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to irpose an addifional tax on them now.
In other respects the tax will apply much
the same as under the present Income
Tax Act. We are trying to make provi-
sion for those receiving a definite income
to pay in advance. As I said, they will
receive a discount of 5 per cent., and the
prompt payment will enable us to put
worl in hand earlier than would other-
wise be the ecase.

Mr. James Gardiner: TFive per cent.
discount should be a good scheme.

The PREMIER: It will be only 5 per
cent, on the amount paid. In the ecir-
cnmstances [ think the House will admit
that the measure is fair and eqguitable, as
regards the impost on both incomes and
entertainments, In view of the condi-
tions now prevailing it is necessary to
ohtain further funds and we shall be able
to devote them to useful works, a sched-
ule of which will be introduced at a later
stage for the information of hon. mem-
bers,

Hon. Frank Wilson: How much do
you expeet to raise by this tax?

The PREMIER : T estimate that it will
yield from £150,000 to £200,000 in the 12
months. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Hon. Frank Wilson de-
hate adjourned.

House adjourned at 6.16 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motions by Mr. MALE, leave of
absence for two weeks granted to Mr.
Nairn on the ground of urgent private
business, and (o Mr, S. Stubbs on the
ground of ill health,

QUESTION — UNEMPLOYED
PUBLIC WORKS.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY asked the
Honorary Minister (Hon. R. H. Under-
wood): 1, Is he aware that during the
present month about 40 of the unem-
ployed, who were sent at the State’s ex-
pense to work on the construction of the
Brookton-Eunjin railway, after working
a few days, gave it up and returned to
Perth? 2, 1s it a fact that sinee the be-
ginning of the year about double this
nammber have acted in a similar way on
this work alone? 3, If so, what was the
cause of these men refusing to continne
in this employment? 4, Is he aware that
there is still room for a number of men
on this work, and this shortage of labour
is likely to delay the Public Works De-
partment several months in handing this
railway over to the Working Railways?
5, Are all these unemployed referred to,
action with regard to those unemployed,
list receiving Government assistance. 6,
Are the Government taking any special
action with regard lo these unemployed,
who have refused to remain at work in
different paris of the eountry when sent
there at the Stale’s expense?

AND
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The HONORARY MINISTER re-
plied: 1, No. One man was advanced a
fare to Brookton during February. 2,
Sinee the beginning of the year to date
five men have been advanced fares by the
Labour Bureau to work on the Brookton-
Kunjin railway, The cost of two of
these fares has since been collected. 3,
See 1 and 2. 4, The Public Works De-
partment has pot requisitioned the La-
bour Burean for men. 5, The five men
who were advanced fares are not receiv-
ing Government assistance, 6, When the
Labour Bureau advances men fares, and
they fail to proceed to work as directed,
and try to evade their indebtedness, the
Commissioner of Police is asked to en-
deavour to locate them, and to eollect the
amount due, and he is very often suc-
cessful,

QUESTION—QUARRIES, FREIGHTS
AND DISTANCES.

Mr. ALLEN asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What is the mileage from
Perth to the following quarries :—Green-
mount, Boya (Government), Darling
Range, Parkerville {Perth council}? 2,
AWhat rate per ton of freight is paid by
each quarry? 3, Are these respective
rates paid by each quarry in conformity
with the present rates charged by the
Commissioner of Railways in the present
Railway Rates Book?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1 and 2, All this information is
supplied in the Government Railway
Rate Book, 3, Yes,

QUESTION — ESPERANCE JETTY,
LEASE.

Mr. GREEN asked the Premier: 1,
Who is the present lessee of the Esper-
ance Jetty, and when does the lease ex-
pire? 2, Have tenders been called for
the renewal of this lease? 3, In view of
the authorisation of the Esperance rail-
way, would it not be better to keep this
jetty under State control? 4, If the
Harbour Department cannot manage the
jetty, could not the manager of the State
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steamship service eontrol it in connection
with the south coast service? 5, What
rental has the Government received tor
this jeity for the past year? 6, What
fees have been paid by the State steam-
ships in connection with this jetty during
the past year?

