an opinion
whether exemptions are necessary or
not. When he was on the goldfields he
kad not the opportunity of going among
the agrienturists and watching the
struggling settier in his pioneer days;
and if more members would travel
like the Attorney General has
they also would hecome converts to
exempiions. [Numerous interjections.]

Mr., SPEAKER : I would ask mem-
hers to give the hon. member a patient
hearing. It is a very important sub-
jeet and we cannot hear the Premier
with so much interjecting.

The PREMIER : The Treasurver has
dealt with the question from the finan-
cial point of view, and has emphasised
the  need for extra revenue. Members
on both sides of the House must recog-
nise that this is so. Some of the
bitterest opponents. of a land lax are
those who will derive most benefit from
the loan recently passed to develop the
different parts of our State. We ab-
tained authovity from Parliament last
year to raise two and a-half milliens of
money, and when the money is raised it
will mean that we will have to provide

-something like £112,000 per annum for

interest and sinking fund—[Mr. Bath :
Hear, hear]—yet many of these people
who on the ome hand wait on Ministers
asking for grants for roads, the con-
struction of railways, the development
of the Nourth-West, the opening up of
harbours, ete., are strongest against the
land tax. [t 18 not the small people on
the land who arve opposing it. We have
heard a lut about the struggling farmer;
but every time the Bill i1s explained pro-
perly to a country audience, no diffi-
eulty is found in eonverting the farmers
to a tax on land valnes. Exception has
been taken to the attitude of the Gov-
ernment in regard fo the election in the
East Provinee. The (lovernment would
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noi have been worth their salt if they
had not taken their part in endeavonr-
ing o secure the return of the gentle-
man who was returned and who was
pledged to tax unimproved land values,

Mr. Scaddan: He has changed his *
opinions. He opposed the land tax pre-
viously.

The PREMIER: Never niind what he
said previously. You have altered your
opinions” You favoured exemptions at
one time and now you do mnot. Mr.
Throssell has had reason to change. He
speaks now from a statesman’s point of
view; last year he spoke from the point
of view of the private individual, from
the point of view of his own pocket. He
had thé honesty to tell the people, before
nomination day. e was in favour of a

“tan en unimproved land values. If he
had kept his tongue quiet he would
have been returned unopposed. We must
give him credit for being honest. An
old man, at his age he might easily have
kept his tongue quiet and been retnrned
unopposed ; but no, he would rather face
the electors and fight this question than
be returned unopposed. He explained
to me the secret of his eonversion. Some
few weeks before the election he waited
as a member of a deputation on the Trea-
surer, who received it in my absence, and
asked for an extension of the railway
from Goomalling. It would cost about
£30,000 to £40,000. Returning to his
home, in the solitude of the railway car-
riage it occurred to him that he had been
guilty of a most extraordinary action;
he realised that in making application to
the Treasurer for this expenditure he
was asking for something like £40,000,
which would mean that in this partieular
district alone the Government would be
spending something like £2,000 a year in
interest and sinking fund, whereas the
district as a matter of faect was contri-
buting very little indeed to the revenue
of the State. A litle later on when he
had come out as a candidate he deter-
mined that he would make a full explana-
tion to his constituents, and as a result
his constiluents returned him at the head
of the poll. [Mr. Angwir: By an over-
whelming majority?] He would have
had an gverwhelming majority if he had
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received the votes cast for Mr. Walls,
and which would otberwise have been
cast for Mr. Throssell.

Labour member: Question.
not say that.

Mr. Johnson: They would sooner eut
off their hands than vote for Mr. Thros-
sell. '

The PREMIER: Do not run away
with that idea. I say Mr. Throssell
would have received that extra 300 votes.
That is where T blame my friends oppo-
site. We were asking for a eclear-eut
issue to see whether the country would
support this iaxation; but instead of
allowing a clear-cut issue between the
taxer and the anti-taxer, we found the
Labour Party putting up Myr. Watts with
a view to rejecting Mr. Throssell and
thereby embarrassing the Government in
the passage of the Land Tax Bill through
the Legislative Couneil.

Mr, Bath: Mr. Throssell on behalf of
Mr. Mitehell opposed Mr. Watts when he
was a candidate at the last general elec-
tions, .

The PREMIER: 1 say that in the
meantime Mr. Throssell has been con-
verted. That was twelve months ago.

Mr. Johnson: We are giving yon a
clear-cut issue in West Perth.

The PREMIER: The Government
were taken to task to-night by the mem-
ber for Perth in regard to the West
Perth election. Do hon. members want
the Government to sit still? Would not
they be the first to eriticise the Govern-
ment if Ministers had not come forward
to support one supporting their poliey?
[Labowur Member: We donot blame you.]
Anyone would despise the Government
that would be afraid to come out of their
shells and support a principle they have
advocated. The two objects of this
taxation are to raise additional revenue
and to force persons holding unim-
proved land to sell it or improve it.
From persons holding unimproved [and
the tnost siremuous opposition is beiny
received; and as I explained when
last I talked on this measure in this
House, they are the descendants
of those who acquired land on very easy
terms indeed. As I pointed out on that
ogeaston, many persons possess land

You can-



1214 Land Taz
from the simple faet that their parents
happened to eome into the State bringing
a little money with them. Certain land
was allotted for location duties. A man
was able to take up 40 acres for every £3
he brought into the State.
it considered value in money but in kind.
If a man brought in a piano worth £250
he was entitled to acquire about 2,000
acres of land. Some of the largest areas
of the land held unimproved were given
to different people in this way, There is
an estate well known to the member for
Murray ; it is known as the Peel Estate,
eontaining 250,000 acres. It is practi-
cally to-day what it was in 1832, when it
was aequired. I do not suppose that
£1,000 has been spent on it. There is not
a single thing done on it. The owners of
this estate cannot secure any rebate;
they will have to pay the full 114d. in the
pound, and it will mean they must either
sell or subdivide the land. That is what
we want. That land is within 50 miles
of Perth.

Mr. Angwin : It is worth about Gs. an
acre. '

The PREMIER : I do not know what
the value of the land is.

Mr. 4. J. Wilson : That is one large
estate ; how manv more are there ?

The PREMIER : I have a list of all
areas in the State over 5,000 acres. I
will only mention one or two I happen to
know ; but the list is available to any
member who wishes to peruse it. There
is Wellington Loeation 1, eontaining
103,000 acres. That was also acquired in
the same way. Not only were large areas
of land acquived in this way, but thons-
ands of acres were jumped, not a penny
being paid for them, a possessory title
being obtained. I could not help re-
marking, when travelling on the South-
Western Railway the other day, a large
area for which a possessory title was ob-
tained after 10 years’ oceupancy, and not
a single thing has been done on ‘the land.
The timher has not even been ringharked.
That is another instance where the tax
will have a good effect.

Mr. Bolton : Why give that man ex-
emption ?

The PREMIER : He does not get any
exemption. That was an argument put
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up the other night, that the exemptions
would be of value to the big man. The
position is that any man with property
worth over £1,000 gets no exemption.
The only exemption is for conditional
purchase holders for the first five years
and for ordinary freeholders for £250
up to £1,000. If the property is worth
more than £1,000 the owner does not re-
eeive the exemption of £250. So in these
instances where these large areas are held
they will not reap any value from exemp-
tions. On the Collie-Narrogin Railway
there are five or six large blocks between
Darkan and Williams. The owners will
either have to sell, or improve them. By
virtue of the construetion of the railway
an inereased value has been given to these
blocks, and they will have to pay on the
unearned increment given by virtue of
the construction of the railway. The con-
sequence is that, while thev might have
been able to hold the land before the ad-
vent of the railwayat a verynominal rate,
now the railway is there they will have
to sell or improve the land so as to bring
in more revenue with whieh to pay the
tax. With regard to exemptions, T would
like to quote what is done in some of the
Eastern States to show that we are not
singular in this respect. = New Zealand,
as we know, was the first State to take up
this question of land taxation. It was
Mr. Ballance who first introduced the sys-
tem of a gradunated i{ax on unimproved
Jland. The same arguments he used in
introducing his measure apply here, and
I can only quote from his speech | —

“The country was paying enormous
sums of money every year for interest
on the loans whiek had made the rail-
ways, roads, and other public works,
and had added unearned inerement to
the lands that had been sold for a
“mess of pottage.’”

The samte principle applies to an equal
extent in Western Australia. When Pre-
mier in 1891, Mi. Ballanee said :—

“ The first plank in the Liberal plat-
forn must be the land question. (1)
Revenue requires extra taxation; (2)
the tirne has eome when the landowners.
of the eolony should pay their share of
the cost of Government; (3) a gradu-
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ated tax is necessary to break wp mono-

polies.”
Under the New South Wales Act, and
the member for Kanowna knows it well,
they have exemptions up to £240. The
tax is one penny in the pound and only
.one exemption is allowed to any one per-
son or company. In Victoria there 1is
no Jand tax, buf it is more a tax on pas-
toral lands; it is a tax of 1%4d. on capi-
tal value with exemptions on estates up
1o £2,500. The tax only applies to rural
lands of over an area of 640 acres. In
South Australia, where the conditions
are somewhat similar to those in Western
Australia, they have a land tax of l4d.
in the pound on unimproved values,
‘with an additional %,d. in the pound
on all over £5000, absentees having
to pay 20 per cent. over the ordin-
ary rates. In Tasmania there is a
progressive form of land tax without
-exemption, and it ranges from ¥4d. in the
pound upwards. The revenue received
last year from the tax was £54,000. In
New Zealand there is a progressive land
tax on unimproved values on all land
-valued at £5,000 and upwards; absentees
being taxed 50 per cent. above the sched-
ule rates. In addition there is an ordin-
ary land tax, the amount{ of which is
fixed annunally by a Rating Act. [Mr.
Johnson: They are altering their system
now.] 1 believe they are. There is one
matter I would refer to before I conclude,
and that is in regard to the statement
made that we would lose £30,000 by ex-
emptions. I understood the Leader of
the Opposition to say he had quoted from
a speech I wade last year, when I said
that was the amount that would be lost
by the exemptions. I eannot find any
Teport of that speech although 1 have
looked for it. I have however gone into
the question and have found out actually
what these exemptions will mean. As
to the exemptions on all rural lands to
‘the value of £250, the total value of those
lands is £1,256,385, while as to the £50
exemption in municipalities, the total
value of those lands is a little short of
£500,000. Worked out at 34d. in the
pound the exemptions would represent—
roads district exemptions £5,024, munici-
palities exemptions £1,844; a total of

[29 AvavsT, 1907.]

Assessment Bill, 1215
£6,868, and not £30,000 as stated by the
Leader of the Opposition.

AMr. Scaddan; That is assuming they
would all receive the rebate.

The PREMIER: This refers to pro-
perties of under £30 value in municipali-
ties, and under £250 value outside.

Mr. Bath: Your figures are based on
a three-farthing rate.

The PREMIER : That is so. I do not
think it is necessary at this stage to give
the details of the amounts that will be
collected in the various distriets, but I
will let the House know them when the
Committee stage is reached. Nutwith-
standing what the hon. member for Gas-
coyne has said as to the terrible nature
of the tax, and the great sum that will
have to be paid by the people in various
parts of the State, so far as his constitu-
ency is concerned I may inform him
that in the district controlled by the Car-
narvon roads board —[Mr. Butcher: 1
was not thinking of my constitueney] —
the amount to be paid on the tax will
total the magnificent sum of £56; con-
sequently the people there will not have
very much to complain of. [Mr. Taylor:
What about Bunbury?] The Bunbury
municipality will contribute £564 under
the tax. We have heard a good deal from
the member for Perth as to the amounts
that have been contributed by various
munieipalities and roads boards. 1
would point out to the hon. member, how-
ever, that the grants which were made by
the Government to those municipalities
and roads boards were made al a fime
when the present Opposition were in
power. In econelusion I desire to say
that this is a most equitable form of
taxation, and that notwithstanding what
hon. members opposite say I think they
will be found voting for the measure.

