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" Hon. J. J. HOLMES"' Did not the hon.
member express solicitude for the struggling
farme,s whose wives and children were going
‘hungry because of the depredations of kan-
garoos?

Hon. H. Stewart: I did not suggest
touching the eentral fund for the purpose.

Hop. J. J. HOLMES: If the hon. mem-
ber was serious; why not include ka.ngaroos
and emus?

Hon, H. Stewart: Becau=e it would be a
breach of an honourable understanding.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: I am not aware
of that. 1t is idle for Mr. Fraser to argue
that nothing is ever heard of this trouble.
The people oui back are so accustomed to
being neglected that they have given up hope
and just batile along. The greater the
number of people, the greater the noise.they
make; and the greater the noise, the more
they get done. Some of the people to whom
I refer do not receive more than four mails
a year. They are too few to make them-
selves heard, but they are the people who
‘guffer.

Hon. E. ROSE: I support the new clause.
I know something of the great increase of
kangaroos in the North and of their depre-
dations. Not only do they eat the feed ont,
but in dry seasons they scralch out the roots
of perennial grasses.

Hon. E. H. Gray: What are the nigpers
in the far North to do if the kangaroos
are exterminated?

Hon. E. ROSK: Kangarcos prevail not
‘only in hundreds hut in hundreds of thous-
ands. There are more kangaroos in the
Kimberleys than cattle and sheep combined.
The new clanse is necessary for the protee-
tion of pastoralists in the Kimberleys. In
no part of the State are kangaroos breeding
so quickly as there.

Hon. J. Nicholson: What about the
eost of exterminating them?

Hon. E. ROSE: People have been shoot-
ing them in thonsands, but they are increas-
ing faster than the sheep; in fact the sheep
-owners are being driven out of the coun-
try. Unless something is done to cope with
the menace, the whole of that conntry will be
voined. T do not know what wounld have
happened to the Kimbérley settlers if they
had not taxed themselves for the destruction
of these pests. Only those who have lived
_in that part of the couniry know the extent
“to which the kangaroos have increased, and
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the destruction for which they are respon
sible.

Hon, G. W, MILES : This amendment wa:
put forward by my colleague, Sir Edwarc
Wiitenootn,

Hon. E. H. Harris: Ave you making
apologies for it?
Hon. . W. MILES: I am not making

any apology. People who know Westen
Apstralia will onderstand what a menac
emus and kangarcos constitate. I misunder
stoad the Minister for Agriculture when ]
was speaking to him, Whaf be conveyed
roe wag that be was referring to the centra
Vermin Aet. He stated that if the pastoral
ists and primary producers could agree, ant
put np a ease to the Government, Cabine
would be prepared to bring euros and emu
under the operations of the Act. From wha
[ can gather from ntterances of members of
the Country Party, there is no hope of suel
an agreement being arrived at.  Something
will have to he done to assist producers i1
the Central and Northern Provinees to com
bat these two evils, With the permission of
the Committee, I will withdraw the motion t
insert the new clanse.

New clanse, by leave, withdrawn.

Title—-agreed to.

Rill reported with amendinents.

House adjonrned at 8.49 p.m,
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QUESTIONS (2)—LAND SETTLEMENT.
3,500 Farms Scheme.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH, for Mr.
Brown, asked the Premier:—1, In regard to
the 3,500 farms scheme what measure of
guarantee, if any, did the State Govern-
ment receive from the Development and
Migration Commission, whose members
made many visits te the area in question?
2, Can a definite assurance be given by the
State Government as to when the necessary
railway construction will be started? 3, If
the report of the disbandment of the De-
velopment and Migration Commission by
the new Federal Government proves cor-
rect, will this disbandment react adversely
upon the scheme? 4, What provision do
the State Government propose to make
towards subsidising the cartage of wheat
this season for farmers who in these new
districts are located 20 mileg or more from
a railway eentre? 5, If the construetion of
the railways in question has been indefin-
itely deferred, when will the settlers con-
cerned be informed of that fact, and what
provision will be made for next year to
cart their superphosphates out and their
wheat in? 6, Failing any provision to sub-
sidise whoat cartage this vear or next,
will the provisions of the Land Aet as to
forfeiture, covering personal residence and
development, be enforeed?

The PREMIER replied:—1, No official
guaractee. The visits were made for mn-
vestigation purposes. 2, No. 3, The Govern-
ment have no knowledge of any preposed
disbandment of the Development and
Migration Commission. 4, None. 5, Settlers
have not been promised immediate railway
facilities. The eartage of wheat and super-
phosphates has always been the settler’s
respousibility. 6, Should circumstances be
such as to necessitaie settlers leaving their
holdings, consideration will be given to the
question of temporary exemption.

Exemption from Taration.

Mr. LINDSAY, for Mr. Griffiths, asked
the Premier:—1, Are settlers Laking wp land
from the Government free of taxation for
the firat five years? 2, If so, does he insist
that genuine settlers who fail to get land
from the Government and are forced to
buy frem the Midland Railway Company
shall be refused the exemption?
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The PREMIER replied:—1, The many
years’ Parliamentary ezperience of the
hon. member should have been sufficient
to make him fully aequainted with the ex-
emptions under the Land Tax Assessment
Act. 2, The position of the setilers who
have purchased land from the Midland
Railway Company haz been frequently be-
fore the House and should he well known
to the hon. member.

QUESTION—UNEMFLOYMENT; MAN-
UFACTURE OF MACHINERY,

Mr, SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Lands:—1, In view of the unemployment in
the State, will he see that the Agricultural
Bank Aect of 1909 is strictly enforced,
which sets out that moneys advanced for
machinery are to be used for machinery
manufactured within the State? 2, Il not,
why not?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied :—
1, Portion of the Agricultural Bank Act
Amendment Aect, 1909, which deals with
advances for the purchase of ugricultural
machinery manufactured in Western Aus-
tralia was repealed by the Agricultural
Bank Act Amendment Act, 1912, The Agri-
cultural Bank has, therefore, no power to
restriet borrowers to the purchase of local-
Iy manufectured manchinery. 2, Answered
by No. 1.

QUESTION—FPOLICE, JOLIMONT
SWEEP.

My, RICHARDSON nsked the Minister
for Police:—1, Is he awave that the Com-
missioner of Police granted the Jolimont
Progress Association permission to run a
sweep on the Centenary Cup of the 1Z2th
October, 1929, and that after arrangements
had been made to conduct the venture, the
Commissioner placed certain restrictions on
the method of organising it? 2, Is he also
aware that, notwithstanding the association
kad the written permission of the Commis-
sioner, a subordinate officer seized eertain
records, books of tickets and other matter
connected with the gweep under the alieged
anthority of a search warrant? 3, If so,
will he advise what statute vests the Com-
missioner with authority to authorise the
conducting of a sweep and to lay down
conditions regarding it% 4, Will he also
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advise why the conditions laid down-by
the Commissioner for ennducting sweeps are
not uniform, and why diserimination is
made betwen organisations in the enforce-
ment of such conditions¥ 5, Do the Police
Department irtend to complete the exe-
cution of the search warrant by laying -
charge for the alleged offence against th:
Joliment Prouress Association?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE replied:-—
1, Yes. 2, Yes. 3, There is no stalutory
authority to grant permission to conduct
art unions, but suecessive Governments for
a number of years have instructed that no
objection need be taken to art unions for
charitable or other worthy ohjects. 1, The
conditions are uniform. 5, It is mot in-
tended to take eriminal proceedings against
the promotors of the art union in guestion,
but until satisfactory guarantees are v«
ceived that it will be condueted in accanil-
ance with the conditions imposed the i
pounded documents will not be returned.

BILL—MENTAL DEFICIENCY.

Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTE (Hon.
5. W. Munsie—Hannans) [4.37]: T move—

© Thrt the Bill he now read o third time.

MR. LATHAM (York) [4.38]: I bhave had
an opportunity of going throngh the ' Bill
carefully, and I fear that the measure will
prove useless unless the Minister ean induece
all the other States to do what he is asking
Western Australin to do. Here is a pro-
posal to control and edocate mental defec-
tives, but nothing is being done to prevent
other mental defectives from entering the
State. On the contrary, in that respect our
dovis wre wine-opra to the world, The Min-
ister mizit bave reserved the subject for
consicleration at a conference of the Min-
isters for Health of the various States, or
at a Premiers' (onference. fnstead of en-
acting this Bifl, we might have zoae on
quietly as we did in the past. The Salva-
tion Army have done much gond in this re-
spect, and T was greatly interested in the
evidence of an officer of the Education De-
partment rezarding the army’s work. In
addition, the Roman Catholic Church has
done o pgreat deal for mentally deficient
children. I may point out the urgent need
for providing a home for mentally deficient
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girls as well as mentally deficient boys. I
hope the religious bodies as a whole will be
induced to take the matter up; it shounld
not be left entirely to the Salvation Army
and the Roman Catholic c¢hurch. I desire
to congratulate Miss Stoneman on the work
she has accomplished in drafting the Bill.
Much careful thought must have been in-
volved in the production of such a measure.
However, I hope the House will not pass
the Bill at the present stage. We do not
vet understand the subject sufficiently. As
T have said, we are leaving our doors open
to have the State fllled with another lot of
mental defectives. If these unfortunates
were prevented from coming here, the mens-
ure might do some good. It is a matter that
ean be dealt with from an Australasian, bot
not from a State, point of view. I urge the
Minister to give consideration to the reli-
gions organisations which have done such
good work,

Question put and passed.

Bil! read a third time, and transmitted
to the Council.

MOTION—ABORIGINES ACT.
To disallow Regulation,

MR. COVERLEY (Kimberley) [4.42]: T
move—

That this House disagrees with amendnd
Regulation 13a under the Abarigines Act 1005,
whirh regulation was Jatd upon the Tahle on

the 1fith Oetober. 1920: and that the regunla-
tion be herehby disallowed,

I realise that regulations of some deserip-
tion mawv be needed by the Aborigines De-
partment for the control of the natives.
However, photographs of natives ean he de-
sired only for two reasons—one, scienfifie
mmrposes; secondly, the avatifiestion of tonr-
ists who wish to possess ruch photographs.
T am against the reemlation and its word-
ing, and am moving in the matter because
the regulation, unless o'sjected to by either
of the Chambers, has the foree of Inw. This
regulation gives tu the Chief P'rotector of
Aborigiues, a eivi sovant. or the head of
a department, a power that is even heyond
Parlinment, with no appeal. That is my
chief ground {.n upposing the verulation.
I objert to it breause any pe-<on desirons
of photographinz ahorigines would have to
apply for permission to the Chie? Protoe-
tor, who, under the regulations, may give
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permission subject to certain conditions, or
else may confiscate the negative, or in faet
do as he pleases. 1 do not think Parlidment
desives that such a power should be placed
in the hands of a civil servant,

Mr. Sampson: It has to be approved by
the Minister.

Mr. COVERLEY: I de not know that
that makes it right. If I thomght it did, I
should not be moving the motion.

Hou. Sir James Mitchell: Very likely it
would be wrong if he did agree.

Mr. COVERLEY: I think the whele
thing is wrong, else, as I say, I should not
be moving the motion. If the Minister de-
gires any information, he should get it from
the person controlling the reserve. These
regulations say that no person shall enter
upon & reserve defined by the parent Act of
1905 for the purpose of taking a photo-
graph, without the consent of the Chief Pro-
tector of Aborigines. That is wrong. It is
the wording of the regulation I object to,
rather than the reguiation itself. If the
Minister desires to have that power, I agree;
let it be given to him by all means, but not
to a eivil servaat.

Hor. Sir James Mitchell: The abjection
is a very weak obe.

Mr. COVERLEY: I do not know that
it is. 1 know that the head of the depart-
ment ruled the hon. member when he was
in charge of the affairs of the State.

Mr. Sampson: You are certainly charging
the present Mirpister with being ruled.

Mr. COVERLEY: My opinion is that if
the Minister desires any information, he
should get it from the officer in eontrol of
the reserve, and act on the advice tendered
to him. My confention is that the Minis-
ter, not the head of the department, is the
person who should hold this power, I have
Enown parties of tourists go from the Wynd-
ham Meat Works by launch to the Forrest
River Mission, 60 or 70 miles distant from
Wyndham. Under this regnlation no mem-
ber of such a party would be permitted to
take a photograph on the mission reserve,
nuless he had previously wired to the Chief
Protector in Perth for permission, And
the Chief Protector, not knowing the ecir-
eumstances, would wire back to the loeal
officer for information. I do nof know that
we shonld put people to all that trouble and
expense. In my view the superintendent
of the Forrest River Mission is the person
to say whether or not the visiting tourists
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should be permitted to take photographs.
1 am not prepared to sit here and approve
of regulations giving an cfficer of the de-
partment in Perth sach power. I[i is alto-
gether wrong. If this regulation should be
approved, the Chief Protector would become
a power in himself.

Mr. Latham: It seems worse than the De-
fence Aet.

Mr. COVERLEY: It is indeed.

Member: Would you sllow members of
Parliament to take photographs?

Mr. COVERLEY: I do not know many
members of Parliament who would desire
to go on to an aborigines’ reserve to take
photographs. I do not know why the Chief
Protector should want this power, seeing
that Section 14 of the parent Aet prohibits
any person from going on to such a re-
serve without permission of the Chief Pro-
tector or the superintendent. There we bave
all the power the Chief Protector desires,
and I do not see why he should want this
regulation. Alveady no person has the right
to enter on an ahorigines’ reserve, whether
to take photographs or for any other rea-
son, without the permission of either the
Chief Protector or the superintendent of the
mission. In my view the superintendent is
the person to say whether or not photo-
graphs shall be taken. Certainly I think a
civil servant is not the person to hold this
power. I hope members will give this seri-
ous consideration, for after all, we are here
to represent the taxpayers of the country.
As T have said, there is, in the parent Aect,
s prohibition against any person entering
on to &n aborigines' reserve without due per-
mission. Surely that is all that is neces-
sary! 1f the Chief Protector of Aborigines
desires to prevent any person from going
on to such a reserve, he will give his rea-
sons for it. But there would be no appeal
under the regulations. Y have vleasare in
ssking members to support this motion.

On motion by the Minister for Agrienl-
ture, debate adjourned.

RETURN—MATIN ROADS: BOARD.
Contributory Local Authorities,
MR. GRIFFITHS (Avon) ([452): I

move——
That a return be laid upon the Table of
the House showing—(a) The namcs of each

local authority that is to contrihute 2214 per
rent. of its license revenue to the Main Roads
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Board. (b) The amount of unimproved land
values in each local authority’s area. (¢) The
.amount of license revenue each receives from
vehicular sources. {(d) The value of proposed
main road work in each area.

I do not intend to do much more than
formally submit this motion. The compila-
tion of this information should not impose
very much work on the departinent. Cerfain

road boards have requested me to try to get -

the information because they find the new
gystem will materially affect their ineomes.
One board now paying £69 will bave to pay
ap extra £580,

Mr, Lambert: Which board is that?

Mr, GRIFFITHS : The Kellerberrin Road
Board. The Meckering Road Board, which
in the past has paid £73, will have to pay
an extra £735. These boards, and others,
desire to get such information as will en-
able them to see whether there is any other
way ouf which will effect an improvement in
their finances. Many of my people think a
tax on the unimproved land values would be
a better way out. At this junecture I de
not wish to say any more than that. If
the compilation of the information is going
to entail too much work on the department
or take up foo much time, I will not press
the matter, but will endeavour to get the
information in some other way,

On motion by the Minister for Works,
debate adjourned. :

BILL—INDUSTRIES ASSISTANOE.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
{"onneil.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT,

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL--CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT.
In Committee.
Myr. Lambert in the Chair; Mr. Mann in
charge of the Bill.
Clause I—agreed to.
Clange 2—Tnsertion of section after Sec-
tion 653:

Mr. MANN: TIn keeping with a promise
made during the second reading stage, I move
an amendment— )

That Subelause 1 he struck nut. and the fol-
lowing inserted-in lien:—* (1) Whenever any
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person has been indicted for an offence punish-
able with death the Attorney Gemeral ghall
forthwith appoint a board, consisting of two
duly qualified medien] practitioners, who ehall
have special knowledge of mental diseases, and
a psychologist, and shali vefer the guestion of
the mental eondition of the accused person to
such hoard for inguiry and report.’’

It wus clearly indicated during the second
reading that members desired the examina-
toin of the accused to be made as early a8
vossible, and certainly prior tc the trial.
Authorities favour that procedure, and the
amendment will provide for the examination
of the aceused immediately on committal.

Amendment put and passed.

On motion by Mr. Mapn, Subeclanse 2
amended by inserting after “court” the worda
“in which such person is to be tried.”