The PREMIER replied: 1 to G, These
matters have been under consideration by
the Government on representations made
by the members for the Provinee and the
member for the distriet.

QUESTION —STATE  STEAMSHIP
SERVICE, AUDITOR GEN-
ERAL'S REPORT.

Mr, FOLEY asked the Premier: 1, On
what date did the Colonial Secretary sup-
ply Mr. Wilson with a copy of the Audi-
tor General’s report on State steamships
service balance sheets? 2, Did Mr, Wil-
son return the said copy supplied by the
Colonial Seeretary, and, if so, when?

The PREMIER replied: 1, On or
about the 9th January last, 2, Yes,
within a day or two.

QUESTIONS (2)—FARMERS AS-

SISTANCE BOARD.

. Assistance to Seitlers.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Min-
ister for Lands: 1, Is the Farmers’ As-
sistance Board refusing to grant assist-
ance to those settlers who need it at Dary-
kar and other districts west of the Great
Sonthern Railway? 2, Is the board
aware that many settlers in the districts
mentioned had a failure of crops last
year owing to the bad season, and that
they are eligible for assistance under the
JIndustries Assistance Act? 3, Is the
Government aware that many settlers
who selected land in certain areas west
of the Great Sonthern Railway will be
unable to erop the prepared land on their
holdings "this year, ‘unless they receive
some assistance to do so? 4, If so, why
is assistance being refused without pro-
per inguiry? 35, Is the board refusing
many of these applications without first
obtaining an official report on the settlers’
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position? 6, As these settlers are faced
with ruin, owing to the arbitrary refusals
of the board to consider their applica-
tions for assistance, will he instruct the
board to obtain a report from the Dis-
triet Inspector, and consider each appli-
cafion on its merits in future?

The MINISTER FOR LLANDS re-
plied: 1, Yes, If such settlers have not
suffered from drought or other adverse
conditions. 2, No. 3, No. 4, Answered
by No. 3. 5, The bhoard dues not refuse
any application without obtaining an
official report, if they consider the case
warrants it. 6, The board have not ar-
bitrarily refused to consider any uppli-
cation for assistance.

Supply of Stores.

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Min-
ister for Lands: 1, Is it a fact that the
Farmers’ Assistance Board has granted
£1 worth of stores per month to a settler
with a wife and a very large family? 2,
Does the board consider this an adequate
sum to support at least eight persons who
have no other means of subsistence? 3,
1f nof, why has the board refused to in-
crease the allowanced 4, What are the
salaries paid to the members of the
board ¢

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Yes, at settler’s awn request.
2. No. 3. The board advanced the amount
applied for.

PAPFRS—GOLD MINING LEASES,
RENEWAL.

Debate resumed from the 13th Janu-
aryv on the motion of Hon. J. D. Con-
nolly, “That all papers in connection
with the renewal of gold mining leases,
which have already been renewed, be
laid on the Table of the Honse.”

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
P. Collier—Boulder} [4.40]: I have neo
objection to the production of the papers
desired by the hon, member for Perth,
but hefore the motion is carried T want
to offer a few remarks concerning the
comments made by the hon. member when
he sabmitied the motion. In doing so, I
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might claim the indulgence of the House
in that it is the first occasion in the his-
tory of the Labour party of this State
that either a Labour Minister, or even the
Lahour Government, has had to defend
an attack of this character, an attack of
being over-generous to the mnch maligned
fat man. Hitherto all our energies have
been directed towards defending state-
ments, or the attitude which might be
summed op in the immortal phrase of one
of my colleagnes, of ever bleeding the fat
man. On this occasion we are charged
with being over-generous to him. It is a
hard thing for a Labour Minister to
please his opponents, and one eould never
have expected that a charge of this nature
would have beer made by a member sit-
ting on the opposite side of the House,
least of all by the member for Perth.
What is the nature of the hon. member’s
complaint? It iz that the Government
have granted a renewal of our gold min-
ing leases without imposing some special
or addilional impost for that renewal.