Mr. J. C. G. FOULKES (Claremont) :
During the progress of the debate, taunts
have been levelled at landowners in the
House for opposing the land tax, and it
has been said the opposition to the Bill
is due to the fact that the opponents to
the tax are interested, and are thinking
only of their own pecuniary interests. I
consider that a most unfair remark to
make. It is just as unfair as if a land-
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owner were to taunt a person who owned
no land becanse he was supporting the
land tax. There are many members of
the House who own large quantities of
land, and I only wish that all members
were in the same fortunate position. The
Premier has pointed. out that the con-
stroetion of the new agricultural railways
has considerably enhanced the value of
the land in the vieinity of those railways.
I quite agree with the Premier in that, but
he and his colleagues and the House must
remember that these railways have been
run out into distriets which, in a large
majority of instances, are not privately
owned, and that therefore the benefits
accruing from the railways are gained,
not by the individual, but by the Govern-
ment themselves. The. Premier has said
that a great many landowners are in the
vicinity of these new railways; but the
benelits that acerue to them are com-
paratively small as against those that
are gained by the Government. By rea-
son of the faet that these railways are
run out inio those distriets previously un-
occupied, the Government have been able
to sell a large quantity of land whieh
would never have been taken up had it
nol heen for the railways. Take the last
fwo or three agricultural railways, name-
Iy the Wagin to Dumbleyung, Katanning
to Kojonup. and Donnybrook along ,the
Upper Preston Valley. If they had not
been eonstrueted, the land situated at the
termini of these lines would not have
been sold for many vears to come. [Mr.
Angwin: They ave sheep runs.] A great
deal of the land is not even used for that,
owing | the fact that the eountry is so
far from the railways. The lands have
been Iving idle for all these years and
have heen absolutely valueless; now,
owing to the railways the Government
have heen able to sell them at 10s. per
acre. I have listened with care to the
speeches made by the members of the
Opposition eoncerning the tax. I 7re-
member that during last session they wel-
comed the tax with the greatest eordiality,
but this session, for some reason or other,
they view it with the gravest suspicion,
and we have had threats from some of the
memhers of the Opposition that they will
oppose the measure. I admit that I
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viewed the land tax proposal of the Gov-
ertinent with great doubt and hesitation
and in fact hostility. T considered that,
it was too suddenly sprung on Parlia-
ment and the people of this country. I
remember very well when Sir Walter
James went before the country, he did
not make land taxation a plank in his
platform. I helieve he said at that time
that he was eonsidering the question of
imposing land taxation, but I never heard
him say definitely that he would do se.
{Mr. Bath: He proposed to tax the big
estates.] That is a very different thing
altogether. I believe the reason Sir
Walter James would not definitely pledge
himself, and in this he was right, was
hecause the finaneial position of the State
was quite different from what it is to-
day. I remember in my own district
when 1 was electioneering, on only one
oceasion was I asked what I thought of
land values taxation. I remember dis-
tinctly that in answer to the question I
said it all depended upon cireumstances.
It depended entirely upon the finaneial
position of the State at the time it was
proposed to impose the tax. There are
members on the Opposition side of the
House who have for years past been
desirous to impose this taxation ; they
wish to bring it about regardless of the
financial conditions of the State. Al a
time when the Treasury was overflowing,
when there was plenty of money coming
in, when we were all prosperous, even in
those days when there was no necessity
whatever to impose a tax, many of these
members were erying out londly for it.
Many people are prone (o impose taxa-
tion whether it is necessary or not.
They may have prejudices against a
certain elass and are carried away by
those prejudices. I regret to say that
in many cases it is on aecount of this
that they desive to impose a class tax
which will affeect ithose against whom
they are so prejudiced. They are
carried away by thelr prineiples apart
altogether from the financial situation
of the State. The reason for their adve-
cacy of taxation is not so mueh for the
purpose of raising farther revenuve as
for other considerations. The Opposi-
tion have changed their opiniens as to
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advising bumble members like myself.
Last vear they viewed with eonsiderablie
disapproval the attitude 1 took vp with
regard to land taxation. I admit T
viewed land taxation with a great denl
of disfavour because I considered it had
been suddenly sprung on the people of
the couniry, and I preferred adoptiug
a cautious attitude, hoping to see our
financial position improve, and that
there would be no neeessity ta impose
this faxation.

Mr. Bath : How do you know it now 2

Mr. FOULKES: One great faet that
weighed with me was, that at that time
T was extremely dissatisfied with the
railway adminvistration of the Govern-
ment. [ considered there was an enor-
mous waste of monev going vn in ihe
Railway Departinent and 1 repeatedly
mentioned that faet, and now it has
been shown that was the condition of
affairs : I was quite right in whar }
said ; there is room for a great deal,
I will not say retrenchment, but care-
ful and “economic management of our
railways. We have been most lavish
during the last few years in carrying
out railway works that should not
have been carried out. I need only
mention the Fremantle railway station ;
imagine spending £80,000 on a railway
station at Fremantle. If sueh a pro-
posal were brought forward to-day to
expend £80,000 on a railway station in
the State. there is not a member in
the House who would support it. That
money has been spent since the com-
mencement of these works—I am
subject io eorvection on that point—
but T bhelicve the construction of the
Fremantle railway station commenced
three vears ago, and we lhave had at
least three different Ministers of Railways
and not one Minister, judging from the
result, has tried or in any way given
evidence of an attempt that he has tried
to see that the railways are managed in
a proper manner. All the Ministers in
charge of the railways have said they
have no power over the railways. as un-
der the Railways Aet which has been
passed the sole control of the railways
15 vested in the Commissioner. What I
blame these three Ministers for is that
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they have sat like logs of wood in their
chairs, and done nothing to protest
againsi the excessive expense incurred in
connection with fhe railways. -

Phe Treasurer : The present Alinister
cut down that work a lot.

Mr. FOULKES : I am glad to hear
that he did ; the expense should have
been stopped at the commencement, I
am dealing with that work because it
occurs to my mind at this moment, and
it is n pleasure te me to hear that the
various Ministers advocate that this
Land Tax Bill should be passed, while
they {liemselves, that is these three Min-
isters, are respansible for the land taxa-
tion proposals. TIf the railways had been
better and more closely looked after
during the past three years I assert that
our finances would now be in a mueh better
position. I am not a railway expert. I
am judging of the facts as they appear.
We know now a considerable amount of
saving is going on in the Railway Depart-
ment ; we do not hear to-day of large
sums of money being spent on railway
stations like £70,000 or £30,000, because:
we cannot afford it.

Mr. Bolton : You are dismissing rail-
way servanls by thousands.

Myr. FOULKES : I am sotry they are
being dismissed. The reason of the dis-
missal of railway servants is that the rail-
ways have been so badly mhnaged in the.
past that it is neeessary to dispense with
the services of many men. We have not
sueh a large sum of money like £30,000
to waste on railway stations. If the
money had been devoted in building new
railways in opening up distriets, many
of the men retrenched to-day would still
be in the railway service. It is no good
wasling money on works unless they
bring something in, and a railway station,
a building of that character does not in-
crease the traffic; bricks and mortar do.
not bring in revenue; what we want to-
do is to spend as much money as we can.
in developing the country. Members on
the Opposition side have appealed, judg-
ing from their speeches, to myself and
other members, urging us tv voie against
the land fax.

Mr. Bath: Define your position.
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Mr. FOULKES: I am trying to do
that, and I can assure you what has been
of great assistance in helping me to de-
fine my position with regard to this Bill
is the fact that members opposite an-
nouneed in the House their intention—
and judging by the various planks of the
Labour platform announced here during
the last seven years at least if is correct—
that if they come into power they will
not hesitate to impose a land tax.

Mr. Secaddan: Unadulterated.

Mr. FOULKES: No ope will be spared
under it.

Mr. Bath: The incidence will be fair
all round,

Mr. FOULKES : Unfortunately it
will be the Leader of the Opposition who
will decide what is fair all round. If it
were left me to decide what was fair all
round it would be different from what
the Leader of the Opposition thinks. On
many Labour platforms, and by many
Labour people we hear continual attacks,
1 regret to say, against owners of
land. T am quite certain the Labour
Party will not hesitate if they have power,
and if they cross over to ithe Government
side and come back with a fair working
majority 1 feel certain——

Mr. Holman : The country will go
ahead.

Mr. FOULKES : We heard at one

time something abont * marking' time,”.

that was the main plank of the Lahour
Government. I believe the Leader of the
party at one time did not say anything
about a land tax being such a necessity
as “marking time”  There have been
threats by the Labour Party that they
will impose land taxation. I do not
know if it will be more liberal on owners
of land. I wonld like to know that from
the Leader of the Opposition, will he
deal more liberally with landowners in
the country than the present Govern-
ment ?

Mr. Bath : More fair.

Mr. FOULKES : I would like to have
something more definite.

Mr, Bath : More just.

Mr. FOULKES : That is so vague ;
one-would like to have a more definite
statement.« The Treasurer is in charge
of the Bill and I would like to make one
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appeal to him. To a certain extent this
tax is a great leap in the dark. We must
realise the faet that at present our Staie
owing to the Federal tariff is not in such
a satisfactory condition as we would like
it to be, and additional tazation of this
type will certainly affect & great numnber
of people in this State. There are a
number of people in this State who are
afraid of additional taxation., This is
not the time when the people of the
State are fitted to stand tazation. Some
years ago, if we had a proposal to levy
this tax the proposal would have been re-
ceived with far great equanimity and far
less alarm than it is to-day, because in
those days people were better off than
they are to-day. The suggestion I make
to the Treasurer is whether it is advis-
able to reduce the tax from 11%4d. to 1d.
in the pound. If we were to do that I
believe the people would view it with far
less hostility than they do now. It is
estimated that this taxation will be the
means of raising something like £60,000 ;
it is hard indeed to say what it will real-
ise; T believe myself it will realise much
more. It is for that reason I re-
commend the Treasurer to see whether he
eannot afford to agree to the tax being
reduced from 1%%d. to 1d. I feel con-
strained to vote for the second reading of
the Biil, because T feel certain if members
sitting in Opposition eame into power,
judging from their utterances, they will
not hesitate to impose legislation more
stringent than that imposed by the Bill
before the House.

Mre J. Po MeLARTY (Murray) :
When this Bill was before the House last
session I supported it and gave my vote
for it and I mean to do so again, although
in doing so I am not at all sure T am in
aecord with the opintons of the majority
of my constituents. Still I recognise we
cannot keep asking the State for railways
and for money for the development of
agriculture, and a defieit looming large in
front of us, and the public servants being
dismissed. Looking at all that, we eannot
refuse to put our hands in our pockets
and assist the government to be carried
on ; at the same time I regret that it is
necessary to bring forward the measure.
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It seems that only £60,000 will be raised
by the tax, and with our enormous terri-
tory and small population, and seeing that
we are trying to encourage population it
is to be regretted that we have to resort
to land taxation. When the Leader of
the Opposition addressed a meeting in
the Queen’s Hall he seemed to highly
approve of this measure, and said that he
would give it his support. At that time
he seemed inclined to give it his blessing,
now he seems to be prepared to damn it
with hell, book, and candle.

Ar. Bath : T am prepared to do that
now without exemptions.

Mr. McLARTY: One of his reasons
was that the time was opportune and the
people were prosperous. I deny both
statements. I consider the time most in-
opportune, and I know the people are not
prosperous. [Mr. Bath: 1 did not say
that.] I think I read that in the news-
paper report. The eastern districts are
enjoying a good season, I know there are
fair average crops, and if there is any-
thing in wheat-growing, probably the
farmers will do fairly well. But in the
souih-western districts with which I am
particularly aequainted, the people are
not at all prosperous,

Mr. Bath: The Treasurer accused me
of belittling the country by saying that
things were bad. Now you complain that
I said the country was prosperous.