Mr. MANN: I move an amendment—

That the following be added to Subclause 2:
—48uch report shall be made imn writing
signed by the members of the board, or by
thosc who comeur tbere¢in, and, if the accused
gerson is thereby reported to be mentally de-
ective, shall state in what respects he is so
defective. The report shall he dclivered to
the judge who is to preside at the trial of the
accused person, but the contents thereof shall
not be disclosed to any other person before the
verdiet of the jury hag bheen given.'!

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
amendment would alter the prineiple of trial
by jury, becanse it provides that after the
jury have heard the evidence and delivered
the verdiet, something else shall be commu-
nicated to the judge. :

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The jury do not
sentenee an accused person.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
jury should decide whether the aceused per-
son was responsible for the erime.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Oh no.

The MINTISTER ¥OR JUSTICE: If the
aceused was mentally irresponsible, the jury
would say so and he wounld be detained dur-
ing His Majesty’s pleasure. The practice
lias been that if anyone desired to call evi-
dence regarding the sanity of an accused
person, ke could do so.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That could still
ohtain,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No;
the board wonld meet in secret and snbmit a
report, but no ove outside the board would
kpow anything about it until the verdiet had
been returned.

Mr, Mann: That is in accordance with the
English Act.
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The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Any-
one who submits a report on the mental
capacity of an accused person—

The Premier: Should go into the witness
box and give evidence.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
he should give evidence before the jury.
Then the Crown Prosecutor would have the
right to cross-examine the witness as to the
grounds on which he had based his opinion.
The board wmight base their report on en-
tirely wrong grounds. If the jury were con-
“vinced that the accused was not responsible
for bis actions, a verdiet could be returned
accordingly. It would not be right to allow
a board to submit a report, for the jury to
know nothing abont it, and for that to be
the deciding factor as to whether the accused
should pay the penalty. Whatever report
is made, the witness should be suhject to
cross-examination so that the reasons for the
decision would be known to the public. All
sorts of allegations have been made as to
what can be done behind the back of the
court. We desire to make the proceedings
of the ecourt quitc open, so that the con-
fidence of the public will be retained.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: This is a dif-
ferent matter from the administration of
justice.

The Premier: The objection is that the
report will be known only to the judge.

Mr. Latham: But the report will not de-
termine the innocence or otherwise of the
aceused; it will merely affect the sentence.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If the
jury found a mar guilty on the facts, should
not they have the evidence of his mental
state before them?

Mr. Mann: I have no objection to your
suggestion, but will give the reason for fram-
ing the amendment in this way.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If a
man has committed murder and is to escape
the penalty of the law, whatever evidence is
tendercd should be tendered openly. in order
that, the public mind might be satiefied. The
relatives of the murdered person would cer-
tainly desite that anv evidence nn the mental
eapacity of the accused should be snbjected
to the test of cross-examination. The more
open we have the administration of the law
regarding the responsibility of persons for
their erimes, the better, We do suppress
evidence in children’s eases for definite rea-
sons, but in the ease of adults the reasons
why they are adjudged mentally defective
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should be made public. I am opposed to the
amendment. i

Mr. LATHAM: If the Attorney-General
appoints the board, it will mean that grave
consideration will be given to its personnel
It is not for the jury to decide the sanity
of a person.

The Minister for Justice: Up to now jur-
ies have decided upon the sanity of the ac-
cused.

The Premier: And we should not take
from them that right.

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know that they
are competent to do that.

The Minister for Health: The jury shonld
be told why the conclusions have been ar-
rived at.

Mr. LATHAM: The jury are not com-
petent to express an opinion as to the sanity
of the individual. The best authority we
can get is the board appointed by the At-
torney-General. I understand that our psy-
chologist has an instrument which can de-
tect whether a man is felling a lie or not.

The Minister for Health: You had betier
try it.

The Premier: I hope she will never come
tnto this House with the instrument.

Mr. LATHAM: She might detect the
Premier prevaricating in the Chamber.

The Premier: I shonld not be alone if
she did.

Mr. LATHAM: The board should deter-
mine the question. After the board have
interviewed the acensed they will submit a
report in writing to the judge. The only
use the judge will make of it is to say
what the sentence shall be if the verdicet is
one of guilty.

The Minister for Justice: The board may
find that the man is absolutely insane, but
that will not be known unless the verdict
iz one of guilty. The man wounld then be
turned loose.

Mr. LATHAM: The amendment does not
say that the judge shall nof hand the re-
port to the Attorney-General. It could be
published after the verdiect had been given.
The Attorney-General would certainly see
that the interests of the public were pro-
tected if the man was insane.

The PREMIER: The amendment is a
very serious departure from the practice that
has alwars prevailed in Awustralia. It pro-
poses to denrive juries of a good deal of
the mpower thev exercise to-day.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1 sbould not
say so.

The PREMIBLR: Not only do juries de-
eide whether the accused is guiity or not
but whether he is insane or not. ‘Lhey fre-
quently find a man not guilty on the ground
of insanity.

lon. Sir James Mitehell:
do that.

The PRIEMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position has not read the amendment. It
takes that power from them,

My, Latham: Not as to the mental con-
dition of the accused. His legal adviser may
call in any expert opinions he likes.

The PREMIER: The board will have no
relationship with the eourt. They will there-
fore be an outside board so far as the trial
is concerned.

Hon. G. Taylor:
the case.

The PREMIER: It would Le a very seri-
ous thing for the court to aceept the de-
c¢ision of any board whose members were not
called as witnesses at the trial. Nothing
would be known as to how the inguiry was
made and to what extent the antecedents of
the accured were gone inte, The lawyer re-
presenting the accused will be told what tale
to tell the board, It may be szaid that the
man ladl a fall when young, that he was
knocked on the head, or that there had heen
insanity in the family which unfortunately
eannot be proved. Many excuses may be
put forward. Members of the board may be
opposed to capita! punishment. Very many
people hold that th: person who cummits a
murder is necessaril 7 not sane.

Hon. G. Taylor: It is a wrong opinion.

The PREMIER: e may have a board
whose members hold that view, Believing
that, they will certify that the man is not
sane. They may make a recommendation that
will ohviate any possibility of an execution
taking place. Evidence of that kind should
be given in court and be subject to cross-
examination. Doetors have been known to
differ as to the mental eondition of an ac-
cused person, The board should give their
evidence in court. I object to a report being
handed in without the board being subject
to eross-examination to justify the conclu-
sions arrived at, Many experts might be
willing to put up & recommendation in writ-
ing if there was no obligation to stand up to
in the court. All that the Attornev-General
would do would be to seleci medical men of

They can still

They do not appear in
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standing to constitute the board. He would
know nothing abont their personal views, The
average jury is just as capable of forming
an opihion as to the sanity of the aceused as
it iz of deciding whether he is guilty or not.
The evidence is sometimes obscure, and jurieg
have great diffieulty in arriving at a con-
clusion. [ objeet to any secret examination.
We do not know how the person would be
examined or under what conditions the con-
clusions would be arrived at. The responsi-
bility would be thrown upon the judge to
accept the report. LEverything ought to be
done in the open as has been the case in the
past.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This is
merely an additional safeguard. I believe in
capital punishinent, and am glad the Premier
does so too.

The Premier: I did not say so; I offered
ne opinion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I thought
be did.

The Premier:
in it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well, I
do.

The CHAIRMAN: That is not the ques-
tion before the Chair.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: All we
are doing is to offer an additional safeguard.
To-day when a man is found guilty, the sen-
vence has to be confirmed by the Ezecutive
Council, and I am perfectly certain the
Council will seek information regarding the
sanity of the accused person. The sentence
would not be eonfirmed if there was the least
reason why that course should not be
adopted.

The Minister for Justice: But that is the:
task of the solicitor for the scensed.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, it
has nothing to do with him.

The Premier: What this amendment
means is that the judge will have to deal
with the aceused, when sentencing him, in
accordance with the report of this board, not
one member of which will have been a wit-
ness in the case.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Premier suggested that the men who ex-
amined the accused might be averse to capi-
tal punishment, and therefore might be un-
duly merciful.

The Premier: They might be men who
held the opinion that all men who com-
mitted murders were insane

As a fact I do not believe
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
worst that could happen wounld be that the
accused person would eseape capital pun-
ishment.

The Premier: Whereas he might not es-
¢ape that puni<hment in other eircumstances.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Counsel
for the acoused could call all the cvidence
he liked to prove that his client was insane.

The Premier: Of course, and the jury
might ignore it and find the man guilty.
Then would come the report from this secret
board,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The sug-
gested new c¢lause will take nothing from
the powers of counsel.

The Premier: But we add a seeret de-
fenee to his powers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: All that
is suggesied is that the Attorney General
must eanse the man {o be cxamined by two
medical men and a psychologist, and that
the report must be handed to the judge who
will be required to have regard to it in pass-
ing sentence. If the board find the man in-
sane or mentally deficient, then the judge
will not be permitted to pass sentence of
death on him. In those circumstances, the
Premier should support the proposed new
clause, becanse it will make it more difficult
to pass sentence of death on mentally defi-
cient persons than it is to-day. It will add
to the protection of such people.

The Premier: Buat it will also add a dan-
gerous line of defence that is not dealt with
in open court.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
merely increase the protection afforded.

The Premier: With such a clanse in the
Bill it would be open to a wicked Attorney
General—there have been such—shounld an
influential person be concerned, to caunse the
man to be examined by the board with the
object of seeuring his release.

Mr. Latham: But that would not be done
here.

The Premier: It has been done elsewhere.

Mr. Latham: We are not in America.

The Premier: The clanse wounld allow
secret influences fo be brought o bear.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is so.

The Premier: It might mean breaking
down the jury system by means of a packed
board.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then I
wonder that the second reading of the Bill
was not opposed.
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The Minister for Justice: I did opposs it.
The member for Perth has introduced the
new clause in order to comply with an ob-
jection I raised.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I realise
that it is a serious matter to interfere with
the law,

The Premier: This will interfere with our
jury system. This may enable a verdiet of
the jury to be thrust aside in favour of the
report of a seeret board. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The jury
will have the right to say an accused person
was not responsible for his aet.

Tle Premier: And the jury may say that
he was, on top of which the secret board
may say he was not and the decision of the
board will reverse the jury’s verdict.

on. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then all
it will mean will be that the accnsed will not
suffer the death penalty.

The Premier: The defence may produce
voluminous evidence to show that the man
was insane, but the jury may ignore it and
find the man guilly.

Mr. Sleeman: ‘What would happen if the
jury returned a verdiet that the man was not
guilty?

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: That
would end the proceedings; the man would
be discharged. I should imagine that if a
man accused of murder were found not
guilty and was discharged, he would be
s0 satisfied that he would not think of com-
plaining.

The Premier: But this board might set
aside the verdict of the jury.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What-
ever the cffect of the smggested new clanse
may be, it is merely intended to provide an
exira protection for the mentally deficient
from the death penalty.

The Premier: But it is also possible that
it will protect the man who is not mentally
deficient, and that is the point.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is no doubt about that, but the Premier will
realise that that may happen to-day. If
the Premier received an adverse report from
the authorities regarding the mental eondi-
tion of an accused person, he would be loth
to confirm the death penalty. The position
is much the same whether the new clanse be
agreed to or not, although it might be that
through fraud an individual might escape
just punishment. '
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The Premier: The board might be well
meaning, but the members might not helieve
in capital punishment.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
s0, but we must run that risk even under ex-
isting conditions.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The new clause will
spoil the effect of the Bill. We agreed to
the principle that if a man were found
guilty on a charge of murder, he should
be referred to the board for report prior
to the individual suffering the full pena
of the law. The suggestion by the mem-
ber for Perth will be a departure from that
and will place too much power in the hands
of the judge.

Mr. Mann: Will the hon. member leo
me explain?

Mr. KENNEALLY: Yes, when 1 have
finished what I wish to say. The Bill as
it stands propeses that an outside board
shall be appointed to arrive at a decision
regarding the mentsl condition of a per-
son charged with an offence. Now the
member for Perth wishes to insert a
vision whereby the information containe’
in the board’s report will be kept secrc:
but will be disclosed only to the judge. ]
question whether, in accordance with the
wording of the proposal, a judge would
be entitled to look at the report before tl
decision of the jury had been reached.
Should o man be found guilty, I assume
that the report would not be opened until
such time as the aecused had been found
guilty. Assuming that the contention of
the Leader of the Opposition is right, that
the power of counsel for an accused per-
gon to call evidence regarding the insanity
of his client remains unimpaired and that
the jury, independent of that phase alto-
gether, returned a verdict of not guilty
with regard to the erime itself, what posi-
tion wounld arise? The jury would find that
person not guilty of the crime itself, but the
secret board might report to the judge
that the man was mentally deficient. Do
hon. members think that the Attorney Gen-
eral, in view of the secret report from the
go-called competent board, would allow that
man to have his liberty.

Mr. Mann: No, the accused would be
dealt with under other provisions.

Mr. EENNEALLY: Just so, and the
Crown would have two shots at the aceused
instead of one as at present. That secused
person would have been set free in othe-

[ASSEMBLY.)

circumstaneces as soon as the verdiet of no
guilty had been arrived at.

The Premier: The man could be foun’
innocent of the erime and yet be sent to
an asylum for being insane.

Mr. KENNEALLY : That is so. Such a
man would be placed in restraint becaunse
of the secret report lodged by the board. I
am sorry the member for Perth decided
to move any such provision. It is a ser-
ious matter to interfere with our existing
system of trial by jury.

Mr. Latham: But the result will be ex-
actly the same,

Mr. KENNEALLY: I de not agree with
that because it would be quite possible for
money to play a great part in the adminis-
fration of justice.

Mr, MANN: When I submitted a similar
Bill in the session before last, I left the
whole issue to the jury, and the opinion
of hon. membhers was that the question
should be taken from the jury, that it
should be decided by experts. 1 have en-
deavoured to preserve the rights of an ae-
cused person, and for that reason my de-
sire is that the trial should be decided on
the facts of the case, and that it should
not be influeneed one way or ancther. I
am not wedded to the words in my sug-
gested amendment. The draft I submitted
to the draftsman left the report open to
the court and to counsel on both sides.
The draftsman advised me that I was in-
terfering with the trial, that I might be
inflnencing the accused person one way or
the other, and that the question should
be left to the judge. The only comparison
I can make ig with an Act in Ameriea,
and that reads as follows:—

Whenever a percen is indicted by a grand
jury for a ecapital offence or bound over for
trial in the superior court, the clerk of the
court in which the indictment is returned, or
the clerk of the district court or the trial jus-
ice, as the case may be, shall give notice to
the department of mental diseases, and the de-
pariment shall canse such person to be ex-
amined with a view to determining his mental
condition, and the existence of any mental
diseage or defect which would affect his erim-
inal responsibility. The depariment shall file
a2 report of its investigation with the clerk
of the committee in which the trial is to be
held, and the report shall be accessible to the

conrt, the district attorney for the accused,
and to the attorney for the acecnsed.

The Premier: Capital punishment never
takes place where American millionaires are
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concerned; they are always proved fo be
insane. Do you remember the Thaw case?

Mr. MANN: In Ameriea it is left to the
jury. The English Act is different. It
sSays—

On the convietion by a court of competent
jurisdiction of any person of any eriminal
offence punishable in the case of an adult
with penal servitede or imprisonment, or on a
child brought before a court under Section 58
of the Children Act 1908, being found liable
to be sent to an industrial school, the court,
if satisfied on medieal evidence that he is a
defective within the meaning of this Aet .. ..

And it goes on to say that the eourt may
postpone passing sentence and direct that
s petition may be presented to judicial au-
thority with a view to obfaining an order
that the sccused person be sent to an in-
stitution or placed under guardianship.

The Premier: If the court is satisfled!
That is different from the Attormey General
referring it to a board.

Mr. MANN: I have said all along I do
not want any hole and corner measure. All
1 desire is that a person known to be men-
tally defieient shall not be executed.

The Minister for Justice: And the House
is with you; that is why we passed the see-
ond reading.

The Premier: Capital punishment is still
the law of the land, and this will enable
a perfectly sane man {o escape. .

Mr. MANN: The Premier’s suggestion has
a thonsand to one chance. A dishonest-.\t-
torney General might instruet a friendly
board to give a friendly report.

The Premier: There is also such a thing
as jury squaring. 'What about the possibil-
ity of a board being sguared. '

Mr. MANN: Section 653 of the Code
makes provision for an accused person to
be found not guilty o, the ground of jn-
sanity. You might suggest squaring the
doctors,

The Premier: But a doetor would bhave
to give evidence in court and stand up to
a cross-examination.  The hon, member
knows of cases where doctors have got men
out on the ground of insanity.