-First of all, let me explain, as was ex-

plained by the hon. member who intro-
duced the motion, that our gold mining
leases had a curreney of 21 years, The
owners were entitled to a venewal, sub-
ject to the Mining Aect and regulations
existing at the expiration of the leases.
Most of our leases on the Golden Mile,
and in other parts of the State as well,
have expired during the past two or three

" vears, that is to say, the 21 years of oc-

cupation has come to an end. The mem-
ber for Perth contends that the (overn-
ment were wrong in granting a renewal
of these leases wilhout exacting some
charge by way of reyalty, or by some
other means extracting a sum of money

from these people, The Government
agreed to the renewal on the existing
terms, T ean see no rteason why

the owners of our mining leases, or
those who have invested their money
in mining property in this State,

should be singled out for a special form
of taxation over and above those who
Irave chosen to invest their money in other
avennes in the State. If an investor puts
his eapital inte any other business or in-
dusiry he is only subject to the taxation
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which applies to any other citizen, but in
this case the member for Perth contends
that tbose who have invested their money
in the mines of our State should not only
pay all the ordinary taxation which is
levied upen every other eitizen, but that
they should also pay an additional
amount by way of royalty, or some other
charge for the right of having their leases
renewed. In that contention the Govern-
ment do not agree with the hon, member.
The mining leases pay, per medium of
the dividend tax, just the same as other
companies operating in the State, They
pay other forms of taxation that the or-
dinary citizen is subject to, and T see no
reason why, becanse there are one or
two, and net more, very rich mines in the
State, paying large dividends annualty,
that the whole industry shonld be singled
out for a special imnost in the direction
desired by the hon. membar.

Hon. J. D. Connglly: I said only the
dividend paying mines.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
"proposal of the late Government was
that for the right of renewal the com-
panies should be subject to the payment
of a royalty on the profits, amounting to
214 per cent, Even the hon. member says
that only the dividend paying mines
should be singled out, but why should a
mining company, which say is deriving
only £1,000 a year from its operations,
be called upon to pay taxation over and
above that paid by any other section of
the community, although that seetion may
be drawing larger profits than £1,000 a
vear. The proposal of the late Govern-
ment. was that there should be a royalty
commencing at one half per eent., and
ranging up to 214 per cent. An impost
of that kind would be manifestly unfair.
If it is contended that by reason of the
fact that these people have got something
exceptionally valuable from the State,
and if the country believes they should
pay some additicnal taxation, the proper
method to follow would be to collect it
through the income tax or the dividend
duties, as the case may be.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: They are tenants
of the Crown,

[ASSEMBLY.)

The MINISTER FOR MINES: What
has that to do with it%

Hon. J. D, Connolly: What about
your party’s principle of perpetual lease
of the land?%

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That
has no relation whatever to the question.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: What about the
reappraisement after 15 years?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
does not come into this question, The
hon, member would say that for 21 years
mines like the Great Boulder should go
on paying handsome dividends, but that
at the expiration of that term, to secure
a renewal of the lease they must agree to
extra taxation, notwithstanding the fact
that by the time they arrive at that stage
their profits may have been largely dim-
inished. Take a few instances showing
how it would operate: The Great Fin-
gal Company has paid in dividends
£1,746,875, or an average per year of
£83,184 for the 21 years ending 1913.
The hon, member wounld say it was per-
feetly right that they shounld pay only the
ordinary forms of taxation until 1913,
bat that from that date onward they
shonld commence to pay a royalty in ad-
dition. Tp to 1913 the company’s divi-
dends averaged £83,184 per annum, bat
in 1913 the dividend paid was only
£12,500. Thus the hon, member says that
in its decline, when the mine has become
practically exbausted, it should shoulder
an additional burden.

Hon. J. D, Connolly: Only in pro-
portion to the dividend paid.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: But
why saddle a mine with extra taxation in
its declining days, when it has been al-
lowed to escape with the payment of or-
dinary forms of taxation all through its
prosperous vears?