Mr. MeLARTY: In the South-West
we have to avoid wheat-growing, and to
engage in fruit and vine-growing, vege-
table-growing, and dairying. Only a
small percentage of the population is
engazed with orchards and vineyards,
and if the fruit fiy and other pests leave
them alone, possibly they may knock
along; but it does not pay to grow vege-
tables. I know a man living only three
miles from my residence at Pinjarra,
who sent a ton of choice vegetables to
Perth, and thought when he received 2
reply ihat the lefter eontained a nice
cheque; but when be opened it he found
a twopenny stamp. I read the other
day that at Capel a farmer sent four tons
of potatoes to the Perth market, when
potatoes were supposed to fetch £3 per
ton; and he received in exchange an
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order on a Perth firm for 8d., and he
bad to pay 2d. to get it cashed. As to
dairying, people are giving up dairying
in my part of the country on account of
the poisonous zamia palms. People
canhot turn out their stock. [Mr.
Scaddan: Then what is the good of the
State dairy cows?] I know a poor man
who had seven cows, and five of them
died in the last month. Another man
lost ten bullocks from the same cause.
People in that distviet are engaging in
sheep-brecding; for the losses through
palm poisoning are so heavy that it does
not pay them to keep cattle. Within the
last four years, in the place where I
reside, I have destroyed the palms on
2,000 acres at a cost of £1,000. But the
land tax will nol assist us to continue
that sort of énterprise; in faet, whatever
amoun{ is raised by the land tax, there
will be so much less to spend on the soil.
Again, the roads boards are raising their
rates. In my district most of the hoards
rate at 3d. in the pound, and people are
being snmmoned for rates wunpaid. The
people are not obstinate and will not pay,
but they really cannct pay. There ave
people on the land who never see a bit
of butcher’s meat from one year’s end to
another. My sympathies go out entirely
to the man on the land. We heard much
a short time age about eight hours work
and an 8s. wage and a living wage for
certain workmen; hut what would mem-
bers think of a man working 14 or 15

. hours a day for nothing at all but the

miserable pittance that he draws from the
soil? While on the subject of roads
boards I wish to contradict a statement
made by the member for Perth (Mr. H.
Brown), who says that the expense of
collecting the rates exeeeds the amount
colleected. In my distriect the hoard
collecled £525 this year, and received a
Government subsidy of £330, and the
only cost of collection was £60 salary to
a clerk and 5 per cent. on the £525, a
total of £86 5s. There were no other
expenses of collection, On aceount of
the poverty of the men on the soil, and
knowing they cannot aftord to pay a
heavy tax, I will support the exemptions
in the Bil. 1 will support the Bill
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simply because of the state of our
finances. It is our necessity, and not my
will, that compels me to vote for the Bill.
In any case, I do not think it is a very
statesmanlike measure. The Attorney
General =aid some members could not
see beyond what would affect their own
pockets; but that is not the case with me.
Any small income I have is principally
derived from property in Perth; the tax
will hit me pretty hard, although T am
supporting the measure. But as the
member for Gascoyne bas said, there was
a threat of a dissolution. A threat of a
dissolution will not affect me; I shall not
alter my opinion in the slightest wnder a
threat of that kind. I will not fall on
my stomach and eat dirt, anyway. Tt
seems to me the Government may well
say to-night, “ Save us fromy our friends.”
Ministers remind me of Aectmon, the man
who was worried - by his own dogs.
Actaon, if I remember rightly, was rude
enough to wateh Diana bathing; and
though L do not suppose the Ministry
would be so nanghty as to do that, still
I think they are much in the position of
Actieon, in being worried by their own
dogs.

The TREASURER (Hon. F.- Wilson) :
I regretted to hear the last speaker detail-
ing the misfortunes of some seitlers on
the land in his distriet. I am afraid he
has heard only the bad side of the
question; at any rate, he has given illus-
trations of none but those who have
failed.
tale by a settler in my distriet, told me
the other day, dircetly contrary to those
the hon. member has narrated. This
settler is 40 miles from a railway, and is
tilling, 1 suppose, some 40 or 50, perhaps
70 acres of land; and he finds he is able
to eart his milk 40 miles to the factory
and sell it at a profit; he has been able
to eart potatoes 40 miles to the railway
at Busselton, despateh them thence to the
goldfields, and have a very handsome
return. He told me he averaged over £6
per ton for his crop last season. [Mr,
Bath: Some of the produce agents need
watching.] Exacily. He said he was
dealing, he was happy to say, with honest
agents on the goldfields, and his produce
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returned him a very substaniial profit.
He had just recently invested in several
dairy cows, so that he might sell cream to
the butter factory. He thought we were
perfectly justified in asking settles to
bear a fair portion of Stafe taxation, It
appears to ne that if we try to find
reasons for opposing such taxation, we
can easily find them. Any member can
take exceplion to taxation. Perhaps he
may do so justly; but as a vule the argn-
ment amounts to the fact that he objects
to pay for the ordinary faeilities pro-
vided by the Government; and I fail to
see  why anyone should oppose this
method of. taxation unless he ean prove
that it is unnecessary, or that it is unjust
in its incidence; and if he can prove
either one or the other, then his position
may be justified. But to oppose it
simply because he objects to taxation in
any shape or form is not fair, unless he
is prepared to submit some alternative
method of improving the state of our
finances. [Mr. A. J. Wilson: An income
tax would do that.] Perfeetly irue; but
is an income tax preferable to a land
tax? It may be in the hon. member's
opinion, but it is not in the opinion of
a majority of our people. I take it
there is no form of taxation anyone can
suggest that is more abhorrent to the
people than an income tax. 1 remember
the agitations againgt it in the old coun-
try, and similar agitations in the Eastern
States. In New South Wales a land tax
was proposed as a fair and equitable
means of raising revenue. The land tax
was rejected, and next session the Gov-
ernment brought in a land and income tax,
not because a land tax was unfair apart
from an ineome tax, but because they
found that a year had gone by, and they
needed more revenue and were therefore
obliged to add an income tax to the land
tax to make good the deficit. That was
the position in New South Wales, and it
might very easily have been the position
here; but I hope we shall be ahle, with
the assistance of the £60,000 we antici-
pate from the tax this year, to balance
our finances. I cannot say Jjust yet
whether we shall .sueceed, as the fgures
have not been prepared. The member
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for (iascovne (Mr. Butcher) was some-
what strong in his denunciations of the
Government, and he took it on himself to
say we were in this matter aciing con-
trary to ihe will of the people, and I
understond him to say we had not the
confidence of the people. 1 at unce join
issue with hin, and say we are not aeting
contrary to the will of ihe people. We
may, and alwavs shall he, acting eon-
trary to the will of a section of the
community, in any direct taxation we may
propose; but surely the election the other
-day in the East Province shows eon-
clusively that the majority of people are
not against this proposal of the Govern-
ment. The hon. member seemed to de-
nounee Ministers for asisting the cause
-of one of the candidates.

Mr. Butcher: T complained that a
majority of the electors in that provinee
had not an opportunity of casting their
votes.

The TREASURER: Then whose
fault was it that they had not? I join
issue again, and say the majority had the
opportunity of casting their votes if they
liked tu da so. So far as the Govern-
ment know, na one who had a right to
vote and liked to exercise the franchise
was prevented from doing so. The
people in that agricultural distriet voted
on a question put fairly and squarely
before them; and no matter how some of
them dislike the tax, they have decided
that the Government is justified in asking
the country to econtribute thus to the
revenue; and to show their approval of
the proposal those electors returned the
candidate who supported the Govern-
ment. Surely that is direct evidence
that the statement of the hon. member
that people are against the aetion of
the Government is incorrvect. 1 take it
that it is an endorsement of the policy of
the Government. I alse wish to point
out that if we are going to develop this
country, giving the facilities of transit
we are endeavouring to provide right
throughout the length and breadth of
Western Australia, we must have money.
If we eannot get sufficient revenue from
indireet taxation that is returned to us
by the Commonwealth, we must go tothe
people and ask them to give us the
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deficieney in the shape of direet taxafion
such as we are proposing. Otherwise we
come to the position that we should not
he justified in projecting the large
works which we have projected for the
henefit of the eounlry. And for the hon,
member (o lecture the Government for
enlering on projects that are not of a
buisness-like nature, is past fairness. We
are quite open 1o criticism, but the hon,
member should be just in his ertticism of
the Government m reducing the cost of
administration. He says that the proper
business method is to reduce expenditure
when we eannnt meet the defieié; but
when introducing the Budget I told hon.
members that [ had made an estimate,
but that if T could not meet it by revenue
the proper ecourse would be for Ministers
to reduce expenditure as far as possible
to meet the revenue. Have we not done
s0%

Mr. Bath: No; yon pni the expendi-
ture nn {e loan moneys.

The TREASURER: We did nothing
of the sort. We found that as the year
went by our rvevenue did not meet the
estimate by the sum of £180,000 in vound
figures, and we cut down our expenditure
by £102.000. Did not that show that we
had already (aken these steps which the
hon. inember <ays is the eourse to pursue
instead of advoecating a land tax? We
are continuing in these steps day by day.
Al through last year we watched (he
positivn earefully, and wherever it was
possible to economise we endeavoured to
make the revenue meet the expenditure;
and so we intend to do during the current
finaneial year. The hon. member was
most pessimistic in his utterances as to
the effect this tax will have on the settlers.
He spoke of the burden it would be on
the settlers, and he said life would praeti-
cally become impossible for them. 1
want to point out in eonnection with that
matter that the same cry wos raised in the
Eastern States of the Commonwealth
when land taxation was proposed, yet we
find to-day that land settleinent has cone
oh there apace, just as much as bhefore,
and that land taxation has been no deiri-
ment te land settlement in the Eastern
States. Are we pgoing to helieve that
something which has been directly the
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opposite in the Eastern States is going
to take place here?

Mr. Butcher : The land tax in New
Zealand was introduced when there was
need for land: such as is not the position
in Western Australia.

The TREASURER: I do not know,
They have a fair amount of Crown
lands at present which I see they are
going to open up and sell. Some parts
are to be made permanent reserves, and
some are to be thrown open for sale, and
the tax was introduced at least 12 years
ago. [M»r. Bath: It was in 1891.]
That was 16 years ago. I think the
member for Gaseoyne roust be ineorrect
so far as that is concerned. The member
for Perth made it a great point that we
should not attempt to bring immigrants
and settlers to our lands while we are
suggesting the imposition of a land fax.
The other States have all done the same
thing. They have always been bringing
out settlers for their land; they are doing
it to-day; yet they have this land tax,
\Why should it be wrong for us to de
something which it has been -the custom
to do right throughout Awustralasia and
New Zealand? After all is said and done,
is 1t any undue hardship if a settler
comes here and receives all the advan-
tages and henefits of free land in the
first instance, the asistance the Agrieul-
_tural Bank gives him enabling him to go
on the land with practically nothing, and
the facilities of transit which we propose
and which we are giving in the shape of
the railways we are constructing—is it
too mueh to ask that man when he gets
all these advantages that he eannot get
in other parts of the British Empire to
contribute some small percentage of
land tax to the general revenue of the
State? I take it these people will be the
last to objeet; and if we "are going to
advance that as a solid argument, what
right have we to put additional Customs
taxation on these people bere? The
Federal Government have put a tariff on
which is going to increase the cost.of
living to these people to- a considerable
extent, yet who would gainsay the right
of the Federal Government to put on
taxation of that deseription if the needs
of the Commonwealth and the States
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require it? I may peint out that the
aceusation of the member for Perth that
it is unfair to bring immigrants out and
then indulge in taxation is wrong, falla-
cions, has no bottom to it hecause anyone:
who throws in his lot with us here must
be prepared te hear a fair proportion of
the burden of taxation to cavry on the
affairs of the State. The hLon. mewber
leads us to helieve that the faet of
having some empty houses in Perth and
the towns is due to the imposition of a
land tax. We have had emptly houses
in Perth and the larger towns for the
last three years, and we have been get-
ting o few more I am sorry to say, but it
is not all due to the people leaving the
State or the towns. If it were due to
people leaving the city and going to the
country I would welcome it, but we must
remember that when we have a town 12
or 13 year old, as Perth is, we must have
empty houses. We have a better class
of house being built and the rents of the
better houses are being lowered, so that
people who bave been occupying inferior
houses have moved into the better class
of houses. Thus we have the empty
house. That is the history of towns in
all portions of the British Empire. The
tion. member referred, as he thought very
scathingly, to a list of roads bheoards and
stated that they had oot taxed themselves
and that the Government had granted
them snbsidies in the shape of sops. The
hon. member was very emphatie in regard
to the electorates of Bunbury and Sus-
sex, making it apparent that his speech
and his charges were directed against the
members of the present Ministry. I wish
to point out the unfairness of this again.
When he was quoting he was using figures
for the year 1904-5, when we were not in
power but our firiends opposite had the
reins of Government. Yet the hon. mem-
ber uses this as an argument that the
Government are not justified in suggest-
ing the land tax before the House. Such
arguments are not going to hold any
weight with members of this House ;
certainly not with any of the eleciors in
any portion of Western Australia. We
have had the eharge from time to time,