Mr. MANN: There ean be no exception
to the Attorney General instroeting that an
accused person be examined, and the report
being nnde available to the open court. Both
counsel would know the effect of it. They
wonld lave the right fo call the members
of the mard and if necessary cross-examine
them.
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The Premier: It is all right so long as
everything is done in court.

Mr. MANN: My amendment will pro-
vide that the report shall be delivered to
the judge who is to preside at the irial
of the accused person, but the contents shall
be accessible to the court, to counsel for
the prosecution and counsel for the defence.

The Minister for Justice: 1 bad drafted
ronghly an amendment somewhat on those
lines.

Mr. MANN : Very well.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
hon. member has stated the position clearly.
Previously in this State on a charge of
murder the fact that an accused person was
mentally deficient was not considered. In-
sanity had to be proved. On the second
reading T said that it could be demonstrated
that many people who committed the erime
of murder might have the mental capacity
of a child of ten years. Everyone would
shrink in horror at a child of ten having
to submit to eapital punishment. In eir-
cumstances such as these we are with the
hon, member, but what he proposes to do
now is entirely at variance with the proce-
dure in the law eourts in connection with
the trial of acensed persons. If the board
determine that the acecused person is men-
tally defective, they will give their report
to the court. If the jury considered the
accused to be mentally defective it would not
hold him responsible for the aet and a rider
would be added fo the verdiet. In such a
case capital punishment would not be in-
flicted. That is entirely different from alter-
ing the whole procedure of the court, & pro-
cedure that has been in existence for many
years. The proposal of the hon. member
will not appeal to the Honse. I feel con-
fident justice would not be done. If the
proposed board were appointed there would
be the same personnel for half a dozen dif-
ferent accused people. The hon. member
should agree to report progress to give us
an opportunity to reconsider the amendment,
There is no desire that anything shonld be
done hurriedly, If the member for Perth
would agree to report progress, the Pre-
mier’s motion relative to private members’
business would not prejudice the prospects
of this measnre.

Mr. MANN: I tske it that the part of
the amendment to which the Minister for
Justice takes exception commences with the
words “The report shall be delivered to the
judge.”
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The Minister for Justice: Yes.

Mr. MANN: Then I move the following
amendment—

That the following be added to Subelause
2:~—**Such report shall be made in writing
signed by members of the beard, or by those
who eoncur therein, and, if the acensed per-
aon is thereby reported to be mentally defec-

tive, ahall state in what respects he is so0 de-
fective,’’

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. MANN: I ask leave to withdraw the
remainder of the amendment appearing on
the Notice Paper.

Leave given; remainder of amendment
withdrawn,

Progress reported.

BILL—ALSATIAN DOG.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 23rd Oectober.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A, MceCallum—South Fremantle) [6.7): 1
listened with much interest to the case of
the member for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay)
against Alsatians and in favour of this dras-
tie Bill, as well as his quotations from vari-
ous anthorities and the information he had
drawn from different countries. Since then
I have been compelled to listen to the case
for the other side, which conveved a great
deal of information in reply to the arpu-
ments of the mover of the Bill. Tt is well
the House shonld know both sides, because
the step suggested by the measure is very
serious, involving finaneial loss to numerous
people. The House is entitled to give hoth
parties a hearing. The first point made by
the member for Toodyay was that the Alsa-
tian is really a wolf cross. Im support of
that eontentiou he quoted Colonel Richard-
son, the editor of a publication called “The
Watchdog,” who had something to do with
the training of dogs for the British army
during the war. 1 observe that the sume
quotation appears in this morning’s “West
Australion.” However, I have had authori-
ties and docmnents produced to me showing
that Colonel Richardson is really a dealer
in dogs and a breeder of Airedales, besides
being largely a seller of Airedales.

Hon. Sir James Mifehell: We should not
listen to a seller or breeder of dogs at all.

[ASSEMBLY. |

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I con-
sider that everyone interested has s right
to be heard. There can be no question that
amongst dog fanciers the world over the
Alsatian to-day is the most popular type.
The Alsatian has come to the front during
recent years, and made wonderful progress
in popularity, especially at Home sinee the
war—prior to the war the Alsatian was
practically umknown in England. To-day
the Alsatian is the most popular of dogs
amongst fanciers the world over, and there
wmust be some reason for it. The dog has
not achieved surh a position in so short a
period without sume substantial cause for it.
Documents have been produced to me to-
day showing that of this breed, .which was
practivally unknown in England before the
war, there are now over 25,000 at Home,
and that the number is increasing at the
rate of 700 to 800 per month,

Mr. Latham: We have the same stuff
here,
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In

America, T am informed, the number is in-'
creasing at the vate of gbout 2,000 per
month. In Canada and South Africa, and
indeed the world over, the Alsatian is high
in publie favonr,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell :
are good breeders’ dogs.

Mr. Tatham: What about the Australian
rough-haired terriers?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
estimated that to-day there are more Alsa-
tians than there are of any other type of
dor in- the world. I have to thonk the
member tor Toodyay for causing me to be
drluged with papers and documents, 2 huge
file of them, showing the position obtaining
relatively to Alsatians in other coun‘ries, It
is ea~y to understand that if this dog has
made such immense progress in puliic fav-
our, and if there is such a great dem:nd for
it, those who have been fanciers and lreeders
of other types of dogs feel the eompetition,
and that thus it would be to their hisiness
interests to diseredit Alsatians. That aspect
has been precented to me as one reamn why
people interested in other types  dogs
have broadeasted the information wlich was
nsed here by the member for Toody1y.

The Premjer: Faney the noise thit would
be made by a Scotchman who is breeding
Airedales and is lesing his business throngh
Alsatians!

The Alsatians
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It has
also been pointed out to me, and substan-
tiated by doeuments submitted to me for
cxamination, that the wolf is what is known
as a lupine, and that the Alsatian dog is a
canine, and that every attempt to eross the
two has resulied in a mule unable to repro-
duce its species. Scientists declere that a
fertile cross between the two is impossible.

My, Latham: Let us ring up Mr. LeSouef.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
advised that Mr. LeSouef denies having
made & number of statements credited to
him in connection with this subjeet.

Mr., Lathem: We have sent ont a few
wires, too.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
stated that the cross between the Alsatian
and the wolf has invariably proved sterile.

Mr. Lindsay: 1 did not refer to that.

Thke MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did
not suggest that the statement came from
the hon. member interjecting. I have said
that he produced authorities, documents and
quotations to show that the Alsatian eame
from the wolf; and now I am putting up
the other side as submitted to me. Even-
tually I shall snggest the taking of certain
steps, in view of the difference of opinion.

Hon. G. Taylor: How are Alsatians bred?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I shall
come to that in a moment.

The Premier: The Alsatian comes from
Germany.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: Itisa
(erman sheep dog. One scientist goes back
hundreds of years by way of showing that
sll dogs primarily spring from the wolf,
and that it is only a question of how far
any particular dog is actually removed from
the wolf, the father of all dogs.

Hon. G. Taylor: When authorities dis-
egree, who is to decide?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
not prepared to pit one authority against
another. However, the scientist I referred
to maintains that all dogs came originally
from the wolf, either directly ‘or indirectly.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Before
tea I wes explaining the contention that
these dogs are really a cross from the wolf,
and the arvuments for and against that con-
tention. But there is one thing that stands
put undisputed, namely that the Alsatian
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has really been the sheep dog of the Con-
tinent for the last 300 or 400 years He
does practically nll the sheep work throuyh-
out Europe. For the past 40 yzars wrict
pedigres books have been kept showing how
the exported dogs have descended, and in
consequence their pedigrees can be traced.

My, Latham: I did not see the Alsatian at
work in Europe,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I saw
it in Belgium, where practically the whole
of the milk carting is done by these dogs.

Mr, Latham: I will admit that but that is
very different from weorking sheep.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Al
kinds of small carting are done by these dogs,
which drag loads of milk, vegetables, and a
number of other commodities in their little
carts all over Belgium and Germany, and
also parts of France. The Alsatian is really
the shepherd dog of the Continent. The
hislory of these dogs shows, and it is gene-
ralty admitted, that they originated from
two different types of German sheep dogs.
The cross resulted in the Alsatian, It was
brought to England after the war. Rat it
was of German origin, and when everything
that was German had a Germain taint and
was unpopular in England, those responsible
for the importing of the first of these dogs
into England from Germany feared the pre-
judice against Germany would be extended
tn the dogs. So, instead of calling them
German shepherd dogs, as they are known
on the Continent, they ealled them Alsatian
wolf dozs. From that the pame has spread
to this country and to most other countries,
it being feared that if the dog were given
its Tight name there would be a prejudiece
against it. I am not going to do what the
wmember for Toodyay did. He pelted all
kinds of authorities at us and quoted ex-
tracts galore. In consequence I have had
to suffer. I bave this huge pile of doeu-
ments, papers, letters and books that have
gince been pelted at me. I had to submit,
owing to the action of the hom. member.
But I am going to heap coals of fire on
his head; I am not going to retaliate by
quoting lengthily. Still, I want to quote
the following from a publication by the
British Alsatian Club. The member for
Toodyay gave the Alsatian dog a very bad
name, and we know that if & dog be given
a bad name there iz only one ending for
jt. The hon. memher is trving to prove
the truth of that old adage with this dog.
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This is an extraet from this publieation is-
sued by the British Alsatian Club, and this
is how the Alsatian is deseribed—

From many uninformed quarters it is peri-
odically broadeasted a2s a supposedly auvtheniic
truth that the present-day Alsation contains a
strain of the wolf, but it is not necessary to
attempt to controvert this in any detail Noth-
ing in faect could be further from the iruth
than are statements of this kind, and it is
sufficient to point out that the Alsatian could
not have been so swecessful and trustworthy
& sheep dog for 300 years, as it has been, had
it contained the wolf strain. To the discern-
ing observer there is in point of fact little
similarity between the struetural foundations
of the wolf and of the Alsatian. The Alsatian
wolf dog is first, last and always a working
dog. Therefore utility stands before heauty,
or rather their real beauty lies in their actual
ugefulness. Its characteristics and disposition
are a combination of most of the best qualities
of all large breeds of dogs. It is gentle,
obedient and faithful to the last degree; abso.
lutely fearless; possesses a wonderful memory,
is unusually fond of children, and its great
intelligence makes it a perfect companion for
man, woman or child, or as a guardian of the
house. It is, however, typical of the breed
to be suspicious of strangers, although quick
to recoguise whether or not a newcomer is on
friendly terms with its owner, and to act ae-

cordingly.

I want only to make thaf one quotation in
answer to the many that the hon. member
put up.

Mr. Lindsay: That is put up by breeders
of Alsatians.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
just as the hon. member quoted people in-
terested in other breeds of dogs.

Mr. Lindsay: No.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member guoted largely from Colone!
Richardson, who is a breeder of Airedales,
and I am just repeating what happened.

Mr. Lindsay: That is what you have heen
told.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, it
is not. What I have just quoted repre-
sents the views of the other side, and I think
the House is entitled to hear beth sides,

Mr. Lindsay: Yes, that is right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
had from the hon. member guotations from
an interested source. The other side has
since been put fo me, and the House is en-
titled to hear it.

Mr. Anpgelo: Why listen to breeders of
other kinds of dogs? Let us hear the opin-
jons of those who have had practical ex-
perience of the Alsatian.

(ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I wi
touch upon that in a moment, Some of thes
documents I have here deal with a numbe
of eases cited by the member for Toodyay
Those who approsched me say that, o
course, they are not placing the blawe o
the hon. member.

Mr. Lindsay: Judging from this pamph
let, I think they are.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
say the hon. member in his speech merel
cited the charges, but did not follow uj
to the explanation. In a couple of cases
have read, the explanation given disprove
the charge and shows that the erimes com
mitted by dogs in the instances cited by th
hon. member were not committeed by Alsa
tians at all.

Mr. Lindsay: For instance, the case a
Toodyay?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes
that was feafured in the local Press, and i
consequence the Premier’s office authorise
an investigation, It was stated that a do
had lalled 50 sheep. It has since been shown
that the dog was not an Alsatian, but wa
born before there were any Alsatians 1
Western Australia, and therefore could mo
possibly have Alsatian blood in it. Tt wa
bred locally. An investigation was held.

Mr. Lindsay: By whom?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I haw
here the authority given by the Premier’
Office for an inquiry. I have also the repor
made, together with statements sipned by th
owner of the dog, by the owner of the sheep
and by others interested. The documents ar
all here.

Mr, Lindsay: I have seen them.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It i
here shown that the dog’s parents and th
dog’s age were known, that it was bred D
this couniry before there was an Alsatia
dog in Western Australia. So the dog tha
committed that crime was not an Alsatian
Then, regarding an English case cited b
the hon. member, I have here informatio
showing that the owner admitted that th
dog was a retriever, nof an Alsatian,

Mr. Latham: This anthority says the Al
satians have been here for the past 2
years,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Where'

Mr. Latham: On page 4, paragraph 10.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes
but where have the dogs been?

Mr. Latham: In Australia.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
speaking of Western Australia. It is known
when the first Alsatian was brought to West-
ern Australia.

Mr. Latham: You know when the first
one was brought from Germany to Western
Anstralia.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: These
statements are signed by those persons in-
terested, and it is admitted that the dog in
the Toodyay killing had no Alsatian blood
in it.

Mr. Marshall: Can yon give us the breed-
ing of the native sheep dog of Germany?

The MINISTER FOR WORES: I have
alveady explained that; you were not here.
In many of these cases the documents are
produced to show that a thorough investi-
gaiion proved it was not an Alsatian, but
a dog of another breed that committed ths
offence,

Mr. Latham: Who conducted the inves-
tigation ?

The MINISTER FOR WORIKS: | am
not going to quote the whole of these, in-
stance by instance. I am -not going to delay
the House—unless I find it necessary lafer
in the debate. I am not going to take these
things instance by instance.  The hon.
member need not expect me to quote from
these documents and so inflict them on the
House, I do not want to delay the House. As
for the instances quoted by the member for
Toodyay, it is just once move & case of giving
a dog a bad name and hanging him. While
it is not held by those who approached me,
and I do not think anyone is going to con-
tend, that the Alsatian is an exemplary dog,
not capable of killing, and all that ean be
desired, I do say there is no breed of dog
that is nof a killer. If I liked I could take
each instance cited by the member for
Toodyay and find instanees of dogs of other
breeds committing erimes equal to those the
hon. member cited against the Alsatian. I
could take the collie, the kelpie, the stag-
hound, the kangaroo dog, the fox terrier,
the Airedale—almost any breed of dog, and
he able to prove a case against members of
that breed equal to the case cited by the
member for Toodyay.

Mz, Latham: If prompted by Mr. Snow-
den, you could,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
most unfair.

Mr. Latham: This is all hig stuff.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member knows full well that any num-
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ber of dogs in his distriet do kill and are
not Alsatians. I remember an instance given
by the member for Beverley as baving hap-
pened in that district. A collie dog used to
travel for miles and kill sheep, The same
may be said of kelpies. I could give scores
of instances of other dogs having indulged
in killing equivalent to the instances the
member for Toodyay quoted regurding
Alsatians.  There is no breed of dog that
does not contain killers.

Hon. G, Taylor: But none is so bad s
the Alsatian.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Every
family has an outlaw and every type of
dog, I suppose, contains an ountlaw.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: Some are worse
than others.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
was an instance at Toodyay of a little
Pomeraniay having been caught worrying
sheep. Even buman beings kill each other.

Mr. Lindsay: Yes, but we hang them,
whereas we propose only fo sterilisa
Alsatians.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
principles of the Bill were applied to human
beings, the faet of one man killing another
would be regarded as sufficient justifieation
for preventing every individual from pro-
pagating his speecies, It is most unfair to
say that only the Alsatian is guilty of the
crimes that the member for Toodyay guoted
to the House. I read in the newspaper the
other morning that some Russian wolf-
hounds had been sent to some of the big
stations up North. The wolfhound is a muech
bigger dog than the Alsatian. Why single
out the Alsatian for this drastic treatment?

Mr. Latham: We have to start some-
where.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: The
wolfhound is a much bigger dog; the stag-
hound is a much bigger dog.