Hon. .J. D. Connolly: Because the
shareholders have drawn nearly two n
lions in dividends,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
time to exaet that extra taxation was
when the mine was paying those big
dividends, and not when it has reached
its decline,

Hon. J. Mitchell: How do you know
it will not pay big dividends again?
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: We
do not know. It has nothing to do with
the question. If the mine again pays
big dividends, and Parliament believes
that in consequence the mine should con-
{ribute something exira to the econsoli-
dated revenue, the proper mecthod to fol-
low will be through the operation of
the Dividend Duties Act; all mines will
then contribute on an’equal basis. Some
mines that lave been in existence only
a few years are paying enormous divi-
dends, and éontributing only through the
ordinary forms of taxation; others whose
leases bave been runnjng for 21 years,
and which have practically reached their
decline, would be called upon to pay the
additional contribution proposed by the
hon .member. The Associated Northern
has paid £703,000 in dividends, or an
avernge of £33,000 a year. During all
these years they have paid only the or-
dinary taxaftion, but now, when the an-
nnal dividend has fallen to £12,384, the
mine is to be singled out for exira taxa-
tion.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: It would be only
following what other counfries have
dene.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
are only two instances in Australia,
namely, Broken Hill, in New South
Wales and the Wallaroo mines in Sonth
Australia. In these two instances a
lump sum was exacted for remewal of
the leases, but in New South Wales, Vic-
toria, Tasmania, and Queensland, the
leases are entitled to renewal without
special imposts. Compare the position
of mines whose leases have been running
for 21 years, and which have paid com-
paratively small snms in dividends, with
some of the rich mines which have only
vecently come into existence. In 1914
the Bulfineh paid £41,000 in dividends.
yet this mine would bhe exempt from the
hon. member’s proposal.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: The (ireat
Boulder and the Fingal paid even bigzer
dividends in their earlier years.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That
was the time when the hon. member, be-
ing then in power, should have inereased
the taxation.
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Hon. J. D. Connolly: We did not do
it, because we would not interfere with
existing contraets,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It was
not a question of interfering with exist-
ing contracts. The hon. member could
have amended the Dividend Duties Aet.

Hon. J. D. Connelly: That would
have applied to all eompanies.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Not
necessarily. The effect of this proposal
would be to single out for special taxa-
tion those who invest their momney in
mining properties as against those who
invest in other industriea.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: No. The idea
is to provide a special impost for the
renewal of the leases—which belong to
the Crown.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am
showing how inequitably it wonld work
out. Take the case of the Gwalia Con-
solidated at Menzies. That company
has been in existence for 21 wvears. The
eapital snbaeribed is £225,000. During
the whole of the 21 vyears the share-
holders did not draw one shilling by way
of dividends; but for the half vear end-
ed December last the first dividend of
£5.000 was paid. The hon. member would
come along to those who have stood out
of anv return for their monev for 21
vears, and reanire them to pay this ad-
ditional tax bv way of rovalty on the
senre of that £5,000 dividend.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: That is a very
excentional ease.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Not
at all. Tt applies to all of them: becanse
the amount paid in dividends is much
less to-dav than it has been for vears
past. Here we have a strikine instance
of how unjustly the hon, membar’s pro-
pnsal would work, The same thing ap-
plies to the Edna May. Here is a com-
panv. with a comparatively small capi-
tal., beginning fo pav large dividends
from the very inception. It has been in
existence onWw some three vears, vet in
1913 it paid €4,000 in dividends, and in
1ML €62.000, That eomwpany may go
on paving similar dividends for the next
21 years. notwithstanding which it wonld
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pay nothing extra under the hon. mem-
ber’s proposal.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: They have to get
back all their capital yet.

The MINISTER FOR MINES. They
have got back more than their capital
already.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: That is one case
in a thousand.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: [n
this case the shareholders wounld not
have to pay the proposed special tax,
vel the shareholders of the Gwalia Con-
solidatedl at Menzies who have stood
ont of their money for 21 years, would
have to pay the proposed speeial fax,
merely because they enjoyed a £7,000
dividend last year. In the face of this
will the hon. member contend that his
proposal is in any sense equitable? Quite
a number of long established mines
have only reached the dividend paying
stage within a few years of the expira-
tion of their leases, while others, like
the Edna May, pay big dividends from
the jump.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: T suppose that,
with the exception of the Menzies Con-
solidated, every one of our mines became
dividend-paying within the first five
yvears?