.and it has been emphasised by the mem-

ber for Perth and others, that the cities
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are to cary the major portion of this
taxation. [3Ir. H. PBrown : Yon said
that to your constituents.] Certainly I
said that the larger portion would be
borne by the towns, and in i{hat state-
ment 1 included the chief town of my own
electorate, Busselton, beeause it has o
bear its portion with the other towns of
Western Australia. [Mr. H. Brown :
Not £20.] If the hon. member would
only try to be accurate it would be much
better, and he would earry much more
weighi. But hon. members have the
figures attached to the Bill. TIf they
work it out they will find that the 42
municipalities of the State will pay
£32/526, und ‘that the roads boards, 72
in number embrzeing  agriculturalists,
hortienlturalists and pastoralists, will
pay £27,547, making a total of £60,073.
‘Will hon. members say that it is an un-
fair division ¥ Members have only to
think of the population of the cities to
say at once, if they think for ten min-
utes, that it seems to be a very fair dis-
tribution of the land tax suggested by
the Government. The municipalities
have the population; Perth must neces-
sarily bear the larger portien of a tax of
this deseription ; but Perth is not asked
to bear anything unduly out of pro-
portion, because it has the people, it has
the values due to the people being in
Lthe town, and therefore we are entitled
to ask the people in the eity to bear
their fair share, and we are asking
nothing more from them than a fair
share of the contribution towards this
impost. To say that because there are
sueh things as roads board rates and
municipal rates to pay, the Government
should not ask these people to con-
tribute to the State revenue is absurd.
It umounts to this. We all know that
municipal rates are put on to benefit
the individuals residing in the muniei-
pality. The muncipal rate is a collec-
tive contribution of a body of people
to do something for the benefit of those
people, and those people only, for the
individual in the majority of cases.
The munieipality puts a rate on me for
instance, in order that I may have a

road and footpath past my house, in
order that I may have eertain sanitary
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services rendered or my rubbish earried
away, It is work that I would of ne-
cesity have to do myself, but the mum-
cipality can do it much more cheaply,
hecause anything can be done collec-
tively more cheaply. It is the same
with roads board taxation ; but it is
different with the State. The State
needs revenue ihat it may balance the
revenue, yet the hon. member would
have us in our sane senses believe that
we have no right to ask the city people
to contribute towards the wants of the
State because they are carrying out
cerbain services for their own dndivi-
dual benelit, either individually or ecol-
argumnents that have
been advanced against this form of tax-
ation are simply absurd ; unless the hon.
memnber can show that the finances of
the eountry do not necessitate it. I
think I have listened very carefully to
every speech made this evening, and I
have yet to learn where any member has
tried to show that the finances do not
require some additional revenue in order
to balance the ledger. Taking that as
being eorrect, I fail to see where the op-
position can ecome from. It is idle for
members to say that they are going to
oppose the land tax and appeal to the
people who are always ready to oppose
anything as being some little burden on
themselves. It is idle to raise that ery,
because I am quite certain that the ecom-
mon seise of the House and the people
will realise we are only asking for what
is fair and for what is absolutely neces-
sary in the interests of the whole eom-
munity. I wish to refer briefly in con-
clusion to the cost of collection. The
member for Katanning has said that in
South Australia it is about 20 per eent.;
but that is ineorrect so far as the infor-
mation at my disposal goes. Members
will see in the draft report of the
Treasury examiner, who visited all the
other States, that he has set down the
cost of ecollection of the combiued land
and ineome tax in South Australia at
6.3 per cent. In New Zealand it is much
less, and in other States it varies from
something like 214 per cent. in Vietoria
to S per cent. I think hon. members will
agree that I am justified in estimating
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the cost of collection, at any rate for this
year when we have to take to a large
extent the valuations of public bodies,
sach as roads boards and municipalities,
at 5 per cent. I am prepared to make
the definite statement that the cost of
colleetion will not exeeed 5 per cent. this
year. It goes without saying if we are
to develop our country, and the develop-
ment of this great country must go on—
if railways arve to be constrocted, and
railways must be constructed far and
wide if we are to develop our country—
if our industries, agrieultural, pastoral
and mining, are to be encouraged and
assisted as they must be, then the land
owners of ‘this State, realising that they
have something which is obtaining an
inereased value by every hundred pounds
we spend in the way of opening up the
eountry by building railways and roads,
realising that they are geiting an in-
creased value on the land by every
man  who locates himself near them,
be content, and are content I feel sure,
to contribute this small impost we are
making by the Bill, the second reading of
which is being debated to-night.

Question put, and passed on the
voices ; one “ No"” heard.

FEDERAL WNEW TARIFF, A RE-
MONSTRANCE.
Joint Committee’s Report.
The PREMIER : I beg to present

the report of the committee appointed in
conjunction with another place to draw
up a remonsfrance on behalf of the State,
against the imposition of the proposed
Federal Tariff. This is in aecordance
with the resolution passed by this House
on Tuesday last.

Report received, and read by the Clerk
Assistant as follows :—

Address.

To the President (or Speaker) and
Memhers.—We, the Legislative Couneil
and the Legislative Assembly of the
State of Western Australia, in Parlia-
ment assembled, in pursuance of a reso-
lution passed by our respective Houses
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on the 27th and 2Sth instant, which is
as follows—

% That in the opinion of this House
the proposed Federal Tariff would
most injuriously affect the primary in-
dustries of Western Australia, and
would subject the State to a period of
depression fraught with the gra.vest
danger to ber existence”—

venture respectfully to address you with
the object of bringing under your notice
that the new tariff, if passed in its
present form, will operate most harshly
upon the people, the commerce, and in-
dustries of this State

We are convinced—

(@.) That the ordinary requirements
of the people, including many articles
of food and elothing, will be made
dearer either by the added duty or by
the enhanced price which the vendors
will be enabled fo impose.

(b.) That a great many industries
of this State will suffer most materi-
ally by the almost prohibitive duniy
inposed on machinery,

(c.) That the agrienltural and pas-
toral industries will alse be very pre-
Judicially affected by the increased
duties on commodities necessary there-
for,

(d.} That many of the other indus-
tries of this State may be compelled
to curtail if not to suspend aperations.

(e.) That the purchasing power of
wages will be diminished, avenues of
labour will be ¢losed, and the number
of our unemployed will be inereased,
and both workers and tradesmen in
our midst must severely suffer.

We leave it to the representatives of this
State in your Houses to indicate in detail
the items whieh will produee the results
above mentioned. We desire to remind
you that we -represent a State which
formg an integral part of the Cowmon-
wealtly and covers more than ane-third
of the total aren of the combined States
of Australia.

A large portion of our State territory
is at present undeveloped, and its future
progress depends largely on the increase
of population and the expansion of its
industries.
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Respeetfully we record ounr protest
against a tariff so ecaleulated to injure
TWestern Australia which has already
made so many and suel great sacrifices
in the interest of Australian nation-
Thood.”

The PREMIER: I move—

That the protest to the Senate and the
House of Representalives of the Purlia-
ment of the Commnonwealth, in the form
recommended by the commitice, be agreed
to; and that the Speaker be authorised,
in conjunction with the President of the
Tegislative Council, to present the sqgme
to His Excellency the Governor, with the
request that he forward it through the
proper channel to the Senate and House
of Representatives of the Parliament of
the Commonwealth.

Mr., T. H. BATH (Brown Hill): In
regard to this remonstrance which bas
heen drawn up by the joint committee
appointed by both Houses, T may say
that T was appointed a member of the
-committee, but the time fixed for the
meeting was inconvenient for me, as I
had another meeting to attend to, [Afr.
Holmgn: That is the reason they fixed
it for that hour.) T do not say that for
one moment, for the time was fixed by
the Legislative Couneil; but I had a
previous meeting which lasted till 4.30
o’clock, and therefore I was unable Lo be
present. In view of the draftsmanship
of the remonstrance and the statements
«coniained therein, 1 am afraid it would
have been useless for me io have been
present, because ¥ would bave dissented
most strongly from the statements econ-
‘tained therein. The remonstrance even
woes farther than {he resolution which
was carried by hon. members. 1 ob-
Jeeted then to this House making any
remonsirance to the Federal Parliament
-or Federal Government, unless we were
prepared to go into the matter and make
that remonstrance 2s tke result of in-
vestigation on the subjeet. Without
that investigation and on the strength of
statements which have been econclusively
proved to be altogether incorrect, we
passed & general resolution which in no
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sense was the result of well-considered
thought of the tariff. If the House had
gaid “ We will o into the matter and see
whether fthe tariff is injurious and
whether we can peint out fhe injuries to
the Federal Parliament,” I wounld have
hern prepared to agree to it. for that
would have been the common -sense
method, and it would have conmmended
itzelf to all members whaiever he their
feelings on one policy or another. But
on the strength of the resolution which
we passed, to draw up o remonsirance
which ecommits us to a number of general
prophecies and statements as to what

will happen in the future. withoni one

word of substantiation, without any basis
whatever, either in the resclution eairied
by this House or the Council, not based
on arguments advanced in favour of the
motion, and without any basis in the
remonsirance as drawn up, is only to
make ourselves look ridiculous in the
eyes of the Fedeval Parliament. If the
Federal Government or Federal Parlia-
ment received from this House any re-
presentations courteously made, based on
an intimate siudy of the taviff in ils
relations to Western Australia, they
would be received with equal courtesy
and with that consideralion to which
they would be entitled. But when. in-
stead of doing that, we send to thewm a
decutnent of the nature of this one and,
without any foundation whatever, com-
mit ourselves fo a number of prophecies,
the only reply that can possibly be made
is, *Whnt on earth justifies them 1in
sending (his 9  Where are arguments
advanced in its favour? Where is there
evidence of discussion and analysis of
the tariff to substantiate the items in the
report?’ For my part, I think it is
contrary to the dignity of this Assembly
to send such a message, and I intend to
oppose the motion.

Mr. W. C. ANGWIN (East Fre-
mantle}: I wish to draw the attention
of hon. members to this remonstrance.
I do not think anvthing whatever was
said in the motion moved by the Premier
with regard to the salaries of Federal
legislators. [Mr. Seaddan: That is noti
wentioned in this report either.] I
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understood it was. There was nothing
brought before this Chamber to justify
anything like the remonstrance which is
ineluded in that report. As to the cost
of living and as to the detrimental effect
the tariff will have on the industries of
this State, I may say that certainly it
was pointed out that some industries
would be affected detrimentally, but the
remonstranee refers to every industry in
the State. 1 only hope that members
will not allow themselves to be made to
look so foolish as they will be if a eopy
of the resolution is sent to the Federal
Parliament. I am very pleased to hear
from the Leader of the Opposition thaf
he took no paxt in drawing up such a
remonstrance, for it will make uns the
laughing stock of the whole world. Mem-
hers have no right to interfere with this
question or to interfere with any aetion
which has been taken by the Federal
Parliament. At the last Federal elec-
tions the present member for Fremantle
in the House of Representatives (Mr.
Hedges) said in the course of his ecam-
paigh that he was a staunch protection-
ist, and was prepared to go ‘ the whole
hog.” What right have we to criticise
that member of the Federal Parliament
and tell him what he should do, con-
sidering the Ffaet that the people who
sent him fo that Parliament have given
him anthority by their votes to support
protection every time? I maintain that
we should conserve the rights of the
people but we have no right to inlerfere
with the Federal Parliament.

Mr. J. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): I too
must enter my protest against the re-
monstrance as drawn up by the joint
committee, My strong objection to it is
on this ground: in discussing the resolu-
tion the other night it was clearly under-
stood that Western Australia was affected
mostly from the fact that we would
receive a great quantity of our goods
passing through the customs from the
Eastern States instead of from abroad.
In view of that fact we should lose some-
thing from the eustoms revenue, but the
remonstranee does not touch on that at
all. It is pointed out to the Federal
Parliament that the tariff will injuriously
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affect the industries of the State and not
the State itself. How it will affect the
industries of our State our Federal mem-
bers know or ought to know. It is not
part of the duty of this Parliament to
dictate to the members from this State
as to how they shounld econsider the
Federal tariff. When it will injuriously
affect the State from a State standpoint
then is time for us to remonstrate with
the Federal Parliament. But this report
does not toneh on that point at all; it
says that this tariff is going to affect the
eost of living, clothing, eicetere, and it
goes on in that strain. I contend it will
have no such effect but it will have the
effect of building up.industries, perhaps
not in Perth, but that is merely a
parochial standpoint, and unless it does
anything from a State standpoint I shall
be no party te it. It will make us look
ridienlous and the Government are hold-
ing themselves up to snch a position, and
they deserve to he ridiculed. I am sure
the public will not agree to the remon-
strance from this point of view.

The Premier : They would agree fo
something a bit stronger.

Mr. SCADDAN : Then let it be
worded in a sensible manner. If the
Premier is satisfied we will lose some-
thing, that is a reason why the motion
is moved in this Parliament, because we
shall lose something from the revenue,
but why not say that in the remonstrance?
That is what I want to know, and what
the TFederal Parliament will want to
know, not these misstatements, that is as
far as T can get under the Standing
Orders. I would like to say something
stronger, and I would outside.

The Premier: It was drawn up by a
committee of hoth Houses.

Mr. SCADDAN: But what sort of a
committee?

The Premier: A representative com-
mittee.

Mr. - SCADDAN: There were two
members on this side of the House
strongly in favour of the motion tabled
by the Premier; no opportunity bas heen
given to members who were opposed to
it of bheing on the committee,

The Premier: The Leader of the
Opposition was nominated by myself.
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Mr. SCADDAN: But wby were not
the names submitted to the House, The
member for Kanowna was on the com-
mittee, but we know how he spoke in this
House; ithe member for Subiaco was on
the committee, and we know his feelings
on the point. All shades of opinion
should have heen represented on the
commitige.