Mr. Marshall: Not the staghound.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
nof say that the Alsatian is different from
other dogs. There is not much doubt that
amongst all breeds can be found outlaws
and killers. It is wrong to say that
Alsstions are not used by sheepowners in
this State. I have a list containing the
names and addresses of 28 farmers and
graziers who have Alsatisns working sheep
at present. The list has been supplied by
an owner. I am told that there are 600 or
700 of the breed in the State and that six-
tenths of them are in the farming districts.
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That was stated at a deputation. It is all
very well to blame the breed, but if we take
a fair and broad-minded view, we must ad-
mit that all breeds contain a killer, The
fanlt of that may not be due actually to the
breed so much as fo the training of the dog.
Yet the Alsatian is singled out for special
treatment and is maligned up hill and down
dale, thongh there is a good deal to be said
in its favour. If I cared I could give an
exhanstive aceount of things standing to the
credit of the Alsatian. The war records
show what it did on the battlefields in at-
tending the sick, taking carrier pigeons out
to posts to be released and doing many acts
that were considered impossible for human
beings to perform. The Alsatian’s war re-
cord is very credtable indeed, The Alsatian
is the sheep-dog of the Continent. On the
border of Germany and Russia, where wolves
abound, I am advised and the publications
state that the Alsatian proteets the floeks
against the wolves. It has been known to
Kl wolves, and it bas never been known to
mix with or cross with the wolves, though
those animals are running wild in the parts
where the Alsatians are employed. 1 my-
gelf have seen the Alsatians in Franece and
Belgiuom minding not only sheep but poul-
try. Huge flocks of geese, ducks and fowls
are actyally minded by Alsatians.

Mr. Latham: If they are so serviceable
there, let us send them back.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: [ am
told that the Alsafian actually gathers the
egps and takes them to the house without
breaking them.

Mr, Latham: That is a good story.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: From
the south of England evidence has been cited
in its favour. During a heavy snow storm
lambs were buried and an Alsatian reseued
the Jambs and even lay with them to keep
them warm during the night.

Members: Oh, oh!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
doxr hud been fond of lambs, it certainly
conld have helped itself to a liftle frozen
lamb on that occasion. I have a photorraph
af fhe dir with the lambs. When so mueh
i: being s2id against the Alsation, we shounld
not overlook what an intelligent dog it is,
Fyervone is aware of the work that the Al-
«ation has done for the police on the Con-
tinent, in England, America and other coun-
tries. We have seen the exploits of the Al-
sutian depisted by the cinema.
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AMr. Lindsay: That is how it beeame pup
ular here,

Hou. G. Taylor: We do not mind it on th
screen, but we do not waat it in the voun
try.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Al
though the Alsatian has been given a ba
name by the member for Toodyay, I ad
vance those facts in its favour because the
account for the great popularity that the do
has won for itself in most countries of th
world. There is being shown in the Easter
States at present a film depicting Alsatian
working sheep in Australia. That film wil
be shown in [Perth shortly, The member fo
‘Toodyay quoted the report of a cobuniite
of the Canine Assueintion detrimcental to th
dog, but he forgot to mention that the as
sociation was defunet.

Mr. Lindsay: 1t was noi defunet whe
the committee was appointed to inquire.

The MINISTER rOR WORKS: Per
hapy nei, but it has been defunct for som
time. I duv not know wlat truth there is be
hind the cuse presented to me, but 1 was in
formed that a disgruntled section of the Ken
nel Ciub split off from that vrgunisation ang
valled (hemselves the Canine Association i
opposition to the Kennel Club. The Ken
nel Club had supported the Alsatian, bu
the Canine Associativn, desirous of securing
a period of five years. Consequently during
coguition at the Royal Show, opposed th
outry of Alsatians, That, I am informed
was done with the idea of currying favow
with the Royal Show authorities and secur
ing Tecoguition over the Kennel Ciub. I an
merely stating the case as it was presentec
lo me, Consequently it does not do to aceept
every statement put up to us without in
quiry. The Canine Association no longe
exists and the Kennel Club is the recognisec
organisation of dog faneiers in this State
1 have inquired from the Eastern Siates whai
the Governments there propose to do. Th
Commonwealik Government have placed ar
embargo on the importation of Alsatiuns for
o poriod of tive vears, Conseguently during
the next five years no Alsatians will be ad.
mitted into Australia. Tasmania has intro
doeed a Bill, but each of the other State:
has advisel me that no action will be taker
this se-sion The matter has heen cansidered
and a derision will be come to next session.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is extra.
ordinary in view of the resolution of the
conference of Ministers for Agriculture.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
Bill before the Tasmanian Parliament is not
nearly so drastic as this one is. It appeared
to me that the Commonwealth UGoverument
must have made fairly exhaustive investi-
gations before imposging the embarge on im-
portations, and so I have wired to the Com-
monwealth Government asking that the in-
formation gathered be forwarded to we. The
action of the Commonwealth in barring im-
portations during the next five years will af-
ford a certain amount of protection. The
wmendment of the Dog Act passed last ses-
ston gives local aunthorities extensive powers
to deal with kilkers,

Mr. Latham: Some of the local authori-
ties.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
municipalities in the metropolitan area are
the only ones exempt; all the eountry areas
are included. Wherever I go in the country
distriets, I see scores of mongre! dogs of all
descriptions, sizes and colowrs ihat appar-
ently have no owners but have been left to
wander ahout the country. It seems o me
that those dogs probably constitute the real
danger to the sheep industry.

Mr, Lindsay: You did not give us much
assistance last session.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, the
hon. member seems to have a terrible set oh
dogs of all kinds. He aceuses the Alsatian of
being ferocious and savage, but judging by
the Bill of last session and this measure also,
it appears to me that he himself has
become a sort of political Alsatian.
The Act gives ample scope and authority
for the destruetion of any dogs that are
killers, become a nuisance, are wanderers,
or are troublesome in other directions. I
do not think in any part of the world are
such wide powers given as here for the
destruction of dogs that become a nuisance,
If that Aet is enforced there will be any
amount of seope for the destruetion of
Alsatians.

Mr. Lindsay: If you had left the meas-
ure as it was introduced, it would have
been all right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
is ample power for the destruction of Al-
satiaps or any other dog which becomes a
killer and interferes with our flocks. The
Bill iz far more drastic than the one that
has been introduced to the Tasmanian Par-
liament. 1 am informed there are bhe-
tweon 600 and 700 Alsatians in Western
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Australia. If the Bill is passed it will mean
that the owners of those apimals, some off
whom have paid a substantial figure for
them with the idea of getting their money
back from the progeny, will suffer, The Bill
proposes that those dogs shall be destroyed.
That would mean heavy finaneial loss to the
owners. There is no suggestion of eom-
pensation. Indeed, I do not know whether
the Bill is in order. If it comes to the
fuestion of destroying the deogs and dam-
ages being due to the owners, the taxpay-
ers will have to pay. The Bill will, there-
fore, be inflicting o finaneial obligation
upon the taxpayers, and to that extent it
would not be within the scope of a private
ember to introduce it.

Mr. Lindsay: I was very careful aboat
that point.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There is
no provision for compensation, and yat
the obligation is east upon the owner of the
dog to engage a veterinary surgeon to
perform these operations.

Mr. Lindsay: A private member cannot
provide for compensation.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: The
courts will have to determine the matter,
becanse the Bill is silent on the question.
That is not to say no compensation will
be paid.

Mzr. Davy: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
was not the case in connection with the
rinderpest outbreak, when numbers of
cattle were destroyed.

Mr. Davy: Thet was a Qovernmental
action.

Mr. Latham: There was no law in that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Was
there not? People’s cows and pigs were de-
stroyed. It must haye been done under
the law. Of course that was so.

Mr. Latham: The destruetion was, but not
the compensation.

The MINISTER FOR YORKS: The
Commonwealth Government stepped in and
paid compensation., If the Bill is not to
provide Por compensation, it is a pretty
serious proposition for those who have in-
vested their money in this class of dog,
with the idea of getting their capital back
at a later stage. If that is not confiscation
of property, I do not know what is. If
confiseation is to be endorsed by Parliament
in this instance, I do not know where we
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shall end. In connection wiith the seizure
of cows suffering from tuberculosis, we
passed a Bill to establish a compensation
fund.

Mr. Latham: You provided for it there.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
Does the hon. member favour the idea of
placing the obligation upon the owners to
ineur the expense of destroying the animals
which they themselves have imported?
That amounts to eonfiscation.

Mr. Latham: I would favour it in the case
of uscless dogs.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
just as well, then, that the public should
know that he stands for confiscation. If
he does so in this instance, he will have
to stand for it in other directions. The
Government suggest that all evidence given
and the lfacts advanced by depntations
should be collated.

Mr. Latham: Advanced by
parties.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: All are
interested. The hon. member is interested
in one way against the other, It is all
n matter of inlerest. There 1s interest
on more sides than one. The evidence is
very conflicting, and the step proposed by
the Bill is very drastic. The proposal 1
have to make on behalf of the Govern-
ment is that the Bill be submitted to a
select committee to conduet a thorough
investigation. The evidence can be col-
lated and a thorough investigation held.

Mr. J. H. Smith: That will mean shelv-
ing the Bill,

Mr. Marshall: You are setting up your
own case.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
setting up the argument that has been pre-
sented to me by the other side.

Mr. Angelo: The Minister is offering a
fair proposal.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Will
members say that merely on the state-
ments advaneed by the member for Tood-
yay, who quotes reports that are given to
him from eone source, and on the statements
I bhave advanced, which are based on in-
formation given to me from another source,
they are able fo come to a satisfactory
conclusion on the matter! Can the state-
ments of either of us prove or disprove the
grguments that bhave .been !advanded by

interested
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either side? The evidence, so far, is of a
eonflieting nature. 1 feel that the House
wants justice to be dope to all sides. We
do not want to do injustice to anyone, and
we want to make sure that the ultimate
decision is in the best interests of the
State as a whole. .\ proper decision can-
not be arrived at by a diseussion aecross
the floor of the House and by each mem-
her colleeting information from one source
or another. We shall never get down to
the {rune position by that means. It would
be Dbetter, fairer, and more cffective to
appoint a select eommittee to hear hoth
sides and make recommendations concern-
ing the matter.

Mr. Lindsay: That means sheiving the
Bill.

The MINISTER I'OR WORKS: It does
not neeessarily mean anything of the kind,

Mr. Lindsay: That does not meet with
my approval,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member and I were both on a select
committee recently. Many witnesses were
called and only a few days elapsed before
the report was furnished. The House will
be sitting for a few weeks yet. No State
Parliament has yet passed a Bill of this
nature. T have numbers of telegrams here
stating what it is proposed to do in the
other States. The situnation in Western
Australia is no more urgent than it is else-
where in Australia. If the other States do
not propose to pass legislation this year,
it will not hurt us to have a thorough in-
vestigation. It is better to do that than
to feel afterwards that we have arrived at
a decision without justification.

Mr. Marshall: I grant you that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
shall be here for three or four weeks yet.

AMr. Angelo: Will the Government promise
to get the Bill through this session if we
do appoint a select committee?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Premier has already said that an opportun-
ity will be given to discuss private mem-
bers’' business. Yt will not be denied in
this case. I hope the hon. member will accept
the proposition and agree to a thorough
investigation heing made, so that all sides
may be able to state their case, and the
full facts sifted.
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. MR. LATHAM (York) [R10]: The ob-
Juct ur wie Ul is not only to destroy these
dogs, but to provide means for protecting
the pastoral industry.

The Premier: The destruction of the dogs
is incidental thereto.

Mr, LATEAM: Their destruction means
affording protection to the industry. Many
years ago rabbits, starlings, sparrews and
foxes were introduced into Australia. If
the Minister for Works had been on the
floor of the House then, no doubt he would
have defended the action of those respon-
gible. ~ What have these pests eost the
country ?

The Minister for Works: To be logieal
vou should prevent any importations what-
ever.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, if there is any
chance of danger accruing to our indus-
tries T would do s0, despite the Minister.

Mr, Davy: This Bill is not a matter of
preventing importations: it is a matter of
destroying property that is already here. Tt
should be argued on that basis.

Mr. LATHAM: If the toial losses thai
these pests have brought to the people of
this State could be computed, the toll would
be found to be enormous.

The Premier: Sparrows and rabbits have
no relationship to this matter.

Mr. LATHAM: The Premier’s remark
makes me think he does not know what
rahbits have cost the pastoralists of New
South Wales and Vietoria.

The Premier: I knew that before you
ever saw Australia,

Mr. LATHAM: The Premier is
thap I thought he was.

The Premier: That was when vou were
in the Old Country.

Mr. LATHAM: The Premier is only
guessing. I will always do what I can to
prevent the same thing happening with Al-
satian dogs. The Federal Government have
seen the necessity for preventing the im-
portation of these animals for five years.
They must have given serious consideration
to the matter. Seeing that they have done
this, what iz the use of giving people a
monopoly in these dogs?! We must take
steps to prevent the breeding up of such
fierce animals,

The Premier: If is not a monopoly.

Mr. LATHAM: No one will be able to
import them for five years.

older
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The Premier: But in five years there will
be enough to go round for everybody.

Mr. LATHAM: T have seen these dogs
and feel sure it would be in the best inter-
ests of our pastoralists and others cngaged
in primary production to prevent any fur-
ther breeding of those apimals. I am just
as competent to judge the question as any-
one else. The gentlemen who sent out this
pink propaganda did so beeause they are
engaged in the business of breeding and
selling these dogs.

Mr. Mann: That is net fair,

Mr, Angelo: There are many other kinds
of dogs.

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know whether
that is their livelihood or not but they in-
tend to do the best they can to see thal
Parliament does not deprive them of their
livelibood. I have read several of the eom-
wunieations they have sent out in veply to
the member for Toodyay {(Mr. Lindsay).
Urifortunately many members have not given
enough consideration to onr primarv indus-
tries, which provide the wherewithal for
them to earry on the State. They have
given too much consideration to degs. Every
time that legislation is browght down for
the protection of the pastoral industry, the
dog question crops up. The care and pro-
tection of dogs seem to weigh more with
some members than the care and protection
of sheep. ’

Mr. Kenneally: And the protection of
life? :

Mr., LATHAM: Yes. 1 want members
to view the matter the other way. The
Minister says these people are entitled to
compensation. I do not say they should not
be compensated. If their dogs become a
menace to sheep owners, however, who will
pay for the loss of the stock? Who will
hear the ecost that is inflicted upon the pas-
toral industry?

Mr. Marshall: Do you think these dogs
have become a menace?

Mr. LATHAM: There is a probability
of that occurring.

Mr. Marshall: You are speaking in an-
ticipation of the future.

Mr. Angelo: It was not thooght that
foxzes would beecome such a menace.

Mr. LATHAM: T said there was a pro-
bability of these dogs becoming a menace.
This is & serions matter and we should nof
view it from the standpoint of the owner
of a few days that produce nothing for this
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State. We can do without the Alsagiang;
we have good sheop dogs in the kelpie and
the collie,

Mr. Marshall: And they Kkill, too.

Mr, LATHAM: I do not say that they
don’t, but the kelpie is far easier to train
as a sheep dog than an Alsatian.

Mr. Marshall: You have had no experi-
ence with Alsatians!

Mr. LATHAM: I do not want to have
any such experience. I would not have an
Alsatian on my place if they gave me £50
8 month to have it there. The liability
would be too great. I have read the docu-
ment sent to us by Mr, C. H. Snowden, the
secretary of the Alsatian Breeders’ Associa-
tion. I notice there is a reference to -Mr.
S. G. Smithin, who is described as a farmer
at Benger. I have searched the electoral roll
for that district, and I have not been able
to find the name of Mr. Smithin, farmer, of
Benger. 1 know a Mr. Smithin there. He
is on a farm at Benger, and T know there
is an Alsatian dog on that farm. I saw
the dog. It was kept in a wire-netting
enclosure that was covered on the top so that
the dog could not possibly get out of it.

Member: He would not want to.

Mr. LATHAM: It was kept in a cage
and was pacing backwards and forwards
Just like a lion at the Zoo.

The DPremier: Aml the smme zs a man
would do if he were confined in a cage.

Mr. LATHAM: Just so. If the Alsatian
i+ snch a fine animal, capable of being
trained sn casily, why was this animal not
taken about on a chain like an ordinary
dog?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Perhaps the people
were afraid you would steal it.