Mr. Foley: No, not within the first
ten years.

The MINISTER FPOR MINES: We
have a similar position at Meekdtharra,
one of our richest distriets outside of
Kalgoorlie and Boulder., The fortunate
owners of those mines have been receiv-
ing larce sums in dividends every vear for
some vears past. They have something like
eizht or ten years of their leases to run.
Thev will go on receiving thase divi-
dends without being called upon to pay
this special taxation, while others, show-
ing only very small profits, wonld be
called wron to pay it. Tn 1903, over
£2.000.000 was paid in dividends by rold
minine companies in this State. -Since
that time the sum has fallen to a little
over €900,000. Yet it is at this stace
when the dividends have fallen hr
nearlv one half, at a time when mining
ean least bear any additional burden,

[ASSEMBLY.,

the hon. memher says the Government
should impose extra taxation upon the
ecompanies. During the passage of the
Mines Regulation Bill through the
House the burden of the complaint of
the leader of the Opposition on every
clause was that the indusiry could not
bear any additional burden.

Hon. J. D. Cobnolly: You are speak-
ing of the indusiry; Y referred only to
dividend paying mines.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
industry is made up of dividend paying
mines, and after all there is only one
mine in the State at present paying any-
thing like large dividends, and that is the
Great Boulder. The hon, member must
not judge the capaeity of the industry
to bear additional taxation by the pros-
perity of the Great Boulder mine.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: 1 did not propose
to place any burden on the industry, but
on the dividend paying mines, which is a
very different matter.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: When
the Mines Regulation Bill was being con-
sidered, members of the Opposition were
very loud in their complaints about plac-
ing any additional burden on dividend
paying mines.  The hon. member now
says they are wel]l able to bear it. It
was a different tale when the member for
Perth opposed the Bill In another place.

Hon. J. D. Conmolly: I sproke on behalf
of the small mines.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. memher did push forward the ques-
tion of the small mines, but that was not
the question he was considering.

Mz, Foley: The Bill did not affect the
smal} mines.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No,
and no epposition to the Bill was offered
v the owners of the small mines. The
opposilion came from the wealthy mine
owners and mostly from the centre of
the Golden Mile.

Mr, Folev: Mostly from the Chamher
of Mines.

The MINTSTER FOR VINES: And
it was the opinion of those gentlemen
whieh the hon, memher voiced at that
time. At least one member of Cabinet,
at the time this matter was under con-
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sideration, was opposed to the imposition
of this royalty, and the files show that he
staled if it was desired to obtain any ad-
ditional revenne from the mines of the
State, it should be done by means of the
Dividend Duties Act and not by these
means. Evidently he was overruled, be-
cause Cabinet decided otherwise.  An.
vther point made by the hon. member
was that the companies themselves were
perfectly willing to pay something for
the renewal of these leases, and he stated
in effect that the Government had granted
the renewal of these leases for nothing to
people who were perfectly willing to pay
for them. The papers do not bear the
hon. member ont in that eontention, be-
cause the Chamber of Mines, who it may
be taken, speak authoritatively for the
industry, were emphatically opposed to
any form of taxation whatever being
levied upon them in connection with the
renewal of the leases. The hon. member
during his recent election campaign made
some use of this statement at a meeting
held in Perth— -

Mr. Gregory, who was then Minister
for Mines, suggested that the lease-
holders could renew before the full
term was np by paying a lump sum or
by paying a sliding royalty on the
dividends they might disburse.  This
it was estimated would wvield to the
Government in return for the conces-
sion over £20,000 per annum,

That is nearly double the amount it
would have yielded.