The Premigr: There were two Oppo-
sition members on the committee.

Mr. SCADDAN: I hope an opportu-
nity will be given, or at least be taken
by somebody to acquaint the Federal
members from this State of the true
position of affairs, and not allow abso-
lute misstatements. to be made. It is a
monstrous thing to ask His Exeellency
the Governor io send a wmisleading staie-
ment of that kind. It is unfair to ihat
gentleman, and it will make mem-
bers of this House absolutely ridien-
Jous in the eyes of the public
I  heard to-day that this state-
ment was drawn up before the committee
sat, so that there should be no waste of
time. That is objectionable. [Afember:
They took no evidence.] No; a few
biased members sat together and sent
this along for us to consider; they had
no figures before them; I doubt if any
one of them had seen Mr. Owen’s figures.
This is a parochial statement. Haif of
them are secessionisis. I will not be a

party te sending this statement to
Melbourne. The commitiee found
themselves in a  difficulty; they
could mnot reach the Federal Par-
liament by any other means. They

recognised they had no Federal members.
Sir John Forrest had left the Govern-
ment, so they had to send the doenment
through His Excellency, who will for-
ward it to the Governor-General—I hope
he will not take any notice of it—and he
is to send it to the President of the
Senate and the Speaker of the House of
Representatives.  That is the only
course they have to take. The committee
got themselves into a diffienlty and
found that was the only course to
adopt. I take up the position
that if we have to remonsirate with the
Federal Parliament we have members
there to do thaf.
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The Premier: The members are re-
ferred to in the document.

Mr. SCADDAX: I do not think they
will thank us for a statement of that
kind. 1 will not be a party to sending
this statement, and T hope members of
the House will not allow it to go as being
the opinion of this House. 1 am
opposed lo itk

Mr. R. H. GNDERWQOD {Pilbarra):
We discussed this matter the other
night, and I have no intention of dis-
cussing it again, but I would like to enter
my protest against the petition as drawn
up. A ass of hysterical exaggeration of
that description ean only meet with the
contempt it deserves when it gets before
the Federal Parliament. I would like to
say that unless that Parliament treais
the document with contempt I shall be
more of a secessionist than I have been
in my life. T reckon that if they do not
treat it with contumely and contempt
they are not as good as I took them to
be. T feel convinced that the committee
who drew up the petition purposely
worded it in the way they did so as to
get a rebuff. They have worded it, in
my opinion, not with a desire to alter
the tariff but to create ill-feeling against
the Federal Government. I just wish
to enter my protest and state that as far
as I am eoncerned I feel this Parliament
is certainly losing some of that little bit
of dignity it previously had.

Mr. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford) :
I would like to know, before I vote on
the motion, where the joint commities
got their information from. I presume
the committee waited until the meeting
in the Perth Town Hall had taken place,
and took from that source assertions and
sfatements which were made by some of
the interested importers at that meeting,
irresponsible persons, and the commitiee
have taken arguments from persons who
addressed that meeting and supported
the motions. I would point out to the
Premier and the other members of the
joint committee that only one side of the
guestion was put at the meeting in the
town hall. The other side of the ques-
tion was pooh-pooked by paid repre-
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sentatives, no doubt, of the importers in
Perth. It is a remarkable thing that
there was no manufacturer present at
the meeting. Why was not a representa-
tive of Foy and Gibson present?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
a little wide of the motion,

Mr. JOHNSON: The motion proposes
to adopt the report which ¥ am eriticis-
ing.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
dealing with the town hall wmeeting,
which has nothing to do with the subject.

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like—

Mr. SPEAKER: I want to keep the
hon. member as elosely as I can to the
point.

Mr, JOHNSON: I want to know my
position before I proceed. I am eriti-
cising the report read by the Clerk
Assistant. Am I in order in doing that?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; bui the hon,
member is going outside the scope of the
motion in dealing with the town hall
meeting.  The hon. member ean refer in
a easual manner to anything, but cannot
deal with a subjeet which does not con-
cern the business hefore the House.

Mr. JOHNSON: I assume, and T am
justified in assuming, that the only evi-
dence the joint committee had on which
to draw up that report was the report of
the town hall meeting. They called for
no evidence; they have nothing to justify
them except that town hall meeting; and
in ovder to protect the House from
making I was about to say fools of its
members, I wish to point ocut to mem-
bers that we have had nothing worthy
of heing considered evidence in support
of the conclusions arrived at by the
committes, or in support of the resoln-
tions passed at the town hall meeting.
Up to date we have had only one side of
the question stated, and there has been
uo opportunity for an expression of
opinion by those who are inclined to
think, with some members who spoke in
this House the other night, that the tariff
will not be the burden on Western Aus-
tralia that 2 lot of interested importers
would like us to believe, but that on the
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other hand it will be good for Australia
aenerally, and that if we desire to build
up an Australian nation we must have a
tariff on lines somewhat similar to those
of the TFederal Government proposal.
Consequently we have not had the matter
considered by the public, nor have we had
it properly considered by the committee,
What right have the committee to come
to these eonclusions ¢ Who told them
of the alleged faects they put forward?
Because the Premier fells me the
tariff will do this and that, I am not
obliged to swallow all he says, or to
imagine that beeause Mr. Owen draws.
him up a set of figures those figures
are  conclusive. [Mr. Underwood :
They are wrong on the faee of them.]
I wish to make the position elear. Up-
to date we have had no evidenee at all
in support of the conelusions arrived
at by the committee. If we have no
evidence, we ought net to submit to
the Federal Parliament an asseriion
which if investigated by them must be
found to bhe absolutely unscund. Mem-
bers of this Assembly, supposed to Dbe-
a responsible hody, are called on to
pass a resolution and forward 1t fo-
the Tederal Parliament, a resolution
that will make us appear absolutely
ridienlous. I appeal lo members not
to make this Assembly the laughing-
stock of Australia ; for unguestionably
we cannot substantiate the conclusions.
arrived at by lhe committee. While
those interested in importing rather
than in building up here or in the
other States Australian industries ean
make statements which we must regard
as irresponsible, we can disregard such
statements as the utterances of inter-
ested persons. But statements coming
from this Assembly are supposed to be-
correct, and our conelusions are sup-
posed to be arrived at afier mature
consideration and thorough investiga--
tion. In this matter we have bad no-
mature consideration and no thorough
investigation ; consequently I appeal to-
members not to make this Assembly
a laughing-stock, but vather to defeat
this motion and to leave the question
in tbe ahle hands of our representa-
tives, who will see that Western Aus-
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tratlia is  prolecied againsi

injusiiee.

any

Motion o Adjourn.

Mr. J. B. HOLMAN (Murchison) :
I move the adjournment of the debate.
I consider we should have copies of
this vemonstrance hefore us, to see
exactly whai we are dealing with,

Mr. Jolmson :
get a copy.

Every member should

Motion (adjournment) put, and a
division taken with the following re-
sults :(—

Aves - - ..o 15
Noes e e .24
Majority against .9
ATES. NoEs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Barnett
Mr. Hath Mr. Brebber
Mr. Bolton Mr. H. Brown
Mr. Butcher Mr. Cowcher
Mr. Daglish Mr. Davies
Mr., Holman Mr. Eddy
Me. Hudson Mr. Ewing
Mr. Johnson Mr. Gorden
Mr, Scaddan Mr. Gregory
Mr. Stoart My, Gull
Mr, Taylor Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Underwood Mr. Hayword
Mr, Walker Mr. KEeenan
Mr. Ware Mr, McLacty
Mr. Heitmonn {Teller). Mr. Male
Mr, Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr, Price
Mr. Smith
Mr. Veryard
Mr. A, J, Wilson
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr, Loyman |Teller).

Motion thus negatived ; debafe con-

tinved.

Mr. Johnson : Should I be in order
in moving an amendment to the effect
that the report be printed and dis-
tributed amongst members 2

Mr. Speaker : The hon. member can
negative the motion before the House.

Mr. Bolion : We do not know what
the motion is.
Mr. Speaker : The report has been

presented by the committee appointed
for the purpose. The motion now be-
fore the House is that an address be
presented through the proper channel
to the Senate and the House of Repre-
sentatives of the Parliament of the
Commonwealth.
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Mr. G TAYLOR: (Mount Margaret) :
I desire as briefly as possible to enter my
protest against passing this motion.
When introducing the motion the Pre-
mier should at least have taken the House
into his confidence, showing some reasons
why these eonclusions were arrived af,
and what evidence was taken by the
Committee and then the House might
have been more favourably impressed by
the motion. While T have no desire to
go beyond the scope of the motion, I
want fo say something with regard to
the meetings held recently dealing with
the Federal tariff. So far as I can
gather, the meeting in Petrth was most
one-sided, and in my opinion there is no
procf there that the Premier can advance
for the commiltee arriving at the con-
clusions in tlis remonstrance. 1 am nof
going- to be a party to sending to the
Federal Parliament a message from this
House without having read it. It is
absurd to send something which goes far
beyond the resolution carried in this
House at Tuesday’s sitting. So far as
the workers are coneerned, I will read a
resolution carried by a body of workmen
on the goldfields to give in some measure
the Federal members of Parliament and
Sir William ILyne, the Acting Prime
Minister, an idea of what men, not those
working for wages but small leaseholders,
think of the tariff. This resolution was
carried at Murrin Mwrrin. It is not in
my electorate, but I eould read a wire
which the miners at Laverton sent to Sir
William Lyne, congratulating him and
his Government on the tariff submitted to
Parliament. This is a paragraph from
a newspaper:—

“ A well-attended meeting of the
Murrin Miners’ Union was held in the
union room on Sunday night, 25th
August, being called for the purpose of
dealing with the tariff, and the follow-
ing resolution was carried without a
single dissentient:—* Please accept con-
gratulations of Murrin Miners' Union
for yourself and Ministry for the
introduction of bigh protective tariff,
and assure you of our hearty appro-
val '—which was sent along to the
Acting Prime Minister, Sir W, Lyne.”
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The Minister for Mines: How many
would be present at that meeting?
Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. member
knows how many would be there if he

were addressing a meeting. It is a
flourishing little centre. A large number
of men are working there, and they

are an active and energetic people and
thoroughly understand what they ave
doing. They called the meeting specially
. to consider the tariff, and that is the de-
cision they arrived at. Seeing that bena-
fide workers on the goldfields are sup-
porting the tariff it is a justification for
asking for farther consideration of the
remonstranee it is proposed to des-
patch. I contend that the meeting in
the town bhall was not a representa-
tive meeting of the people of Perth.
People opposed to the free-traders and
importers were howled down and not
allowed to speak; when genuine workers
got on the platform to speak they were
howled down, though they  themselves
brought articles of all deseriptions on the
platform and held them up. I do not
know where the joint committee got
their information to put into this docu-
ment to send to the Federal Houses, but
T want to be fair to the Government.
The Government had nothing to do with
regulating the time of the meeting this
afternoon; that mafter rested with
another Chamber. When a message re-
questing a joint committee is sent from
one House to another, the House re-
ceiving the message, if it appoints a com-
mittee to sit jointly with the committee
“from the other House, appoints the time
and place of meeting. I want to remove
any stigma that T know was unwittingly
thrown on the Government in that par-
ticular. But who were the members from
this side of the House on that commities?
One was a friend of the importer, the
member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) who
was present at the meeting in the town
hall ; another was an anti-federalist, the
member for Kanowna. [Mr. Walker®
That is wrong.] The hon. member
always speaks against Federation. The
other was the Leader of the Opposition,
who was unable to attend, and judging
from his utterances he I am sure, if he
were present, would have opposed the
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document as drawn up. I am pleased
the hon. member has saved bimself from
disgrace through leing absgent while this
deeument was being approved of. The
resolution we approved in this House
dealt with the primary industries, but we
find that food and wearing apparel are
dealt with in this remonstrance. I hope
the Premier will give the House and the
country a fair chance, before foreing it
down our throats, to see at least a type-
written copy of the remonstrance, so that
we may study it. There is n¢ burning
desire to send it along; the Federal tariff
will not be passed just yet awhile.

The Premier: The resolution carried in
the House gave power to the committee
to send it along.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was a hiteh;
there was a desire to send it through a
more powerful channel, and it is neces-
sary to know what it is desired to send
through that channel in order to prevent
ourselves appearing silly in the eyes of
the public. I hope the Government will
not use their majority to force this
through to-night. I hope fhey will ad-
Journ the debate, and enable us to peruse
a copy of the remonstrance.