Mr. LATHAM: Then they must have
mistaken me for the hon. member. I have
not yet reached the stage of stealing other
people’s dogs, and 1 certainly have no de-
sire to stea! this type of dog. Then, againp,
I noticed the name of Mr. H. G, Vine,
deseribed as a farmer at Merredin. I have
searched the electornl rolls for Merredin and
algo the York and Yilzarn rolls for the sur-
rounding electorates, and I cannot find any
yecord of Mr. H. G. Vine. He cannot be
an important person, otherwise his name
wonld be on the roll. -

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Perhaps he is under

age.
Mr. LATHAM: I have ro knowledge
regarding Sir Joynton Smith, “Smith’s
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Weekly,” aud othora mentioned in Mr.
Snowden’s memorandnm, but 1 bave mo
doubt that Sir Joynton Smith and the others
referred to, regard this question from the
point of yiew of the dog and not from that
of the pastoral industry. The member for
Toodyay, when introducing the Bill, gave
instances to chow what the Alsatian is cap-
able of doing. In the “Daily News” of the-
24th October there appeared the following:
paragraph:—

Miss M. Bramm, of Myrtle-road, Folkestone,
was taken to hospital recently after being
mauled by an Alsatian dog, Miss Bramm
stopped to stroke the dog when it jumped at
her, knocked her down, and bit her about the
back and shoulder.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Did you look up
that eleetoral rell?

Mr. LATHAM: The member for Guild-
ford is @& sheep owmer, and if he chooses
to treat this subjeet lightly, he may do so!

The Minister for Works: Did yon notice
what happened in Melbourne when a buli-
dog attacked a woman?

Mr. LATHAM: We are not dealing with
bulldogs in this instance. We had a Bill
dealing with other classes of dogs last year;
now we wish to go further. In the “Daily
News” of the 28th October last, there was
this further paragraph, under the heading
“Children Attacked”—

On the ground that it was dangerous, the

Fareham magistrates recently ordered an Alsa-
tian dog belonging to Mr. Bob Morris, of
Wickham, to be destroyed. It was stated that
the animal broke ont and ottacked several
small ehildren. Morris, who gaid that the dog
was valued at 80 guineas, was summoned for
not keepine it under proper control. He said
it was not dangerous. A woman staying at his
house, he admitted, was bitten by it on the
lips.
There are a8 couple of additional instances
of Alsatian dogs having attacked people. T
hope hon. members will treat this matter
seriously, and help us to protect industries
to which Western Australia has to look for
her future prosperity.

Hus. W. D, Johnson: Are you prepared
to inclede kangu:co dogs as well?

Mr. LATHAM: The hon, member knows
very well that an atterpt was made last
year to proteet the pastoralists from that
standpoint, but we did not suneceed.

Hon. W. D. Johnson : What sbont includ-
ing the lot, so that we can rope them all
int
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Mr. LATHAM: We will deal with ope
breed at a time. If it was neeessary for
the Federal Parliament to prohibit the im-
portation of Alsatians, we ate surely juati-
fied in pursuing the eourse suggested. There
is cerfainly the necessity for us to control
the ‘dogs that are in Western Australia. I
hope hon. members will view this question
entirely from the pastoralists’ point of view,

Mr. Davy: Why should we do anyihing
entirely from the pastoralists’ point of view?

Mr. LATOAM: If the hon. member
chooses to ask a question like that, I can
only reply that the pastoral and agricul-
tural industries represent the baekbone of
Australia.

Mr. Davy: I will not do anything from
the point of view of anyone in particular.

Mr. LATHAM : That is for the hon. mem-
ber to say.

Mr. Davy: We should view matters from
the point of view of everyone.

Mr, Marsball: Perhaps the hon. member
would hold a different view if bhe were a
pastoralist,

Mr. LATHAM: The member for West
Perth should know that the effeets of the
pastoral industry find their way down to
evervone in the State,

Mr. Marshall: And it keeps youm going,
too.

Mr. LATHAM : Perhaps the hon. member
is not aware of the position regarding the
pastoral and agrienltural industries.

The Premier: You must be fair to every-
one.

Mr. Davy: Of course.

Mr. Angelo: But there are plenty of
hreeds of dogs other than the Alsatian.

Mr. LATHAM: The case submitted by
the member for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay) was
a fair one, but the suggestion snbmitted by
ihe Minister for Works, which would have
the effect of ymfting off the evil dav, was
unwise. ¥ do not think the proposal for a
select committee will appeal to members of
this House.

The Premier: It would give the other
side a chance.

Mr. LATHAM: But we do not o to
others affected everv time we deal with lee-
islation. We are sent here bv aur electors
to legislate for the whole of the people.

Mr. A, Wanshbrough: Not for one see-
tion.

Mr. LATHAM: When did the Premier
send hia legislation along to select commit-
tees for further inquiries?
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The Premier: Often Bills have been re-
ferred to select committees.

Mr. LATHAM: Very seldom. The Pre.
mier has said that the work of select com-
mittees was not of advantage.

The Premier: When did I say that?

Mr. LATHAM: When we asked for a
gelect committee.

The Premier: In those instances it was not
warranted!

Mr. LATHAM: The Premier has asserted
that select committees have not been useful,
and that the work of those bodies was of
limited value to the Chamber.

The Premier: They are very unsefol at
times.

Mr, LATHAM: At any rate, 1 ask hon.
members to accept the responsibility their
electors placed upon them and to deal with
this question as the electors would have
them. I can assure the House that we counld
well do withont the Alsatians for sheep
dogs.

Mr. Marshall: You are speaking without
experience; they are very good sheep dogs.

Mr. LATHAM : Where has the hon. mem-
ber seen an Alsatian working?

Mr. Marshall: Here in the eity.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LATHAM: That is what I expected
-—in St. George's terrace.

Mr. Marshall: Yes, and on the Show-
ground at Claremont as well,

The SPEAKER: Order! If the bhon.
member interrupts again I shall have to
take certain steps.

Alr. LATHAM: I ask hon. members to
accept the responsibility cast upon them to
deal with this matter as the electors would
have them deal with it. If they do that, I
will have no fear of the result, We should
dismiss from our minds the question of the
ownership of these dogs and take into con-
gideration the damage that may result if
they are allowed to extend through the epun-
try districts, We shonld have before us all
the time what it has cost the people of Ans-
tralia since the introduction of the rabbit,
which appeared at the outsef to be so harm-
less, but which remained to be such a pest.
The people in the agricultural and pastoral
industries have bad to pay a tremendous
toll. We can do without the Alsatian dog
and it will not add to the wealth of the
country if we allow it to breed here. It
will adversely affeet industries upon which
Australia has to depend.
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MR. J. H. SMITH (Nelson) [8.26]: [
shall oppose the appointment of a select
committee to deal with the Bill. We should
decide to-night on the fate of the Bill itself.
I do not think a select commitiee would
serve any good purpose. The proposal of
the Minister for Works is merely one way
of defeating the issue,  The member for
Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay) will be well advised
to accept a decision regarding the Bill itself
this evening. The reason why I say a select
committee will serve no good purpose is that,
on the one band, the member for Toodyay
quoted authorities he had collected within
the State and from other parts of the world,
and, on the other hand, we had the Minister
for Works, who spoke as member for South
Fremantle, I presume, championing the
cause of the breeders of these animals and
quoting authorities from here and from
other parts of the world as well. If we ap-
pointed a seleet committee to deal with the
Bill, what wounld happen. No good purpose
could be served.

Mr. Davy: Whyt

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Because the issue
will be the same. We will have the same
class of information placed before the select
committee, and we will not be advanced at
all. I hope the member for Toodyay will
reply to the debate this aftermoon and as-
eertain if the circular letter members have
received has borne any fruit. My vote will
be cast after Y have heard the member for
Toodyay's reply. I am satisfied, seeing that
the Pastoralists Association, the Royal Agri-
cultural Society, and different loeal govern-
ing authorities throughout the country areas
have approached the hon. member, who has
also done great work as a member of the
Central Vermin Board, with a request that
he should introduce a Bill for the destruetion
of Alsatian dogs, that that course would not
have heen adopted unless there was danger
to be apprebended. If the danger does ex-
ist, it is the duty of Parliament to see that
it does not proeeed any further. In his
cirenlar letter, Mr. Snowden is quite justi-
fied in advancing his arguments from the
point of view of a breeder. As a business
proposition it is quite all right for bhim to
place all the information he ¢an before us,
in an endeavour to prevent the Bill becom-
ing law, The importation of Alsatians into
Australia is forbidden, and that means that
Mr. Snowden and others who are engaged
in breeding the dogs will have a monopoly
of the whole business,
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The Premier: What ponsense!

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Premier says,
“What nonsense.”

The Premier: Anybody can buy the dogs
as well as Mr. Snowden, and breed them too.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Mr. Snowden may
have the best dogs in Aastralia, but if the
member for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay) can
convinee fhe members of this House that his
facts are right and that what Mr. Snowden
has put up is wrong, we shall be quite satis-
fied in voting for the second reading of the
Bill. But we shall be making a grave blun-
der if we appoint a seleet committee to con-
sider the matter. I hope the member for
Toodyay will not listen to the proposal.

The Premier: Ii will help the Bill to get
through if there is a case ot all.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Even if a seleet com-
mittee were appointed it would take three
or four weeks to consider the matter.

The Premier: Why should it?

Mr. J. H. Smith: The member for
Teodyay has all his facts ecllected; he has
had them for months and months.

Member: For years and years.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: And Mr. Snowden
has had his faets collected also I suppose
for years and years. If we appoint a select
committee we shall get over again all the
statistics that bave already been supplied to
us. The select. commitiee will take two or
three weeks to consider the matter and the
Christmas holidays will be on us and no
finality will be reached. Possibly also the
select commiftee will look for those people
who, according to the member for York, do
not exist. It will be a blot on the intelli-
gence of this House if we allow the Bill to
2o to g select committee. The only effect
will be to create delay and there will not be
an opportunity to send the Bill to another
place, and moreover we shall shorily be in
the throes of the elections and we shall for-
get all about Alsatian dogs.

MR. DAVY (\Vest Perth) [8.33): It is
remarkable that every time the word “dog”
is mentioned in this House we get——

The Premier: Excited.

Mr. DAVY: Ii is certainly extraordinary
that an entirely non-party matter should
engender so much feeling, Recently I was
approached by people interested in the sub-
ject and asked what my views were on the
Alsatian Dog Bill. I said I had been fol-
lowing the controversy in the newspapers
for years past but had found it very difi-
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eult indeed to make np iy mind which side
was right. One side had declaved the
Alsatian to be the wildest and most fiendish
apimel on the face of the globe, while the
other side said it was the most gentle and
sweet-natnred.  One side quoted instances
of the dog's brutality and the other contra-
dicted the assertions made, and quoted in-
stances of doeility. Whilst I am prepared
to vote in favour of exierminating the breed,
if the weight of evidence is against the dog,
I propose to hear what is said by the other
side before committing nyself, I have
heard what has been said by the Minister
for Works and I find myself now favouring
the appointment of a select committee to
make a closer investigation of the evidence
that has been submifted to us. True, the
evidenee on the other side is nothing more
than hearsay, and so the seleet committee
shonld be given the opportunity to eall evi-
dence, weigh that evidence and determine
whether the balance of weight is against the
dog. If it is against the animal I shall agree
that it should be wiped out. We cannot
afford to run the risk of permitting this
animal te propagate in Western Australia if
it is dangerous to sheep. But the point
seems to be that the dog is by far the most
intelligent and the most active dog im the
world, and, what is more, it is claimed that
it is g utility dog. It is not a dog that would
be kept in towns by dog fanciers only; it
is a dog that should be bred for utility pur-
poses,

Mr, Angelo: That is the danger.

Mr. DAVY: It is said that its breed
must spread through the countrv districts.
It certainly will not he kept as a pet; it is
ne good as a pet; it is born and bred for
work,

Mr. Marshall: Aetive work, too.

Mr. DAVY: And it cannot be kept in
a place where it would not be in touch with
other dogs. But it has not been proved to
me that it is savage. So I say the sugges-
tion of the Minister for Works is the proper
one. I eannot see that the appointmeni of
a select committee will resmlt in shelving
the Bill. Even supposing it does, and the
Bill is carried over to next session. Are we
light-heartedly going fo pass a piece of legis-
lation that will have the effect of destroying
at least a good deal of the valuable nroperty
of a lot of people in Western Anstraliat
Are we going to do that without having
weighed the evidence on both sides? I
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suggesl to certain hon. members who have
spoken that they did not improve their case
by casting aspersions on the manner in
which a certain gentleman outside the House
has put up material to us. I never will
agree that bccause a man has a8 personal
interest in a subject, what he says on that
subject must be dishonest.

Me. Latham: T never made any such
suggestion.

My, DAVY: T am not hitting at anybody
in particular, but the suggestion has been
made that because Mr, Snowden is a breeder
of these dogs— ‘

Mr. Latham: T did not know he was &
breeder, though I knew he had one.

AMr, Mann: He is not a breeder.

Mr. DAVY: The suggestion was made
that becamse he was a breeder, anything he
gaid must be dishonest or untrathful. That
sunggestion, if it were carried out, would
take us back to the dark ages when persons
accused of a crime were not allowed to give
evidence in their own favour because, natur-
ally, they must be telling lies. That is not
the proper attitude to take up. We are
entitled to hear AMr. Snowden or anyone
clse who likes Alsatian dogs and who will
take up the cudgels in their behalf, and
weigh whatever they may have to say ageinst
the arguments advanced by the opponents
of the dog. I protest against a ecertain
attitude that always seems to creep in on
the dog question. It erept in last session
and it has crept in again this gesion. Tt is
the suggestion that those who do not com-
pletely agree with certain members who are
in favour of the proposed legislation are
hostile to the pastoral industry. That is
not a fair attitude at all. If, after reading
the evidence of the seleet committee, which
T hope will be appointed, T come to the
conclusion that I should vote against the
Bill, T shall certainly do so and T will con-
sider it a gross injustice if anyone says
that that proves I am against the pastoral
industry merely because I differ from some-
body else. 1 think the member for Toodyay
has made out a powerful ease fer close
investigation and that a select committee
should be appointed to listen fo what the
other side has to sav. If the case of the
member for Toodyay is not overthrown by
evidence that is called by the select com-
mittee, then we onght to agree with what
he wanis us to do. At the same time I
do say that compensation ought to be
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paid to people whose valuable animals are
going to be destroyed, If the Bill is car-
ried through the second reading, there are
one or two amendments that I intend to
suggest in the Committee stage.

On motion by the Premier, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—WHEAT BAGS ACT AMEND-
MENT.
Second Reading.
Order of the day read for the resumption
of the debate from the 23rd October.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

BILL—ELECTORAL PROVINCES.
Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the resnmp-
tion of the debate from the 10th Septem-
ber.

Question put.

Mr. SPEAKER: The passing of the sec-
ond reading of this Bill requiring an ahso-

lute majority, I order the division bells to
be rung.

Beils rung, and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .. . e e 28
Noes .. . . ..o 10

Majority for . .. 18

ATES

Mr. Chesson ; Mr. Latham
Mr, Clydesdale Mr. Lindsay
Mr. Collier Mr. Marshall
Mr. Corboy Mr, MeCallum
Mr, Coverley Mr. Milllngton
Mr. Cowan Munsie
Mr. Cunninghsm Mr, Rowe

Mr. Griffiths
Miss Holmen
Mr, Johnson
Mr. Kennenily
Mr. Keonedy

Mr. Sleeman

Mr. J. H. 8mltb
Mr. Troy

Mr. A, Wanebrough

i

|

3 Mr.
b

|

| Mr. Willeoch
|

Mr, Lambert Mr. Withers
Mr. Lamond o Mr, Wilson
| (Teller.,)
Noss,
Mr. Angeio Sir James Mitchell
NMr, Rrown : AMr. Tavlor
Mr. Davy . Mr. Teesdale
e Foerguaon Mr. C. P. Wanstrough
Mr. Maon Mr. Noartb

(Teller)
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Mr. SPEAEKER: I declare that the
question is resolved in the affirmative by an
absolute majgority.

Bill read a second time,

In Conuittee, ete.

Bill passed through Committes without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Standing Orders Suspensivi moved.
The PREMIER: T move—

That so much of the Standing Orders he
suspended as ia necessary to emable the third
reading of the Bill to be taken forthwith.

Question put.

Mr. SPEAKER: An absolute majority
heing vequired for the passing of the
motion, I direct that the bells be rung for
& division.

Bells rung, and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .. . . .. 25
Noes .. . . R

Majority for .. 14

ATEA.

Mr. Chessen M~ Latbham

Mr, Clydesdale Ar, Marshall

Mr. Collier Mr. MeCallum

Mr. Carboy Mr. Milllngion

Mr, Coverley Alr. Munsie

Mr, Cowan . Mr. Rowa

Mr. Cunpningbam Mr. SBleeman

Miss Holman Mr, Troy

Mr, Johoson Mr. A. Wansbrough

Mr. Kenneally Mr. Wlllcock

Mr. Keanedy My, Withers

AMr, Lambert Mr. Wileon

Mr, Lamond (Teller.)
Nngs,

Mr, Angelo Sir James Mitchell

Mr, Brawn Mr. Taylor

Mr. Ferguson Mr. Taesdale

Mr. Qriffiths Mr. C. P. Wansbrough

Mr. Lindaay Mr. Norih

Mr, Mann {Teller.)