Mr. J. A. S, STUART (Leonorn): I
have no desire to indulge in verbosity, in
this somewhat squalid position. 1 feel
inclined to take up the position John
Bright took up at the time of the Crimean
war, He was of opinion that he should
Pprotest; but seeing that the people were
like the swine that rushed down the steep
into the sea because they were possessed
of an evil spirit and nothing would turn
them, he did not do so. I think that is
about what is happening in Western Aus-
tralia to-day. John Bright admitted that
he should protest against the Crimean
war; but he admitted also it was no good
doing so. I venture to forecast that the
time will come, if we send this remons-
trance, when we will be just as ashamed
of it as Australia was of the frenzy that
actuated her at the time of the Boer war.
Some of us did not take part in that
frenzy, and pointed out that the time
would eome when Australia would be
gorry for what she did. I duplicate that
propheey now, and 1 say the time will
come when this Parliament will be just
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as ashamed of this remonstrance as Aus-
tralia was at the time it fook part in
the Baer war. I heard the discussion the
other night bul took no part in it for

the same reason that actuated John
Bright at the time of the Crimean
war; but T was of opinion that
sufficient ballast  would come along
to steady the minds of members
in  the action they were taking.

T thought that if this remonstrance were
to be sent over, there might have been
ineluded in it some facts and tabulated
figures that would if econsidered strength-
en the hands of the men whom we have
senl to the Kastern Siates to represent us
in the Federal Parliament. I have every
confidence that, when the tariff is being
discussed in the Federal Parliament, the
nmen we sent there will see the crudities
and injustices will he toned down. T will
not be a party to insult those members by
sending over a raw, ctrude remonstrance
like this, and I will take an opportunity,
if this is earried, to remove from their
minds any idea that the remonsirance is
indicative of the real feeling in this State.
We cannot be proud of the meetings that
are being held in connection with the
tariff. 1 did not altogether approve of
the resolution passed by some of my con-
stituents at Murrin Murrin, for I think
they were going as far away in one diree-
tion in supporting the tariff as the manu-
faeturers, a certain section of the Press,
and others here are going in opposition
to it. I do not want to reflect on the joint
commiltee responsible for the remon-
strauce, hut I think they went a little
beyond the aunthority they received from
this Chamber. They bave introduced
eertain hald, unconvineing statements that
will bring discredit and disrepute upon
us. I shall make it widely known to the
people whom we sent to the Federal Par-
liament that we have no econfidence in

this remonstrance.

Mr. J. B. HOLMAN (Murchison) :
Not only do I protest against the re-
monstranece being sent over, but I also
protest against the action of the Gov-
ernment in trying to forece the matter
through the House at a moment’s notice.
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We have sent down to us two or three
pages of closely typewritten stuff—I
do not know what other name will suit
it. This was read out by the Clerk As-
sistant, and we are asked to carry it with-
out a moment’s consideration. In my
opinion, the only good point about it is
the excellent manner in which the Clerk
Assistant read the twaddle to which we
had to listen, The agitation against the
tariff has been tb a great extent brought
about by a few importers who have taken
the opportunity of robbhing the consumers
by palming off on them at advanced rates
the extra stocks which they had in hand,
and who are trying by muking a big row
te prevent the eonsumers from aseertain-
ing that they are being robbed. The mer-
chants and importers all had large stocks
in hand in Western Australia, but the
moment the tariff was introdueed they
raised their prices, and many of them
absolutely robbed the people by selling at
advaneed prices goods which are not im-
ported from overseas, but which are Aus-
tralian products, and therefore were not
affected by the tariff. We are asked to
pass a resolution at a moment’s noliee
without hardly knowing what the report
contains. We cannot even get a sight of
this miserable document. It is a disgrace
that we should be called upon.to pass a
motion like this whiech will redound to
the diseredit of this Parliament so long as
it exists. T do nnt agree in detail with
the tariff placed before the Federal Par-
liament. There are some matiers re-
quiring rectification, but we have good
men in the Federal Parliament, as good
as any in this Assembly, who will see that
Western Australia does not suffer from
the anomalies. One memher of the Fed-
eral Parliament has been alluded to he-
cause he voted against the increase of
salaries. I would like to ask that member
what he is doing wilh his employees on
the Coolgardie-Norseman railway eon-
struetion work now going on. He is
making them work for 4s. 6d. a day. If
we were robbing men like that we could
also do without an inerease of salary.
A large number of people in the back
country favour a protective tariff. I
have received many letters on the ques-
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tion, and the following extraet shows
the strain in which they are written:—
“ There are some of them grumbling
over the tariff but there are a lot of
good Australian protectionists, myself
and others ineluded, who say ‘ Good
luek to Bill Lyne” We have to pay a
little more but it is for the good of our
ecountry. I hope all protectionists
harrack for the tariff.”’
That is the general opinion of people in
the back eouniry. In my opinion had the
importers and retailers acted as fair and
honest men, instead of erying cut with
their mouths and robbing people with
their hands,therewould not have been the
outery against the tariff. So far as send-
ing this resolution to the Federal Par-
liament is concerned, I diselaim respon-
sibility, We have not had a fair oppor-
tunity of dealing with the question. We
do not even know what is geing to be sent
over and it is just as well for many of us
that we do not. This phase of the ques-
tion has to be considered, that though it
has been said that thé Government were
not responsible for the absence of the
Leader of the Opposition from the meet-
ing, I am of this opimon, that consider-
ing the fact that the members of the com-
miftee only sat for a ¢uarter of an hour,
and as it would have been impossible for
them to have written out this lengthy re-
port in that time, the report was drawn
up and typewritten before the meeting
was held. [Mr, Secaddan : They do not
deny it either.] I think we are going too
far, and members should be given an op-
portunity of diseussing the question. T
therefore move—
That the report be printed and distri-
buted.

Mr. SPEAKER : I cannot accept that
amendment. The hon. member can vote
against the motion. I would point out,
although 1t is perhaps hardly necessary,
that’ this report is the finding of the com-
mittee which this House aothorised to
frame a report and bring up to the House.

Mr. Holman : Would it be in order to
move “that all words after * members’ be
struck out, for the purpose of inserting
the words ‘and be printed and distri-
brited ’ 77
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Mr. SPEAKER : That would wmerely
serve to negative the motion, and cannot
be moved.

Mr. E. E. HEITMANN {Cue) : I wish
to enter my protest against this remons-
trance being sent. In the first place, I
was against the committee being appein-
ted, for it seems to me most extraordinary
that after the tariff has been discussed
and studied for some twelve months, by
T suppose the pick of the Federal Par-
liament, and has then been considered in
Cahinet, we should have a committee to
sit for ten minutes and say that those re-
perts were wrong. This seems to me
altogether ridiculous ; and I believe with
the wember for M. Leonora (Mr, Stuart)
that the proposed remonstrance will bring
ridicule on this Assembly. The prime
imovers in this matter are like a lot of
children crying for the moon.

Mr, H. DAGLISH (Subiaco) : As one
of the members of the joint committee,
I desire to say a few words. First, T wish
to correct the member for Mt. Mar-
garel (Mr, Taylor), who alluded to me as
one of a gang of importers. T am sorry
to say I am not even an individual im-
porter.

Mr. Taylor : 1T did not say “a gang”
I said yon were one of the gallant im-
potrters,

Mr. DAGLISH : It is not the prefixing
adjective to which I object, but the word
“importer.” I wish to say I was present
on Tuesday night at a meeting in the
town hall, to discuss a question altogether
apart from the tariff, and had arranged
to be at that meeting before any tariff dis-
cussion had been mooted. At the same
time, I do not mean to imply that T was
aout of sympathy with the diseussion
which ensued on the tariff. That, how-
ever, is somewhat beside the question of
this motion. In this debate I have listened
very carefully to try to discover the pre-
cise objection of members to the report
of the joint committee.

Mr, Bolton © We have not seen the te-
port.

Mr. DAGLISH :1 can understand that
objection, and it is reasonable.
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AUy, Bath : My objection is to the un-
substantiated statements made, without
any evidence, by the committee,

Mr. DAGLISH : That is anoiher ob-
jection I intend to mention, that there are
statements made without any evidence
submitted. 1 desire to say, however, that
the joint committee which drew up this
report was appointed for a specific pur-
pose, by resclution in each House, The
committee had no authority to take evi-
dence. It was appointed in this House
after a motion for the appointiment of a
committee to fake evidence had becn neg-
atived. The présent commitieé was ap-
pointed solely to frame a remonstrance.
That, I believe, was the wording of the
mnotion appointing them. The Leador of
the Opposition knows perfectly well that
the commiilee was not authorised by the
terms of the motion to take any evidence
whatever.

Mr. Baih: My idea was, they should
have got as near aceuraey as they could
get.

Mr. DAGLISH: The hon. member is
now altering his accusation. He admils,
I take it, that the conmittee had no power
to take evidence,

Mr. Bath : T did not talk about evi-
dence.

Mr. DAGLISH : Does the hon. mem-
ber admit the eowmitiee had no power to
take evidence ?
cisely what are the objections to the action
of this commitiee.

Mr. Bath : My objection was to the
predictions for which the committee has
ne ground, and to statements which
there is nothing to substantiate.

Mr. DAGLISH : The Leader of the
Opposition admits he made n definite ob-
jeetion that the committee had brought
up statements without evidence. T ask
him definitely to admit or definitely to
deny my stalement that the eommittee had
no power to take evidence, and was not
appointed to lake evidence.

A r. Bath : The committee should have
had the evidenee of truth before it.

Mr. DAGLISH : The hon. member
mizht at least be fair in his criticisms.
He has made a eriticism which by his
gilence he admils is unfair,

Mr. Bath : T do not.

(45)
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My, DAGLISH: He may as well
openly admit that. He admits the com-
mittee had no power to take evidence.

Mr, Bath : Well, on what was it to
franie a remonstrance 7

Mr. DAGLISH : I am coming to
that, but [ wish the hon. member to be
Eair and ecandid in this matter The
committee was appointed to frame a

remonsirance on o definite  motion
passed by this House, The only
groundwork {he commitiee had for

framing the remonstrance was the very
strong and definite resolution—

““That in the opinion of this
House the proposed Wedeval Taviff
would most injuriously alfect the
priwary industries of Western Aus-
tralia, and would subjeci the State to
a period of depression fraunght with
e gravest dangers fo her exisi-
ence.’’

Now the remonstranee that the com-
mittee has framed is nol nearly so
far-reaching, not nearly so serious or
so0 pronounced, as the terms of the
resolution,

Myr. Angwin: The resclution is bad.

Mr. DAGLISH : The resolution may
have been bad or good ; this is not the

time lo diseuss the resolution which
was passed al a previous sitting. The

eommittee had an  instruction to en-
large or elaborate the resolution, to
give fuller pariiculars than the resolu-
tion could give, and to put them in
the form of a remonslrance to the
Federnl Parliament,

Mr. Bath: You say the remonstrance
is based on the resolution. You say
“We are convinced,’”’ meaniug your
own eonvietions or alleged convietions.

Mr. DAGLISH : Then we come to
these alleged convictions. The first is
" That the ordinary requirements of the
people, including many articles of food
and eclothing, will be made dearer
cither by lhe added duly or by the en-
hanced prices which the vendors will he
able te charge.” '
. Ar. Taylor: You are prophets.

Mr. DAGLISH : The lon. member
will perhaps admil that this is noi the
first inviff that has been imposed in the
world, is not even the first tariff im--
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posed in Australia ; and the operation
of this tariff, it may faicly be presumed,
will not he different trom the operation
of preceding tariffs.  The operation
of preceding tariffs has invariably re-
sulted, at all events at the outset, in
raising the price of any artiele on
which a new duty was imposed. Is it
asserfed that the operation of this
tarift. will be different ; that an in-
creased duty on woollen goods will not
raise the price of woollen goods (v the
consumer ¥

Mr. Underwood: Yes; that is held
by many greater thinkers than you.

Mr. DAGLISE : Well, [ not only
deny the hon. member’s statement, but
I submit to the House the proposition
that the intention in imposing a duoty
is to enable the local producer to com-
pete on more favourable terins with
the importer ; and the duty is im-
pused for the purpose of raising the
price of the imported article, in order
that the locally-produced article may

compefe.

Mr. Scaddan: May have a bigger
scope.

Mr. DAGLISH : The duky musi

necessarily raise the priee, if it is to
enable ihe local article more success-
fully to eompete. 1 am quite willing
to eoneede Lthat in the course of time

internal compelition, Improved maechin- |

ery, and other circumstances may so
operale as again to result in a re-
duction of the price ; but the initial
effect of an increased duty must be an
increase of price to the consumer.

Mr. dAngwin: That is throughout
Australia, not only in Western Aus-
tealia.

Mpe., DAGLISH : I am noi dealing
with the operation of this tariff exeept
in Australia.

Mr. Seaddan : This is a
Australinn remomstrance.

Mr. DAGLISH :  Exactly ; and
Western Anstralia will get all the dis-
advaniage of (he enhanced dufies.

My, Scaddan: In what way? .

Mr. DAGLISH @ By the consumers
having Lo pay them ; and the hon.
member koows well that Western Aus-

" tralia is not likely to get the advanlage

Waestern
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of the new indusiries which the pro-
teetive dulies way build up. It is
clearly enough stated in ihis remon-
strance. Any objection on my parl to
the tariff is not on free-trade lines ;
it is gnite the reverse, becanse 1 want
to see Western Australia gei the
benefit of any protection that is going ;
and it is solely because of the fael
that T am anxious Lo secure prolection
for Western Australia that I am
opposed Lo Western Australia being the
dumping ground for goods made else-
where, whether within the BEmpire or
elsewhere, or within the Commonwealth
ov outside. I have justilied the state-
ment contained in the Hrst clause of
this remonstrance, that there will be
enhanced prices. Members may limit
in their utterances the time over which
those enhanced prices will apply.

Mr. Bath: Yet you say this is going
to he a dumping ground.

Mr. DAGLISH : Beeause  here
where the market is eomparatively
small there ave few manufactures that
could Dbe suecessfully  established,
especially againsi the operation of
large industrial establishments already
existing in the Eastern States, which
have sufficient capital behind them to
practically foree out of competition the
small and struggling Western Austra-
lian  manufactures. At the proper
time I could give the hon. member
conevete Instances to justify that state-
ment.

Mr, Bath: But they have to put
them in cheaply to do that.

Mr. DAGLISH : That is not so;
because cheapness as compared wiih
the imported artiele from England with
the duty added is altogether different
from cheapness as compared with the
article manufactured in Western Aus-

tralia. The Western  Aunsiralian
article may with ils added taviff
bhe able to compete with  the

English artiele, but will be in no way
advantaged in the competition with its
most serious competitor, that is the
Eastern manufacturer. I do not desire
to drift into an argument that is some-
what foreign to what I started to set out,
that is that the first clause of this remon-
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strance is justified in fact. Then there
is the other point, that the first staie-
ment in (his remonstrance is justified
by the terms of the resolution passed the
night hefore last, because the terms of
that resolution were so wide that they
said the tariff would subject this State
io a period of depression franght with
the gravest danger to ber interests.

Mr. Hudson : Wipe her off the face
of the earth ¢ )

Mr, DAGLISH : The hon. member
may not agree with the terms of the
motion. He had the opportunity of dis-
eussing it on a previous occasion.  The
second article in this stalement and the
third hoth relate to owr primary indus-
tries, and are therefore in the admission
of all members, within the terms of the
resolution passed on Tuesday. The next
item in our statement is that many of the
other industries in this State may be com-
pelled to eurtail, even to suspend, opera-

tions, That relates purely to town in-
dustries.
Mr., Seaddan : Does that relate to

primary industries 7

Mr. DAGLISH : TUndoubtedly ; it
would surely he impossible that this
State should he in the gravest danger
to her existence without there being a
danger that all industries in the State
may be compelled to eurtail, even sus-
pend, operations. Members eannot com-
plain that this elause is outside the scope
of the resclution to which they agreed,
- and which was really their direction to
ihe eommittee.  Then the last elanse in
regard to the purchasing power of wages
is renlly governed by those which pre-
ceded.

Mr. Bath : What about the
ployed, and that sort of thing.

Mr. DAGLISH : It all must suffer
from the previons facts I bave already
dealt wilth. There has been one other
statement made in this debate that per-
haps needs answering, that is that this
report was framed before the committee
met. T desire to give that a straight-ont
denial. This report was not framed be-
fore the eommittee met, but was framed
at the eommittee meeting, and after a
considerable amount of disenssion. The

unem-
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statement was therefore rather unfair,
1 do not know who was aimed at.

Mr. Scaddan : Is the - remonsirance
in the form it was when you met, or was
it amended by the conmmitiee ?

Mr, DAGLISH : The hon. member
is entirely wrong in his assertion that
this report was framed before the com-
mittee met. There were suggestions
brought forward by the Premier, and
suggestions brought forward by every
member of that committee I think—at
all events by a majority of the members
of ihat committee—which are embodied
in this Teport.

Mr. Bolion : Is it better than the
statement proposed by the Premier him-
self 2

The
different,

Mr. DAGLTSH : Members are aware
that it is absolutely necessary that in a
commitiee of this sort some members of
the committee should bring forward the
groundwork for the discussion of a re-
port. In this particular instance the re-
port is in no way a report submitted by
the Premier or any other member.

My, Secaddan : Very much milder, T
suppose.

Mr. DAGLISH : I do uot know what
the hon. member means by being milder.
It is certainly different, and it reeeived
that amount of deliberation from the
committee which its importanee and the
nature of the instruetions from this
House required the committee to give it.

Premier : It is  absclutely

Mr. H, E. BOLTON (North Fre-
mantle) : T thought the hon. member
hefore he sat down would deal with an-
other objection I raised. The principal
protest T have is that I have not received
a copy of this address to the Federal
Tlonses ; and I protest against being
made a party to giving power to send
this address to the Federal Parliament,
hecause I have not seen a eopy of it. So
strongly do I feel on this point that I
am bound to express myself in these
words—T regret very much that any good
the committee conld have done for
Western Australia will now he nullified
on this aceount. The address might have
gone forward as a protesi, without any
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serious opposition from both Houses ;
but now the acfion of the Government
has led to a litile feeling, through mem-
bers being refused eopies and being re-
fused the adjournment that was asked
for. T refuse to be a party to sending
this address without seeing a copy of
it, and I shall take steps to inform the
Federal members from this State that [
was no party to this address, that [
was asked to vole without having an
opportunity of seeing it. That is the
position I take up, and T much regret it,
hecause I thought the commitlee might
have done some good. Now the dddress
will go to the Federal Parliament as a
party question. It will be seen that
some were for it and seme against if,
and that party feeling was shown,

Mr. HOLMAN : Before the question
is put, I should like the Speaker’s ruling
on the motion before the House. I
wonld like to draw attention to Stand-
ing Order 178, which says :—

“A question having heen proposed
may be amended by leaving out cer-
tain words only, by leaving oub cer-
tain words in order to insert or add
other words, or by inserting or adding
words.” ’

T moved that certain words he left ount

and others added. TIs this a different
ntotion from those refervred to in the
Standing Ovder 2

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member

is in. order. When 1 told bim a few
minutes ago that I could not accept
his amendment, I was mistaken. I find
hy this Standing Order he has the power
to move an amendment. I cannot see,
hiowever, what effect this amendment will
have on the proposal before the House.

Mr. C. A. HUDSON (Dundas) : I
desire before the debate is closed to re-
peat something of what I said the other
night, to the effect that this House is not
dignified in the position that it has taken
up in offering a remonstrance to a higher
anthority, and I say this Honse would
not aceept a remonstranee from any other
body of persons in any part of Australia.
I admit the motion, no matter what argn-
ment is brought forward to-night in ap-
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position, will be caried directly. Those
who have econsidered this matter have
tnken il purely as n party question and
will vote aceordingly. It is our duty to
offer a remonstranee omselves to sueh a
procedure in our House, and I for one
decidedly ohject to it. With regard to
the document which we¢ complain  was
nat supplied to ns earlier, it was not
until a protest was made that the docu-
ment was supplied and we have not had
time to consider it. Now the Premier
told ns that he went to the conference
to-day with an entirely different set of
views, and evidently they were aver-
ruled.

The Premier :
of the kind.

Mr, HUDSON : I tock down the
Premier’s words. They were, “ Notone
clause the same as what I took down.”
That is exactly what the Premier said,
and T took down his words.

The Premier : That is not what you
said, though.

Mr. HUDSON : I say when the
counniitee themselves were not really un-
animous abhout it, we certainly should
have had some idea of what they were
roing to do. The only other point 1
wish to mention is that this is either a
protest against protection by free-
traders, becanse the remonstrance will
apply enually to the old tariff as it does
to the tariff it is proposed to object to.
This remonstrance would apply equally
to any tariff that was ever brought down,
hecanse it could be said in the same
general terms that the tariff would affect
the people of the particular country in
which it was brought down. All the
terms are general ; there is nothing
specific ;  they have only this meaning.
The document is to be sent out from this
House as a distinet statement that this
House is convinced and confirned in the
opinion that free-trade is the best pro-
position for Western Australia, and that
we shonld have free-trade. This is play-
into the hands of the free-traders of the
Commonwealth Parliament, which was
not intended by the House when we
passed the resolution. The only other
interpretation is that those who support
he omotion do so for the express purpose

T did not say anything
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of seeking a quarrel with the Common-
wealth Parliament. The persons who
want seeession desire a quarrel ; they
want something to hang lheir arguments
on to secede from the Conmmonwealth ;
and they are doing it in this sinister
manner, and not coming out openly in a
proper and straightforward manner.
This House will not lend itself to such a
proposition, and we should emphasise
our protest to the utmost,

Mr. Bath: Question!

Mr. T. WALKER (Kanowna): I ean
quite understand the Leader of the Op-
© positioi wanting the question pui, afier
evervhody has spoken from his view. T
ain astonished ot the unfairness with
which the Leader of the Opposition and
uther members on this side have treated
members of the committee. T.et me say
it was not by my own will I was put on
that committee, I did not seek it; I even
sngrested, when I was asked if 1 would
go on that I should be left off. The hon.
member {Mr. Scaddan) asked why were
eertain people put on ? The names
were submitted to the House and the
meinher for Ivanhne was present when
e heard the names proposed from the
Chair; why had he not the courage to
propaose that T or Mr. Daglish be left off?

Mr. Scaddan : After the ballot was
taken.

Mr., WALKER: The names were pro-
posed from the Chair; there was no
baillot, it was a free and open motion,
and every.member in the House was at
liberty to object to or propose someone
else: fto enlarge the committee, to
diminish it, to omit a member or get a
new one on. Not a word then, but now
after the opportunity has gone and the
seene is past, is it a fair way to deal
with any question, insinuvating dishonour-
able conduct frow the beginning and
making me a party to it ? That is not
fair, and if that be a specimen of the
fairness with which this subjeet is to he
considered, then we can see what weight
is to he attached to the emphatic pro-
test against this propesal. One word
about fhe Leader of the Opposition. He
knew when he was proposed last night
that he had to attend tbe meeting; why
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did he not allow himself then to he sub-
stituted by another.

Mr. Ballk: T did not know when the
committee meeling was to be held.

Mr. WALKER: It was annouteed
from the Chair last night or before—I
may be wrong here—that a certain com-
mittee of members in another place had
been appointed; their names were given
to the House, and the time of the first
meeling was announced by Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Bath: The Premier rang me up
to-day, but it was too late. .,

Mr. WALKER: There was an oppor-
tunity; it was announced from the Chair,

Mr. Bath: At half-past eleven last

night.

Mr. WALKER: The lon. member
could have allowed himsell to be substi-
tuled by someone else. I am only

speaking of the unfairness exhibited to
those who were on the commitiee.

Mr. Holman: Be fair now.

Mr. WALKER: I am fair.

Mr. Holman: You are not fo the
Leader of the Qpposition.

Mr. WALKER : I am fair. He now
makes a reproach on the conduet of those
who were members of that committee,
when he being appainted to that com-
mittee could either himself have attended
or (if he could not attend) could have
notified this House of his mability and
have been substituted by another member,

Mr, Scaddan : Is it a liberty to enti-
cise the committee’s report?

Mr. WALKER: It is no liberty; but
the inference from the insinuation is
that this was a packed commititee com-
posed of persons who were biased and
who were incapable of judging the ques- -
tion fairly, That was the insinuation,

Mr. Bath: I did not say that.

Mr. WALKER: T aequit the. hon.
member of that, for it was the mem-
her for Ivanhoe who made the insinua-
tion. ’

Mr. Scaddan : Well, and if T did ?

Mr. WALKER: If you did, you were
most unfair and unjust, for there was no
justifieation far it.

Mr. Sceddan @ You are unfair in using
the words you have.
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Mr. WALKER: Maybe, but it was
hecause I had a harking dog hehind me
all ihe time.

Mr, SPEAKER: I must ask the mem-
ber for Ivanhoe to eontrol himself. I
meant to speak to him (wo or- three
times during the evening. He has in-
terjected most frequently, but I have
only called “Order” from the Chair.
When such eonduet is persisted m, I in-
tend to rise, make the member speaking
sit down, an insist on obtaining order.

Mr, Scaddan: In regard to the present
controversy 1 staled thai the committee
were appointed prineipally from the sup-
porters of the resolntion. Tf there is
an insinuation about that remark, T will
withdraw it, 1 did not say it was a
packed commitiee, but that the members
were anti-federalists.