Mr. SPEAKER: There not being an ab-
solute majority, the motion is lost.

On forther motion by the Premier. orderved
that the third reading of the Bill be made
an Order of the Nay for the next sitting
of the House.
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BILL—UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA ACT AMENDMENT.

Council’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Council now con-
sidered.

In Committee.

Mr. Lambert in the Chair: the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

(lause 4.—Insert after the word '“shall”’
in line nineteen the words ‘*notwithstand-
ing anything to the contrary contained in
the Fines and Penalties Appropriation Aet,
1809, or any other Aet.'’

The PREMIER: I move.——
That the emendment e agreed to.

It deals with the disposal of flnes. As the
Bill is worded, under the Fines and Pen-
alties Appropriation Aet of 1909 the fines
could not go to the governing authorities
of the University. To put the matter be-
yond doubt, this amendment has been
made. This will make it doubly sure that
the fines will go to the University. Evi-
dently the Legislative Council did not de-
sire to take any risk.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to,

Resolution reported amd the report
adopted.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT,
Second Reading,
Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion of the debate from the 24th October.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Lambert in the Chair: the Minister
for Justice in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Seetion 21:

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I move
an amendment—

That in lines 5§ and 6 the words ‘‘ from time
to time’’ be struck out.
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The effect of the amendment will be that
the extension of the time for the appoint-
ment of the members of the Licenses Re-
duction Beard can be dealt with once only.

Hon. SIR JAMES MITCHELL: I pre-
sume that the efiect of this will be that
the appointment of the board will be for
12 months.

The Minister for Justice: That will be
dealt with by a later amendinent.

Hon, SIR JAMES MITCHELL: I am
in agreement with that proposal but I did
not favour the Bill in its original form
becanse it would have made the members
dependent upon the Government each six
months for the renewal of their sppoint-
ments.

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I move
an amendment—

That in line 6 the word ‘feix’’ be struck
out and ‘‘twelve’’ inserted in lieu.

Mr. LATHAM: I hope that the amend-
ment will not be agreed to, because six
months is quite long enough if it is pro-
posed to extend temporarily the powers
of the board. Surely the (fovernment will
have sufficient time within which to make
up their minds whether they will re-ap-
point the present members of the board, or
substitute others for them.

The Premier: It is not a question of the
personnel of the board but of an amend-
ment to the Act.

Hon. (. Taylor: And that cannot be
amended this session.

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister has not ex-
plained the position.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
intention is not to alter the time merely
for the purpose of postponing matters a
little longer. Last session we extended the
period during which hotelkeepers conld be
de-licensed and receive conpensation from
the fund that was established. No addi-
tional money is being paid into that fund.
When the money in the fund is exhansted,
the Government will be faced with the
necessity for considering whether or not
the Licenses Redunetion Board shall be Te-
appointed in the futore. There is hardly
time to consider that point and iniroduce
wnending legislation this session. After
12 months further experienece we shall be
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in a better position to judge, and then
legislation can be introduced by the Gov-
ernment next year.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

BILL—LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 22nd Oectober.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham} [9.10]: This Bill is submitted annu-
ally to us and is considered by members very
carefully. From time to time we have
granted taxation. I suppose there was never
before a period in the history of this State
when reduced taxation could be demanded
with more justification than now. In sap-
port of that statement there are two consid-
erations. One is that our sinking fund
charges are being paid in part by the Fed-
eral Government. [ast year £99.000 was
paid by the Federal Government towards a
sinking fund on the debis of the States.
That £99,000 must be taken from the peo-
ple of this State before it ean be paid
on our account by the Federal Government,
Under the terms of the Finapncial Agree-
menf, the Government are convineed that
the people are not penalised at all. The
faet is that nothing is saved to this State
becanse of the Financial Agreement. The
Federal Government pay only on our ae-
count money they first take from the people
of this State. The Federal Government pay
£474,000 on account of the State’s interest
Bill. But it is collected by the Federal Gov-
ernment from the people of this State. The
speeial new payment of £99,000 last year
and to be paid this vear will be made up by
additional taxation. The people are al-
ready sufficiently taxed, and they do
not desire more taxation. The Premier.
will agree that if the Federal (overpment
are to raise money and in raising it save
our Treasury £99,000, then all the people
will have to contribute towards that amount.
The people will be foolish to pay twice and
they will have to pay twice if they continue
to pay taxation to the State and also pay
that imposed by the Federal (Government.

The Premier: Although the Federal Gov-
ernment paid portion of the sinking fund
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charges, they are not levying additionsl tax-
ation upon us.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course they are.

The Premier: The tax has remained the
sRme.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In order
to get the £99,000, the Bruce Government
proposed to impose a tax on fobacco and
beer,

The Premier: But that Government has
gone.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But
theve will be further proposals, we are told,
by the present Federal Government. We
have no reason to believe that the peo-
ple here were saved £08,000 last year.
We are not going to give the Premier the
taxation he had before. He must take off
the £99,000. Then we have another amount
of £360,000.

The Premier: Are you going to take that
off, too?

Hon. Sir JAMBS MITCHELL: Yes, and
it will leave the Premier all that he had be-
fore. This £360,000 represents the amount
we have heen paying for years to our sink-
ing fund trustees in London. But under
the Finaneial Agreement we have been able
to get out of our responsihilities in London,
and we no longer intend to pay sinking fund
on our debts, neither do we intend to pay
interest on the investments held by the sink-
ing fund trustces. So we shall save that in-
terest, and save also the sinking fund on
the whole of our debts, representing
£360,000 this year. That gives the Premier
an advantage under the Finaneial Agree-
ment of £459,000 in those two items alone.
Up to now the people bave been paying
both items, and in view of the altered eir-
cumstances they will require some relief.
Also what we have done is to postpone the
time of payment of our loans; we shall have
to pay interest on all our debts for the next
58 years, whereas if our sinking fund had
been continued, we should have discharged
many of our debts within the next few
vears. So, of course, the people must be
relieved of taxation now because they
will have to pay so much longer than was
contemplated. The Premier says he is go-
ing to have a credit balance of £105,000.
So if we get all these amounts we shall have
to relieve the taxpayer considerably. There
are many advantages that ongbt to be eon-
sidered. We have the special grant of
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£300,000 this year and next year from tha
Hederal Government.

T'he Premier: It is £200,000, not £300,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, it
is shown as £300,000.

The Premier: That includes that other
diminishing grant that we were getting. It
is £200,00¢ plus that special grant we have
been gelting for long years.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes,
plus the special grant of £250,000, redueible
by £10,000 a year. But by now we shall be
drawing very little under the grant, abont
£35,000,

The Premier: o, about £70,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELIL: At any
rate, we have devoted the best part of
£200,000 to the reduction of income tax. So
I propose that we shall say nothing about
the £300,000 when we consider redueing taxa-
tion, We will let that go and be eon-
tent to get other amounts. Then we have ¢b-
ligations to face. But we have under the
Migration Agreement very great advanfages.
To date, we have saved interest totalling
£600,000 under the Migration Agreement.
This year we shall save £184,000 at least,
representing the difference between 51y per
cent., which has been the rate under ordin-
ary loans, and the 1 per cent. we are paying
under the Migration Agreement, We pro-
pose to let that go, too, relying for redue-
tion upon the £99,000 that the Federal Gov-
ernment are going to take from us, and the
£360,000, which is the amount we are no
Tonger obliged to pay to the trustees
m London. The Premier made a com-
parison between the taxation proposed
here and the taxation proposed in the
other States of the Commonwealth. Of
course, taxation in Queensland is par-
tiealary high. Mr. MeCormick, who was
Treasurer of Quneensland when the Fin-
ancial Agreement was being discussed,
said that Queensland had been on a finan-
cial jazz. That was when he was asking
his people to accept the Financial Agree-
ment. Queensland has been on a fin-
ancial Jazz, of course, snd in ‘conse-
quenee her raftes are up. So, too, in
New South Wales. Victoriap rates are
a little below ours. There they have
a rate for personal exertion, and an-
other for income derived from property, just
about equal to ours, particularly in the
lower amounts. In Sonth Avstralia they have
spent money very freely and in consequence
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have had to increase taxation. There they
spent something like £11,000,000 on exist-
ing railway lines.

The Premier: Their rates are very much
above ours.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
ought to be a lesson to this State and to
the other States.

Mr. Marshall: A lesson noi to import
Yankee experis.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We can
afford to import brains from anywhere.
\What happened there is that the railway
lines were all established, but they spent
millions of pounds in improving the lines
without increasing the traffic. So, of course,
the general taxpayer has had to face the
cost of that enormous expenditure, with the
result thot taxation rates have. gone up.

Mr. Marshall: We do not want them
here, do we?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We do
not want what?-

Mr. Marshall: Yankee experts.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
think they were all Yankees in South Aus-
tralia. Mr., Gunn, who was Premier at the
time this money was spent, is a South
Australian.

Mr, Marshall: But he got a Yankee ex-
pert to do the job.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know about the Yankee expert, but I do
know it was unwise to expend the money.
A few years ago people from this State sent
their money to Vietoria for investment be-
canse the taxation rates there were so muchk
lower than those in Western Australia. I
do not know how much money was sent in
that way, but we were told that many thous-
ands of pounds went across, in order that
income tax might be saved. But now the
position has entirely changed, and the other
States are no longer able to earry on at the
rates they onee imposed. In 1913 the whole
of the Australian States lived on five mil-
lions of faxation, whereas in 1928 the taxa-
tion of the whole of the States amounted
to 31 millions, or a multiplieation by six in
15 years. So, of course, the rates in all the
States have been increased. This extrava-
gance has got to stop.

The Premier: But since 1913 the whole
of the world has been turned upside down

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Maybe,
but we are not the whole of the world. We
are only a small place, settled well away
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from the ordinary disturbances that have
upset the rest of the world. We have had
particularly good times during the last few
years when our wool has been at a high
price. The export fignres are available to
the member for Murchison to see what has
happened in the meantime. At any rate we
have nothing to comnplain of in the produe-
tion of this State, and nothing to complain
of at all in the amount of our ex-
ports. Something might be said against
the amount of imports. When we are in
extravagant mood we think more of
our imports than of our exports.

Mr. Marshall: And something ean be said
for that, too.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
the hon. member will keep gquite quiet now,
and say it when his turn comes.

Mr. Marshall: If only you would keep
auiet, other members might get a chance.
You are always allowed to chip in when I am
speaking.

Mr. SPEAKER: T warn the hon. mem-
her onee maore. T do not like to keep on
reminding him of authority, but I shail be
ohlized to exereise it if I have to eall Lim
to attention again.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: When
wa talk extravagance, of conrse, it must
mean the imports geing up every year.
While our exports are satisfactory, having
regard to the smzll population of the State,
eur imports seem to me to be soaring alto-
gether too high. But while people have
meney to buy the things that are hrought
in, importers wifl continue to bring in those
things. Juost now the Governments of Aus-
tralia, I know, are having some difficulty in
korrowing in Londen, I think it is largely
due to the fact that we are expecting the
Old Land to lend us money to pay for goods
purchased in Ameriea. In that we are cer-
tninly asking for too much; because, as the
position stands in Fagland just now, settle-
ments will have to be made with Ameriea,
and that cannot he done without a draining
of the menevy market. Before the war it
was simple for Britain to pay Ameriea, be-
canse Amerira owed Britain a great deal of
money and was paving her £30,000,000 a
vear in interest. Now the position is re-
versed. and it is FEngland that is pay-
ing millions to America. Tt is pretty
cortain that Dritain will not lend uz money
to setfle our acrounts in Ameriea. In Eng-

{ASSEMBLY. |

land we do not go to the publiec for money
when we raise a loan. OQur loans are con-
trolled by financial agenis and by the banks.
I do not suppose we could get the money
we want through the reecognised channels.
So there it will he seen they can say “no”
when we ask for money; and it does not
mean a lot of people saying “no,” but merely
one or two authorities. [ hope that diffi-
culty will not long continue; but for the
moment it is there, and we shall be troubled
to pay our taxation if -our imports are
not considerably enrtajled, as I think they
will be by forece of circumstances before
very long. Last year we brought in
£20,000,000 worth of goods, which meant a
very big cheque for 400,000 people to pay.
During the war we were not able to import
very much, our figures heing less than half
that amount, yet we all managed to carry
on somehow. e shail have to avoid all
extravagance, and we shall have to demand
value for all work done. The Government
will have to get a full 20s. worth for 20s.
spent. And this will he necessary if the
work is to go round. If there is enough
work for all, it will he becanse of our doing
our very best to keep down the cost of work.
Very foolishly we believe we ecan get along
without doing too much work. We ecannot.
There is no doubt about it, if we have a
mile of railway to build and can build it for
£3,000 instead of £5,000, we can provide
very much more in wages for the worker
than we are doing at present. I am certain
that for the expenditure of our money—
and we have been expending £15,000,000 per
annum—uwe should fry to get full value, in
the interests of the workers themselves. The
people who are out of work are really our
consideration. People in work are fairly
comfortably off, but people out of work
ote having a very hard time. These
are the days of high costs; and in all
that we can do we should endeavour to create
worl and the opportunity to work, I assure
members that 1hat will not be the ease un-
les we get full value for all our espendi-
tumae.  These are times of stress fincncially.
There is ne reazen at all why Amnstralia
should be in this position, but the iart re-
mains that money is very tight and difficult
to get, and the position will probably grow
a Tittla more dilfeult month by month entil
after next harvest.

The Premier: The position is extremely
difficult.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is sufficient money in the country if we could
only use it wisely. We are apt to imagine
that we ereate money. We do nothing of
the sort. We simply make things, railways,
chairs, tables and a bundred and one other
things, but that is all we do. iIf we make
things cheaply, we provide much greater
opportunify for work than if we make
things that are dear, and we also provide
much greater opportunity for sale. We
shall have to face this trouble, having re-
gard to the fact that everybody is entitled
to a chance to earn a living. We shall have
to speak our minds and tell the people in
their own interests the truth as we see it..
We cannot say that it does not matter a
Jjot how much or how little a man does, that
he shall have a job and keep it and always
have money te spend. It would be good if
it were s0, I should like to see the people
able to earn a living by working only a
very few hours a week, but nature will not
bave it. It cannot be done. We are being
taught, and io faet we have been taught in
the last year or two, some pretty severe
lessons, but let us face the position, doing
the best we can for the people vn daily
wages. We must inerease production if we
are going to maintain the standard of liv-
ing, and it is only by each one doing
little more that we ecan bring that about.
I do mot propose to disenss that matter at
ereat length, but T realise what the difficulty
will be. The Treasurer is not likely to re-
ceive the income he got last year unless we
arve able to keep everybody employed. The
man out of work is the curse of the Trea-
sury, because while he i¢ out of work, he is
not able to spend, and there is no trade with
him to give a return to the Treasnry. It is
the return from trade to the Treasary that
hrings in the money to carry on all the
work of Government. Of taxation there
is a limited amount and probably hardly
sufficient to meet the free serviees, hut it is
the contribution of trade that is all-impor-
tant, and it is the work of the penple on
the bottom rung of the ladder that creates
trade for us all. No matter how nnpalatable
the facts may be, we must get much nearer
to the people and make the pesition quite
clear to them. I hope there will be no
extravagance on the part of the Govern-
ment. T dislike dealing with small natters,
but there is one I must mention. In con-
nection with the Main Roads Board I be-
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lieve that an officer was appointed some
time ago to travel from contract to con-
tract to ensure that the award rates were
being paid to the workers. That is not
part of the job of Government, beeause the
men contribute to their unions and have
union representatives in all the camps. The
men can attend to such matters for them-
selves, If they are told what their wages
are, they will see that they get the right
amount. The law provides that if a con-
tractor underpays a worker, a claim may
be made for the difference. Even five years
afterwards he may eclaim the difference be-
tween the amount paid to him and the rate
prescribed in the award. Consequently we
have protected him by legislation to the
fullest possible extent, and he further pro-
teets himself by paying union officials. T
suppose there is a representative of the
union on every job to wateh the interests
of the workers. I object to Government
officials running around the country doing
this sort of work. It cannot be any encour-
agemen{ to the man with a pick and shovel
to work hard if he sees a Government offi-
cial travelling from camp to camp, as I
have described. Is it done for the Civil
Service or for any other employees? I
doubt it. But for some time there has been
a Government official, costing a considerable
amount of money, doing this job, which is
work the Government have no rvight tp
undertake. It is expenditure of that kind
which keeps other people out of work.