Mr. WALKER : Is that fair to me %
I siated that I was a federalist and a pro-
teetionist, but that I wanted fair protee-
tion to Western Australia and fair feder-
ation for this State—not all the blessings
and glories and privileges and advantages
to the other States, and none to us. That
was my position in attending this commit-
tee. It has been stated that we will be
making ourselves ridieulous by sending a
remonstrance from this Honse ; but it
is too late to argue that now. The reso-
Iution that dominated this remonstrance
was passed, and the eommittee had simply
to earry out the instructions of this House
to the hest of their ability. Perhaps it
was not done in such a manner as some
members would have done it. but T be-
lieve it was done to the hest of the ability
of evervone present. Tt has heen objected
that this Honse had no right to interfere
in the matter, This House is a part of
the Commonwealth, and it is the duty of

the Flouse to keep in touch with the Com-

monwealth Parliament. We have to keep

in touch with the machinery of the Con-

stitution to which we are subjeet, for it

15 the Constitution that governs the pow-

ers of this House. Tt is provided in the
Constilutton that—

“ Every power of the Parliament of

a Colony which has hecome or becomes

a State shall, unless it is by this Con-
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slitution exclusively vested in the Par-
linment of the Commonwealth or with-
drawn from the Parliament of the
State, eontinue as at the establishment
of the Commonwealth or as at the ad-
mission 01 establishment of the State
as the ecase way be. Every law in
foree in a Colony which bas become or
boenmes o State and relating to any
malter within the powers of the Par-
liament of the Commonwealth shall,
subject to this Constitution, continue
in foree in the State.”

Mr. Angwin : The right of this House
to deal with the tariff is taken away.

Mr. WALKER : Yes; but the Con-
stitntion does not take away the right of
petitioning, remonstrating, or appealing.
That power is always admitted. Tt is
the most ancient of the rights of people
or collections of people or publie bodies,
and it is respeeted by the Commonwealth.
Clanse 118 of the Constitntion Act
says {—

# Full faith and credit shall be given
throughout the Commonwealth to the
laws, the publie Acts, and records and
judicial proceedings of every State”

Every Act of Parliament of every State
is recognised. It is the most ancient pri-
vilege of every public body and individual
to petition to a higher authority. I will
not argue this point specially to-night.
but what I am arguing iz this, that we
as a committee had nothing else to do but
te frame in the best language we could
the resolution carried by the Assembly.
There is nothing expressed in this remon-
strance but what was authorised by what
was passed in the House, We may have
been bad draftsmen, we may not have
framed the remonstrance in the language
some members would have liked ; some
members may have preferred that we
should have dotted our “ s or have
erossed our “t’s” or put in a full stop or
comma in places where they do not ap-
pear ; but this remonstrance is not the
work of any one man, and perhaps it is
not in the language that all would have
preferred, but it is the product of the
drafismen who were anfhorised to aet
by the resolution carried in the Ionse.
The remonstrance prepared by the
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commiifee does noi condemn absoluiely
the imposition of the tariff bul pro-
poses that there should he a reconsidera-
tion, It does not zo against the pro-
tective spirit of the Commonwealth, but
what it does say ig that the iariff now he-
fore the Federal Parliament carries with
it all the injuries set forth in that remeon-
strance.  That is what it does. [Mr.
Angwin : That is questionable.]  The
Iouse suid so, and as the House said sv
we had not the power to revise their de-
cision. We could not make the Fouse
say something which they did noi say.
We had to do our best to express what the
majority in the House had deecided uwpon.
We could do no more ; the remonstrance
expresses the way we carried out the
duty. If members will look at the re-
monstrance they will see that it simply
deals with the tariff as it stands and in-
timates the necessity for some alteration.
It says “ We venture respectfully to ad-
dress you with the objeet of bringing
under your notice that the new tanff if
passed in its present form will have the
following result.” There is no suggestion
that the Federal Parliament should adopt
a tariff which would give us dispropor-
tionate henefitz to anyone else. It stales
that the tariff as it stands is all in favour
of the Eastern States as against this
Slate, and if it is passed will work the
evils which ave set forth. I eould go on
for twu hours referring in detail to the
various reasons given and provide snb-
stance in fact for each one, and I ean
guarantee that, although there may be
contained in the language used some slight
appearance of exaggeration, still there is
a substraium of faet hehind every reason
which can be adduced hy evidence. I
believe that every item in this remon-
strance ean he proved by a direct appeal
to evidenre. What T am justitied in
doing now is to show that in this report
the committee did nothing but translate
into olher language what ihe House had
instructed them to do. The committee
had no power lo do otherwise. They
conld not alter the reasons or add to
them ; Lhey could not misrepresent any-
thing decidéd by this Honse. Their in-
structions were specifie, they had to draw
up a remonstrance on the resolution ad-
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opled by the House, and that is what has
been done.

Mr. A, J. Wilson : You were given
power to send the remonstranee without
referring te the House at all.

Mr. WALKER : The hon. member is
quite right in saying that. The House
could have been avoided, but there was no
intention of doing that. The only point
that I have any objection fo raise about
is that we did not provide copies of the
remonstranee for hon. members. It was
for Lhis reason that I voted for the ad-
journment of the debale, although 1 re-
cognise the urgency of getting the remon-
stranee sonl away quickly, if at all. T
would ‘have preferred hon. members to
have had a copy of this remonstrance in
their hands at an early part of the even-
ing.

Mr. Seaddan @ It would have done
away with all this frenzy.

Mr. WALKER: There would have been
uo frenzy at all, if members had seen
the remonstrance and read it carefully.
In such eircumstances there would have
been less of that hysteria whieh appears
to me to be as bad on this Opposition side
of the House as in any place 1 ever saw.

Mr. Holman : An attack of . ¥ nerves.”

Mr. WALKER : The hon. member
need not {alk of that, He is at tines a
good exawple of the result of an attack
of nerves. However, I do not wish to be
drawn aside by irrelevancies. I wish to
impress on the House that the committee
have as far as possible done their duty ;
and for what ? TIi has bheen insinnated,
for the purpese of creating frietion in
the Commonwealth. No ; but to endea-
vour as far as pessible Lo induce the Com-
monwealth  Parliament to nodify the
tariff ; and evervbody knows that if we
are fo de this we must use somewhat
foreible and striking language ; that in-
stead of saving * Please do this,” we must
as far as possible make out a case, and
must do it briefly, for we cannot go into
details without republishing the whole of
ihe tariff ; (herefore we must put our
case in general ferms

Mr. Stuari: To try 1o bluff the Faderal
Parliament,

Mr. WALKER : As the hon. member
tries occasionally to bluff ; as he would
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like to bluff me, but he cannot. I say
it was the duty of the committee to make
the remonstrance as forcible as was pos-
sible, having regard to the brevity con-
sistent with a remonstrance of this kind.
And the remonstrance is respectful to
the Federal Parliament and respectful
to the individnal members of that Parlia-
ment. Our Federal representatives
are recognised in the remonstrance. It
has been left to them to give such details
of the effects of this tariff as they may
see fit to give. We have not professed
to dietate to them, but have given them
the opportunity of speaking for us. But
it was our duty as a Parliament, feeling
that we represent this State, and imagin-
ing at least that we have some knowledge
of the effect of the tariff on the people
of this State, in their interest to make
as dignified a protest as was possible
against the imposition of the tariff in its
present form; and for the life of me I
cannot see any crime in that. It is im-
possible for me to imagine that we have
committed any treason against the Com-
monwealth Parliament by asking them to
reconsider the incidence of the tariff as
it falls upon this State. That is what we
have done; that is all we ask for; and to
make this a erime shows that there are
people who oceasionally, under the stress
of excitement, are not capable of taking
a calm and dispassionate view of eireum-
slances sueh as these.

Mr. A. J. WILSON (Forrest): Per-
sonally T eannot understand the attitude
of some members in regard to this remon-
strance. 1t has been alleged that the
Parliament of Western Australia have no
right to interfere in a matter directly
under the eontrol of the Cominonwealth
Parliament, and that we ought to leave
these questions, the whole interest of
Western Australia, in the hands of our
Federal representatives. I venture to
think that those people now in Western
Australia, including wembers of this
Parliament, ‘are in a hetter position to
understand exacily how 1he proposed
tariff will operate «n the community
wenerally, on individuals and en  our
industries, At all events I vemture to
assert that the members of the Parliament
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of Western Australia are quite as closely
in touch with the interests of the people
of Western Australin as are our eleven
Federal representatives. That being so,
we are surely entitled fo express our
opinion, as we come so closely in contaet
with the people. Surely any opinion
expressed by the Parliament of this
State is entitled to earry more weight
and to be more highly respected than even
the opinion of the Federal representa-
tives themselves, I say therefore we are
justified in making this remonstrance.
In using the language in which the re-
mounstrance is couched, the committee is
reflecting the tone of most of the speeches
delivered in the House when the matter
was discussed, the speeches of the mem-
bers who voted for the remonstrance,
Every line of the remonstrance we are
asked to adopt is amply and completely
justified by those speeches, and will prove
to be in keeping with actual develop-
ments, unless there s some alteration in
the Federal tariff. Tn the interests of
the people of Western Anstralia we are
justified in making this protest; and the
prutest s not one whit too emphatie, for
we have a perfect right to point out to
the Commonwealth Parliament that we
in Western Australia are so situated
that our isolation and the stage of our
development justify special consideration
in any tariff which may engage the
attention of the Federal Legislature.

The PREMIER (in reply as mover):
1 have little to say, except that I think:
the rememsiranee is respectful in tone, and
that it embodies the wishes of the
majority of the House as expressed in
the reselution passed on Tuesday evening.
Certainly it iz not nearly so strong as the
resolution, and 1t seems to me it contains
no reflection whatever on the Western
Australian  members of the Federal
Parliament. Tt expressly states that—
“We leave it to the representatives
of (his State in your House Lo indi-
eate in detail the items which will
produee the results above mentioned.”
I maintain that will have the effect of
strengthening  the hands of our repre-
senlatives, And in support of some of
the contentions used it will not be out of
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place, if time pernits, to make a quota-
tion from the Brisbane Worker referring
da this very tarviff:—
“# This iariff, therefore, is equivalent
to a heavy reduction in wages. How
long will it take fthe unions to win
back the three to five shillings a week
thus knocked off the pay of every
working man??
That is a labour paper.

Mr. Bath: The Perth
quotes it.

Mr. Holman: You ought to guoie a
lot more of what the Worker writes,

The PREMIER: 1 have no doubt it
would educateé me in a manner the hon.
member would like. I can buf say that
as the remonstrance is respectful in tone
and does not go outside the scope of the
resolution passed, I cannot see why it
should be objectionable.

Question put, and passed on the voices.

Daily News

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11.29 o’cloek,
until the next Tuesday.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Tuesduy. 4rd September, 1907.
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ELECTION RETURN—WEST
FERTH.

The Clerk announced ibe retwn of
writ for the election of a member for
West Perth, in the place of Mr. ¥. Il-
lingworlh (resigned); showing that Mr.
Thomas Perey Draper had leen duly

cleeted.

Mr, Draper touk ihe vath and sub-
seribed the roll.

PAPERS PRESKENTED.

By the Minister for Mines: 1, Return
of Exemptions granted under the Mining
Act for the year ended 30th June, 1907
2, Wiluna State Battery, Papers re. 3,

Register of Accidents on Mines, A re-
twn was asked for dealing with acel-

dents in mines. I thought I would bring
the office register, and members can per-
use it, so that 1 wmay have it back shortly.

By the Premier: 1, Return of In-
spections  under Factories and  Farly
Closing Acts.

By the Minister for Works: 1, By-

laws of Plantagenet Roads Board. 2,
By-laws of Upper Irwin Roads Board.
3. Geraldton Harbouwr Works— Report

and Plans of Sir John Coade.

QUESTION —RAILWAY ENGINE-
CLEANERS RETRENCHED,

Mr. JOHNSON asgked the Minister
for Railways: 1, How mauy locomotive
engine-cleaners have been put off through
retrenchment during the last six months?
2, What proportion of the total unmber
of cleaners employed six months ago does
this represent ? 3, What percentage of
railway employees of all grades have heen
retrenched during the last six months, in-
cluding ecleaners? 4, Why is the per-
centage of cleaners so much in excess of
the percentage of all grades? 3, What
is the alleged economy being effected by
the retrenchment of the cleaners? 6, Is
the Ainister aware that at some sheds
engines are not being cleaned at all, and
that they are suffering eonsiderable dam-
age to the motion and wearing parts in

consequence, rendering & much larger
consumption of oil necessary? 7, Is it

ihe intention of the Government that