Mr. Ferguson: Is he paid by the union
or by the Government?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: By the
Government, That sort of thing creates un-
rest. As thisx official iz so employed, it is
possible there are many others employed
doing nothing and so creating unemploy-
ment. I owe the Minister for Agrruliural
Water Supplies not an spology but perhaps
an explanation. Last night T acensed him
of having spent money rather freely on
water supplies in the Norseman distriet.

Mr. Teesdale: And he became very ernss.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T said
that he had spent £80,000 on MePherson's
Rock scheme. 1 was wrong; I shonld have
said £67,000 on the water supplies hetween
Norseman and Esperance — probably twe
dams.

The Premier: There are several dams, one
about every 15 miles.
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Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister ought to know how many there
are. How many are there? There is one
at Salmon Gums and one at McPherson’s
Ruek,

The Premier: One at Seaddan and one at
Grass Patch.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But they
arve ancient works.
Mr, Teesdale:

them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The an-
clent ones were not built out of migration
money. The railway, however, was built with
1 per cent. money and cost £264,000. It
was a cheap line, much chenper than any

Yes, with whiskers on

other line built during the last vear or two. *

The Premier: Are you referring to the
line right through?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: No, to
the 60 miles from Norseman to Salmon
Gums. 1 accused the Minister of having
spent £60,000 on the dam at McPherson’s
Rock; I should have said £67,000 on the
dnms adjacent to the line from Norseman to
Esperance.

Mr. Davy: The optimist ealls two dams
several.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
are two.

The Premier: There are more than two—
there is one about every 12 miles. I think
it is the best watered district I have been
through.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is a dam at McPherson’s Rock and another
at Salmon Gums. The others, small ones,
were put down years ago, and have nothing
to do with this expenditure, The two I
have mentioned were built out of 1 per
eent. money, on which in 10 vears’ time we
shall have to pay the full interesi rates.
Meanwhile we are paying very littls on the
cost of constructing the vailway, ahout
£2,600 o vear.

The Premier: TUnfortunately we are get-
ting very little from it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Government are getting practically nothing
from it. That is why they have to tax us
so heavily. I should like to sece all that
country settled. T snppose it was intended
when the line was built and the roads
cleared, and the water supplies provided,
that the couniry wonld he =scttled.

The Premier: I think it will be all right
in time.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But it
is years now since that country was vpened
up. It is useless to put down dams that
will not pay us. They encourage birds and
foxes and that is all that is happening now.
The work is not costing us raveh at present;
probably £4,000 would pay the inforest on
the money used to build the line and the
dums. That is a very small sum, but it
would be better if we bad the £1,000. The
gap between Salmon Gums and Norseman
had to be linked by a railway buot if we
had settled the country, we would be sav-
ing the £4,000 we are now paying out.

The Premier: We had to provide a water
supply.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Al
lines are not built with moneyv at 1 per eent,,
as this line was. But for that the P’remier
would be facing a big interest bill and his
deficit would be inereased.

The Premier: We could not leave it with-
out & water supply.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
water was not provided to serve the rail-
way line alone; it was provided to serve the
district. The Premier knows that we have
had £4,200,000 under the migration agree-
ment, which money is costing us very lit-
tle, and which ought to help him with his
balance. Unfortunately, the loss on group
settlement will deprive us of all the advan-
tage we shall get from the expenditure of
the first £10,000,000 of cheap money. We
have already set aside £600,000, which is
the saving of interest on the cheap money
to date, in order to cover group settlement
losses. This year we shall save £154,000,
which T hope will he devoted to the same
fund. Still, we have the advantage of the
work done. We have just opened a water
supply costing €23,000. Some advantage to
revenue has resulted from the haolage and
trade caused by that work. There again
we are paving about £2,600 a year interest
It is splendid to have money at such a cheap
rate. hut we must make fa'l nse ob the op-
portunity granted us by the good offices of
the British and Federal Governments. There
are many other advantages that have come
to the Treasurer during the last few years
under the Micration Axvecinent. Theve nwe
advantages under the Financial Agreement,
to which I objected at the time it was eon-
sidered, believing that it would be bad for
the State in the long run. However, we
have entered into the Financial Agreement
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and must abide by it. I press the claim for
reduced taxation on those two Items—one
of £99,000 and one of £360,000, both of
which we have discussed. Consequently, out
of the £459,000 I ask the Premier to con-
sider whether it wounld not be wise to reduce
tazation, rather than leave it to the House
to insist upon a reduction.

The Premier: The special grant will dis-
appear in another year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We shall
have the speecial grant for this year and
another year. By the end of two wyears
things might brighten and we might then
be better able to stand some additional taxsa-
tion. If the fair thing were done by the
Federal Government, they would continue
the grant to the State. They ought to give
us £450,000 as the Disabilities Commission
recommended, and not for five years but
for 25 yenrs. Of coumrse we cannot force
the Federal Government to do that, and
meanwhile we have to accept the position
as it stands,

The Premier: South Australia iz getting
half a million this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.
Still for two years the Premier will get the
£300,000 grant. Meanwhile he is saving on
the sinking fund and on the payments that
for years have been made to the trustees
in London. Considering all the advantages
derived by the Treasurer in the last few
years, we can with confidence appeal in the
name of the people, for a rednction of taxa-
tion, and I go so far as to say that we should
all insist apon it, partieularly the members
sapporting the Government. It is the enor-
mous amount paid by Australiain taxation
that is bringing the country into trouwble
now. The war i3 costing us 30 millions a
year. We have also to remember that we
have zone up £66,000,000 in taxation in 15
years. There has been too much of it. Tt
has been due rather to the increased cost
of Government and not so mnch to the in-
creased expenditure consequent upon the
war. The interest on borrowed monev also
absorbs a great deal. If all Australian Gov-
ernments determined wpon it we could give
the people the services they are getting now
at a deecressed cost. How mueh better it
wounld be for the workers of the eountiry to
have 20 million pounds taken off their tax-
tion. This money could be used by the peo-
ple who are now paying it in order to ereate
continnous employment about which there
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would be no uncertainty. That wounld he far

better than to have the money collected by

Governments and used by Governments. One

pound in the hands of a private individual

does as mueh as £2 in the hands of any

Government. I hope the Premier will agree

in Committee to a redumetion in the rate of

tax. We never oppose the second reading of

the Taxation Bill, but it is possible in Com-

mittee to effect a reduction in the amonnt.

The Premier might also consider the in-

creased valnations set upon town and coun-

try properties during the last few years. I

think about six million pounds has been

added to city properties, thereby doubling
the taxable value and that about a similar

amount has bheen added to the valuwe of

country land, which has also meant doubling -
the amount of taxation paid.

MR. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [947]: I
listened with a good deal of interest 4o the
remarks of the Premier the other evening.
T have on many occasions in this House sng-
gested that it was time we denlt with the
Assessment Act. Tt is no use expecting to
deal with the rate of tax on a Bill of this
nature. I am under the impression that the
Premier last year half promised that we
should be given an opportunity to deal with
the assessments this session.

The Premier: No, I did not.

Hon. G. Taylor: It must have been said
when he was joking.

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes. That was in my
mind, and I think the member for West
Perth (Mr. Davy) was also implicated in
the matter. The time is now ripe, and we
are in the right place.

The Premier: We are in the right place
but the time is not ripe.

Mr. LINDSAY: From my reading of the
varipus Aets in operation in Australia T
should say that ours iz the worst of all.
The Premier was at pains to show that taxa-
{ioh in Western Australia was at least as
low as, if not lower than, that in the other
States. That may be so as far as rates and
taxes go. When we eome to exemptions and
the basis on which the tazation is imposed
there is a big difference. When I was speak-
ing on the Address-in-reply I referred ¢o the
Premier as “lucky Collier.” We know what
has occurred in connection with the Finan-
cia]l Agreement, and the assistance that has
been rendered by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment. In view of that one would think
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that our finanees would be in a position to
enable us to budget for a surplus.
tax receipts have been increased by over
£350,000 in the fast four years. One of the
reasons for that, as put forward by the Pre-
mier, is that valzations have risen very ma-
terially. There are also other reasons. In
Western Australia we pay a land tax on the
first pound. The Premier eompared the land
tax paid in this State with that paid in
Queensland, but he did not tell members that
in Queepsland the first £1,250 of valuation
is exempt from taxation. It is not possible
to compare rates and taxes without going
back to the question of how they were orig-
inally imposed. In Queensland up to the
first £100 is exempt from taxation. In that
State they follow a system we used to have
in this State. If a man paid land tax it
was deducted from the income tax. It is not
altogether right to make a comparison with
other States without going a litile Purther.
1 have had 23 amendments to the Land Tax
and Income Tax Asszessment Act which have
been prepared for four years, and I have
had no opportunity to speak about them.

The Premier: I shounld be glad i you
would let me have a eopy of them.

Mr. LINDSAY: Next session perhaps I
may be able to use them. There will be an
election in March, and I may be able to con-
vince the present Government, which will
probably be on this side of the House then,
that the Act should be amended.

The Premier: Take my advice, and do not
yet talk about what you are going to do.

Mr. LINDSAY: Private members who
belong to the Country Party organisation
are continually receiving requests to amend
that Act. People seem to think that because
one is a member, one can amend anything in
this Chamber. No member on this side of
the House can move to amend a Taxation
Act. Thet must come from the Government.
The responsibility is not on this side of the
House, but on the opposite side.

The Minister for Lands: They will re.
ceive a disillusionment in the future if you
pet the responsibility.

Mr. LINDSAY: We are guite prepared
to risk the disillusionment provided we get
the opportunity.

The Minister for Lands-
that disillusionment before.

Mr. LINDSAY: I do not think so. The
people were quite satisfied with the previous
Government. Tt was not the people who de-
cided the issue on the last occasion and put

They snffered

The land
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the Labowr Party inte power, but it wus
due to the two parties on this side of the
House.

The Minister for Lands: It will happen
again; do uot forget that. -

Mr. LINDSAY: I do not think so. We
are getting older and acquiring more sense.

Mr, Teesdale: We are getting very
chummy now. .

Mr. LINDSAY: We shall not be divided
as we were on the last occasion. Merabers
on this side have learned wisdom, and will
be able to show a unpited front. We shall
be able to convinee the people on the gues-
tion of altering the assessments. We can
and will get the opportunity to carry on the
affairs of Government and leal with the land
tax.

The Premier; The party on your side of
the House were in office for a long time, but
did not rectify the anomalies you are falk-
ing about.

Mr. Latham: They laid a good founda-
tion for yon.

The Premier: Bul you only discovered
the anomalies when you got into Opposition.

My, LINDSAY: The Premier's Govern-
ment did alter things. They put more land
tax upon the people. I am glad te bave the
assurance of the Premier that he agrees to-
have increased taxation on land.

The Minister for Lands: We reduced vour
income tax by 45 per cent.

The Premier: By 48 per cent. to be exact.

Mr., Latham: That was because of the
assistance you received from the Federal
Government.

Mr. LINDSAY: I agree ihat we once had
to pay a super tax. That was because of
the troublous times through which we were
passing.

Mr. Kenneally: That was put on by your
Government.

Mr. LINDSAY: Many of our citzens
were fighting at the war., We had difficulty
in carrying on, and had to face hnge defleits,

The Premier: But you carried on for six
vears after the war.

Mr. LINDSAY: And the tax was still
carriel on during the Premier’s time. The
reason why the super tax was taken off was
because of a deadlock between the two
Houses. In order that the Bill might be
passed by Parliament to increase the land
fax there was a compromise between the
managers representing the two Honses. The
reason why a conference was held was he-
cause the Government were effecting m re-
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duction in the exemptions. I have never
cavilled at a land tax that wil! bring into
production unimproved land. The Premier
and members of his party continually stand
up and say they have not increased the tax.
The figures, bowever, show that they have
inereased it.

The Premier: We have not said we have
not increased the tax, I have said that the
Trearury has not benefited by an inerease
in the tax. That is quite a different thing.

Mr. LINDSAY: The Premier wants the
House to beiieve that the money brought
no benefit to the Treasury, The tax was
increased from one half penny to one
penny. It was doubled. The money must
have gone somewhere, Perhaps it went to
the Railway Department.

The Premier: And an equivalent amount
was given away in reduced railway
freights,

Mr. LINDSAY: We have been told by
responsible Ministers that the Railway De-
partment reduced freights by £45,000.
When we analyse the land tex actually re-
ceived we find that it is double that amount.

The Premier: Hon. members know that
the increased land tax received was not due
to an increase in the tax itself, but to an
inerease in the valuations.

Mr. LINDSAY: That is another state-
ment.

The Premier: It is & fact.

Mr. LINDSAY : I will reply to that, The
Premier says the increase in the land iax
was not due to the increase in the tax it-
self, but to the higher valuations.

The Premier: The increase
£45,000. )

Mr. LINDSAY : Before the Act imposing
the land tax was amemded, as it affected
agrienltural land, we had a £230 exemp-
tion. The tax was one halfpenny in the
pound. On eity land there was a £50 ex-
emption. A person holding a bloek of land
not valued at more than £50 paid no tax.
The Premier’s measure wiped out that ex-
emption. The man who had a block of
land worth less than £50 in the city then
had to pay land tax. He does not pay
one penny on £30, but 2d. for under £30.
The farmer and the agriculturist pay land
tax on the first pound and not after a
£250 exemption has been allowed. Cer-
tainly there must have been an increase
in the amount of taxation received.

beyond
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The Premier: I say that was taken into
congideration, The abolition of this ex-
emption and the points raised by the hon.
member were caleulated in the total in-
erease amounting to £45,000, and an equiv-
alent sum was given away in railway
freight charges. )

Mr. LINDSAY: In 1925-2(° the land tax
received was £145,830, In 1928-29 the
amount received was £196,000 odd. The
in¢rease was not all due to increased valu-
ations.

The Premier: Beyond the £45000 it is
due to that. You know that in some cases
values have been doubied or trebled.

Mr. LINDSAY: I am prepared to agree
with that. There have been incresses in
vaination. Last year alone the increase
was £6,667,000.

The Premier: That aceounts largely for
the increase in taxation received.

Mg LINDSAY: 1 aegree that the in-
ereased valuations have increased the
wmount received. Naturally the Premier
has no controt over that, As  the land in-
nreases in value, and as the Commissioner
of Taxation sends ou: his officials, the as-
wessments also increase. Not only has the
rate of tax been doubled, which means
doubling the amount coltected, but there
have been reductions in exemptions, or they
have been cut out altogether.  There is an in-
creased tax on improved land from one
hulfpenny to one penny, and an increased
tax on unimproved land from one penny
to 2d. The collections last year amounted
to £196,000. 1las not £90,000 more, there-
fore been received in increased land tax?
The increase s not sll dee to the valuafions.
The fact that we have doubled the rate
of tax must doeuble the receipts. The rail-
way freights may bave been reduced by
£45,000 but the Government have received
in return £90,000 odd. Naturally fthere
must have been some gain.

The Premier: That is noi denied.

Mr. LINDSAY: 1 am glad 1 have that
admission at last. | should have been
plensed to have the assessment measure be-
fore the House tn order 10 be afforded an
opportunity of explaining my views on the
need for amendment. 1 have studied the
varions assesament measures of Australia,
and 1 consider this State’s to be the worst,
[ have here the Queensland Act, together
with many clippings. There £1,250 must
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be the capital value of land before taxa-
tion begins; and there are deductions for
water supply, fencing and income taxz. I
agree that rural residents must be taxed
in order that the affairs of the State may
L. ewr ded on: but T regret that our assess-
ment measure is nol before the House, so
that tazation might be placed om a more
equitable footing.

TEE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Bounlder—in reply) [10.2]: Ther is no de-
sire on my part to evade responsihility for
the increase made by the present Govern
ment in land taxation; but T do object to
the statements made so frequently in the
country—not so much in this Chamber—-
at meetings, and alsoe in country news-
papers, and generally by way of propa-
ganda carried on by the Primary Produe-
ers Association, on the lines that the pre-
sent Government are responsible for the in-
grease of land taxation to the extent of
300 per cent. It is not admitted—and the
failure to admit it is unfair— that the in-
crease in the amount of land faxation paid
by the farmer is due largely to inereased
valuations. It is entirely misleading to
take the total amount received from land
taxation four or five years ago, and the
total amount of land taxzatior for last
year, and to assert that the great increase
showp is due to iperease in taxation levied
by the present Guvernment Ui is to euch
statements I take excepiion. Hon. members
are quite justified in criticising, if they so
desire, the Government for having in-
ereased the tax; but they should in all fair-
ness let it be known that a large propor-
tion of the total amount paid by farmers
is due to no action of the Government, but
to increased valunations.

Mr, Latham: Previously the farmer paid
only one¢ tax. Now he pays two.

The PREMIER: I accept reaponsibility
for that, o~ I have frequently siated; but
I will not aceept responsibility for some-
thing with which the present Government
have noth.ye whatever to do. New valua-
tions were sel un foot before we took office.
Additional officials were employed to do
the work, and 1 think nine-tenths of the
cost of the work was paid by the State.
It was agreed by the previous Government
—whom I do not eriticise at all for their
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uclion=-that 1e-va nations inight he regarded
as overdue.

Mr. Lindsay: 1 agvee.

The PREMIER: There were scores, and
perhaps hundreds, of farmers whose valu-
ations for taxation purposes were only one
third of the aciual value, When refer-
ences are now made to the amounts paid
by farmers in taxation, hon. members
should be fair, According to speeches
made, there is downright misrepresentation
in telling the farmers and settlers things
that are unfair. It has not often been
pointed out in the counfry that the in-
creased amounts farmers have to pav are
in large measure due to re-valuation. The
Govermnent are always saddled with the
responsibility of increasing tuxation.

My, Latham: But you imposed two taxes,
whereas formerly there was only one.

The PREMIER: I admit that; but the
Government will not be saddled with respon-
sibility for what they did not do. That
responsibility belongs to hon, members op-
posite. In all the newspapers supporting
the Primary Producers’ Association it bas
been stated that the present Goevernment in-
ereased the land tax by 300 per cent. That
statement is distinetly untrue, and members
who make it know it to be unirue. Let
them confine themselves to the inecreases
made by the Governinent, and not charge us
with having imposed an increase of 300 per
eent. That statement has been poured into
the ears of farmers all over the country.

Mr. Davy: What does the taxpayer care
about how the amount he has fo pay is ar-
rived at?

The PREMIER: He does care.

Mr. Davy: Every Government must be re-
sponsible for the amount of tax it collects.

The PREMIER: No. The Government are
responsible only for what they have done.

Mr. Davy: Every year you increase taxa-
tion.

Hon. G. Taylor: Why not alter the As-
sessment Act?

The PREMIER: The assessment Act has
nothing to do with the tax, The Assess-
ment Bill provides for a certain valuation,
but the Government are not respor sible for
the increases in valuations.

Mr. Davy: You are getting more money
now than vou originaliy got.

The PREMIER : Of course.

Mr. Davy: Then why not reduce taxa-
tion? ‘
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The PREMIER: Because the financial
situation will not permit it. Our tax, as I
have stated, is fair compared with similar
taxes in other Australian States. No one
can say that a penny in the pound on un-
improved values is an excessive tax.

The Minister for Lands: Let them com-
pare our condifions with those imposed in
South Australia,

Mr. Latham: But it represents a heavy
burden on top of other tazation they have
to pay. This is taxing the tools of trade
of the farmer.

The PREMIER: The people of Western
Australia are not overtaxed on the average
in comparison with those residing in the
Eastern States. On a former oceasion 1
gave instances of the land and income taxes
paid by the farmers. The taxation here is
considerably below the direct faxes levied in
other States, more particularly with regard
to the income tax. It is well to let the
farmers know, when they are reminded of
the burden imposed by the land tax, that
they enjoyed a 48 per cent. reduetion in in-
come tax. They cannot have it both ways.

Mr. Latham: But the farmers were not
the only ones who received that reduetion.

The PREMIER: I know that, but the
farmer is included among those who did re-
ceive that benefit. As a matter of fact, more
than half the land tax is paid by other than
farmers,

Mr. Lindsay: But the farmers pay a large
proportion of it.

*The PREMIER : Quite so.

Mr. Latham: The farmer earns his income
from the land and you tax his tools of trade.

The PREMIER: Everyone who earns
must contribute towards taxation. The
farmers received a reduction of 48 per cent.
but hon. members do not remind the farmers
of that fact!

Mr, Latham: Yes, we do.

Mr. Lindsay: Tell us where the money
that enabled a reduction to be made, net-
ually eame from.

The PREMIER: It is oanly when I men-
tion it that hon. members are forced to
make the explanation, and then they say,
“But, of course the money came from some
other source.” The movey may have come
from the Commonwealth Government, thus
enabling us to reduce taxation, but the Gov-
ernment could have used that money for
purposes other ‘than reducing taxation.
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Surely the Government should receive some
credit for that, although the Federal Gov-
ernment did make the money available to
the State.

Mr. Latham: What was it made available
for? Tt was to lessen the burden on the
primary producers. .

The PREMIER: It was not for that pur-
pose at all. No conditions whatever were
attached to the payment.

Mr. Latham: Did you read the findings
of the Royal Commission?

The PREMIER: Yes, and no conditions
were attached to them at all.

Mpr. Latham: At any rate, it was expected
that the money would be used for that pur-
pose,

The PREMIER: The money was paid be-
couse of the disabilities Western Australia
had suffered on account of Federation. It
could have been utilised for lessening the
burden on the pearlers in the North-West
or the miners on the goldfields, as well as
for reducing taxation.

Mr, Latham: They all received their share,

The PREMIER : All who were taxpayers
received their share, whether they were far-
mers, miners, or primary producers of some
other description. The fact remains that
the Disabilities Grant could have been usel
for other purposes had the Goverrment so
desired.

Mr. Lathem: But that would bave been
unpopular. I do not think you could have
done it.

The PREMIER : It could have been done.
Many people were clamouriug for it because
of the disabilities from which they were
supposed to be suffering. Ido not mind tak-
ing the responsibility for the action of the
Government with regard to the land tax. It
is not a burdensome tax. A year or two
ago, 1 produced instances to show what the
average Cthousand-acre settler would pay
under the heading of land tax. The amount
is very small indeed, amere bagatelle. The
sum paid by the average farmer as land
tax will not affect his financial position ex-
cept to a small degree.

Mr. Latham: But it is the total of those
small amounts that creates the farmers’ dif-
ficulties,

The Minister for Lands:
land worth now?

Mr. Latham: I know it was difficult for
many of the farmers to raise the money
last year.

What is your
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The PREMIER: That was not so, ex-
cept with respect to those who experienced
a bad season. Bui those farmers do not ex-
perience a bad season every year. I am
aware that there was a partial failure in
parts last year, but, taken all round, the
men who went on the land during the past
15 or 16 years, took up their holdings with-
out having any money whatever. To-day they
are substantially well off. Had those per-
sons remoined in the cily as wage earncrs,
they would still be working for wages and
no beiter oit than they were'15 or 16 years
ago. To-day they are comparatively well off.
That result has been achicved becausze of the
generosity of the State, and the assistance
rendered by the State to people who went
on land wilhout any meney at all.

Mr. Lathsm: What do you mean?

The PREMIWR: The State provided
the woney that enalded them to go on the
land.

Mz, Latham:
the money.

The PREMIER : Where 15 there any other
country in the world in which men, without
any capital whatever, have been able to go
on the land and be financed by the State un-
til they reached a state of prosperity? No
other country in the world approaches West-
ern Australia in the liberality of its laws.

Mr. Latham: That is so, but the farmer
repaid the money advanced with interest.

The PREMIER: Of course, but they
en!d not have received that assistance in
any other country in the world. Nowhere
else have Governments taken the rislk, nor
have private finaneial institutions.

Mr. Lindsay: But look at the advantages
the State reaped from their labours.

The PREMIER: The State gets a return
from the labours of every man, but many of
those men da not got anything ont of their
Inbours for themselves. The State wets a;
return from those men as well as from the
men on ihe land.

Mr. Lindsay: We have not said other-
wise,

The PREMIER: The men who build the
roads or drive the trains help the farmer,
but those people are not able to muke &
competence for themselves unless they are
able to =ave out of their wages It is be-
cause the State has heen more genercous than
any other country in the world that the far-
mers have been able to reach their present
prosperous position. Having regard to what

But they paid interest on
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the State has done for them, the farmers
ought not to grumble when asked to pay a
fair measure of taxation in order that the
State may be able to earry on.

Mr. Latham: But the farmers have re-
paid that money, plus interest.

The PREMIER: There are many who
have not doune so. Those who have repaid
were financed by the Siate in order to give
the;n a start in life.

Mr. Lindsay: But the man who is on a
farm is producing wealth that assists
everyone else,

The PREMIER: Tt is as well for the
farmers to realise that the comunity as a
whole gains as the result of everyone who
works, Qur eitizens are prodocers if they
are at work, although they are nol en the
limd. The man who renders services that are
ewsential and necessary to enable the farmer
to eontinue, is a producer just as mueh as
the farmer himself. The mam whe builds
it railway or builds a read, the man wheo
drives a train and all these other workers are
also assisting to produce the wheat. Very
often too narrow a view is taken of the po-
sition by the primary producers. Because
they ave actually ploughing the land and,
1eaping the wheat, they regard themselves
as solely responsible for that production,
and Fail to realise that others engaged in es-
sential services also play their part in the
produetion.

Mr. Davy: Even the man who draws up
the documents!

Mr. Lindsay: We will not agree to that.

The PREMIER: Hon. members should
get awayv from that narrow point of view.
Everyone who works does his share,

Mr. Lindsay: But the farmer kecps the
rest of the State going,

The PREMIER : But he should not over-
look the fact that be could not live were it
not for the other peonle who reside in the
State.

Mr, Lindsay: And they eould net exist
without the farmer.

The PREMIER: The han. memher knows
that we are all dependent on one another.
The farmer could not live alone withaut the
people in the city. What eonld h- do if
he lived 200 miles away with his thousand
acres of wheat around hinv and nohody else
was doing anything? What value would it
ha to him? He would not be prnducing
anvthing worth a pennvy,

Mr. Latham: We all agree with that.
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- The PREMIER: "he hon. member does
not agree, but always claiing something en-
tirely different.

The Minister for Lands: The farmer could
not grow a bushel of wheat withont super-
_ phosphate.

The PREMIER: Whilst nobody in the
House or out of it would for & moment de-
tract from the work rendered by the farmers,
it is just as well for them not to get it into
their heads that they are the sole support
of the Sfate, the only people that are con-
tributing to it. Why, the men who have
never put foot on the land, the scientists,
are eontributing more towards the produe-
tion of wheat than is the man who ploughs
the land ifself. And the men who carry on
the disagreeable work in the superphos-
phate faetories are doing their share to-
wards the production of wheat, and have
much more disagreeable work to do than
has the man who is out on the plough in
the fresh air, The men in the superphos-
phate factory work harder than do the
farmers and get a jolly sight less for it
than the farmers get.

Mr. Lindsay: 1 do not agree with that.

The PREMIER: The superphosphate
worker gets infinitely less than does the
farmer, and has to do much more disagree-
able work. T.et our friends, the primary
producers, not imagine that they are the salt
of the earth. Important as they are in the
scheme of things, they most certainly are
not the salt of the earth. We are not all
dependent on them, are not all going to
fall down and starve without them.

Mr. Latham: The farmers do not get a
44-hour  week, nor do they get three months'
long-service leave. :

The PREMIER: T am not sure that they
do not get long-service leave. Go to any
town in an agrieultural district, and you
will see motor ears there by the seore all
day Satorday.

Mr. Lindsay: The owners came out to
see you.

The PREMIER: They do not work six
davs a week every week in the year. They
have many slack periods when they can en-
Jjoy their leisure and come to town and have
a pretty easy time. They do not work one
bit harder than do men spending a 44-hour
week in a factory, but they get a jolly sight
better return for their labour, I hope that
in fatore farmer members will take a
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broader view of this question. Their pre-
sent view is very eircamseribed indeed.

Mr. Latham: We are truthful, anyhow,

The PREMIER: I hope their minds will
widen with the process of the suns: but
1l am very sceptical about it.

Mr. Latham: Why this preaching to-
night?

The PREMIER: Because wmembers repre-
senting agriculturul districts are badly in
necd of u lesture. The only thing about
it is that 1 have neglected it too long. They
ought to have lectures wore often because,
while they started in a modest way, they
have grown and grown until we hear them
night after night trying to persuade us that
the whole State hinges upon them.

My, Lindsay: Of course it does.

The PREMLER: They reyuire to get back
to some degree of reason in regard to it.

Mr. Lindsay: How would you get on
without agriculturists in Western Australiay

The PREMIER: During the next few
months [ shall go round and teil the farmers
something of the other side of the picture.
This attitude on the part of members is not
rood for the farmer himself, whe very often
is quite content with his lot, is not com-
plaining, is fairly well off: but when mem-
hers representing agricultural districts go
round to him and try to make him discon-
tented, they are the agitators, the bolsheviks,
who are frying to raise discontent in the
farmer, and who tell him how his Tand tax
has been increased 300 per cent., and talk
about the Alsatians and the vermin tax.
Presently the farmer who, before their com-
ing, had no idea that anything was seriously
wrong, becomes dissatisfied. He piles up
things in his mind and they tell him he is
the worst done-by citizen in the land. If
only they would let the farmer alone he
would be & very mueh happier man. Those
members are the red-raggers of the Primary
Producers’ Association, out to stir np dis-
content. They are in the same category as
those who will stop the wheels of industry
and foment strikes. Those members keep
the farmer's mind disturbed with imaginary
wrongs and grievanees.

Mr. Brown inferjected.

The PREMIER: The member for Pin-
zelly will have enough to do during the
next few months looking after the new por-
tion of his electorate. Without, I hope, be-
ing charged with anything personal, here is
the hon. member himself retired.from farm-
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ing pursuits. Farming is so profitable that
he has already retired from aeiive life.
There is the position. Let members repre-
senting farming districts Jeave the farmer
alone. Let them not go around stirring up
strife in the heart of the farmer. He is all
right if members will tell him the facts
and not use so much misvepresentation ax
they have used upon him in the past.

Question put and nassed.
Bill read a second time.

House adjourned wt 10.28 p.m.

TLegislative Council,

Thursday, 31-t October, 1923,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from the Deputy Governor re-
ceived and read, notifying assent to the fol-
lowing Bills: —

1, Water Boards Act Amendment,

2, Pearling Act Amendment.

3, Tvansfer of Land Aet Amendment
(No. 1).

BILL—RESERVES.
Select Committee’s Repors.

Hon. A. Lovekin brought up the report
of the select commitice appointed to inquire
into the Bill.

Resolved: That the report, together with
the evidence, be printed and taken into eon-
gideration when the Bill is dealt with in
Committee.

[COUNCIL.]

PAPERS—SBTATE SHIPPING SERVICE.
Holdwup of M.V, “Kangareo.”

HON A, LOVEKIN
[4.34]): I move—

That all papers relating to the latest voyage
of the ‘‘Kanguroo,’’ particularly with regard
to the events in connection with her erew at
Derhy, the subsequent hold-up of the sghip at
Fremantle, and the negotiations that resulted
therefrom, be laid on the Table of the House.

{Metropolitan)

I placed this motion on the Notice Paper
for two reasons, [ asked a question of the
Chief Secretary on Tuesday last and re-
ceived a reply with which 1 am not alto-
gether satisfied. There are two items in it
with which T am dissatisfied, but I shall
refer to only one of them, I asked the
Chief Secretary what was the cost of con-
veying the men from the Wyndham Meat
Works per M.8. “Centaur” to Fremantle in
consequence of the hold-up of the “Kanga-
r00.” The answer I received was—

The extra cost of conveying men on ‘‘Cen-

tour'’ as against passages on the ‘/Kan-
guron,’’ was £611.
From information I have veceived, that
answer is enfirely misleading. The facts
ure that the “Centawr™ wus paid not £611
but £2,100 in respect of passnge money and
some £770 in respeet of freight from Wynd-
ham,

The Chief Secretary:
£611.

Hon, A, LOVEKIN: As against earry-
ing the men v the “WNangaroo’?

The Chief Secvetary: Yes.

Fon. A, LOVBKIN: The State has pail
to the owners of the “Centanr” £2,870, and
the “Kangaroo” which has heen lying idle
at the wharf all the tirme and earning
nothing, is eredited with £2,159, and this
House has heen told that the cost of trans-
port in connection with the hold-up of the
“Kangaron” was £01], whereas in fact it
was £2,870. T wish to see the file to ascer-
tain how that came about, because it is
wrong to credit the “Kangaroo” with £2,159
Eor being on strike ol the wharf, while an-
other ship was doing the work and getting
the money. That answer was certainly mis-
leading to the House. These ships belonging
to the State and forming part of the State
Shipping Service are not running too pro-
fitably. According to the Auditor-Gleneral's
report in July, 1927, £595,674 was written
off the capital of th: State Shipping Ser-

The extra cost was