Mr. Taylor: That is near enough for
electioneering purposes.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: That is the ealen-
lation made by the Mines Department at
the time.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
hon, member added—

The Chamber of Mines, on behalf of
the companies. were willing to pay
either 2 substantial lump sum or a
royalty, but they got from the Labour
Government for nothing something for
which they were prepared to pay the
Liberal Government about £20,000 a
year, It was a recommendation of Mr.
Gregory’s that money derived from this
source should go into a fund for the

The
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benefit of disabled miners; yet the
Labour Government, who were never
tired of claiming a monopoly of hu-
manitarianism in  these matlers, re-
newed {he leases withont asking for the
quid pro guo which the companies were
willing to give,
There are two definite statements—
firstly that the companies were perfectly
willing to pay the Liberal Government a
lump sum, and secondly, that Mr. Greg-
ory proposed to devote the money for
the benefit of disabled miners, Both
statements are absolutely ineorreet. The
hon. member repeated both statements
when submitting bis motion to the House,
and I think I shall he able to show from
the files that there is no foundation for
either statement. [ have a report of a
deputation which waited upon the then
Premier (Sir Newlon Moore} and My,
Gregory on the 20th August, 1910, The
deputation consisted of Mr. Hamilton,
chairman of the Chamber of Mines, and
Messrs. Black, Nicholson, Nicholas, Sutk-
erland and Mauoghan (general seeretary).
The deputation asked for a renewal of
these leases, and desired to find out ex-
actly on what terms the renewal would be
granted. Mr, Hamilton, in introducing
the deputation, said—

Some time ago the matter of renewal
of leases was brought up at the Cham-
ber of Mines. After thrashing the
matter out the Chamber eame to the
conclusion that it was not neeessary to
get a renewal at the present time; but
after some time had elapsed some of
the companies desired to have a re-
newsl, and we have received letiers
which render it imperative to reeon-
sider the question. Now we have come
to see how you view the matter, and if
you view it favourably to ascertain on
what conditions the renewal could be
made. We have a bazy notion that
there is a possibility of an extra tax
being pnt on for the privilege of this
renewal. We do not think that under
the éircumstances extra taxation is jus-
tified. (The Premier: “Was oot that
suggested by some of the mining com-
panies?”’) We are not responsible for
the suggestions made by people cutside
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of the Chamber. We are here as re-
presentatives of the Chamber of Mines
and the suggestion came from outside.
When you consider that these mines,
represented by the gentlemen here,
have already paid three-quariers of a
million sterling in direet taxalion and
that to-day the expenses of mining are
much greater, seeing that we have ex-
hausted the surplus ores and that we
have to find ores at greater depth—in
some of the mines it is getting very
great and all this adds to the expense
of mining—we think it is good policy
on the part of the State to give all the
reasonable indneements which the State
possibly ean to keep these mines going.,
That was the first definite statement on
the part of Mr. Hamilton that they were
opposed to any taxation,
Hon. Frank Wilson: Are you going to
lay the papers on the Table?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes;
that is on the file for which the hon, mem-
ber has asked. Further on Mr. Hamilton
stated—

As so much has to be done it wonld
be wise if Parliament granted a re-
newal of the leases hefore the expira-
tion of the present onhes, and we do not-
think it would be good policy to pen-
alise those mines which wish for a re-
newal. It wonld mean keeping your
railways, waterworks, and posts and
telegraphs going. We bring a lot of
material into the State—more than any
other industry—and that material pays
a very heavy daty. We pay on an
average £4 a week, which enables many
of the miners to save money and to go
on the land. YWhen you take all these
points into consideration, I think you
should come to the conelusion that these
renewals should be granted without any
further impost on the profits or the
dividends,

That is definite enough.

Hon, J. Mitchell: He would naturally
say that.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Nat-
urally, but I am combating the statement
made by the hon. member that the Cham-
ber of Mines were perfectly willing to

pay fhis taxalion. T am showing from
ihe remarks of the members of the
Chamber of Mines that the stalement
15 incorrect. Mr. Hamilton continued—
We pay on the Golden Mile £100,000
per month in wages to those working
on the mines and others econnected with
mining in the distriet.
Furiher on Mr. Hamilton stated—
If you accede to our request and put
before Parliament the justness of
granting an extension of these leases
without further laxalion, you may he
able to use the argumenis which I have
brought forward on behalf of the
Chamber in opposing the lines of the
Opposition.
It was feared by the Chamber of Mines
that the then Opposition wounld seek fo
impose some additional taxation, and Mr.
Hamilton was furnishing the then Pre-
mier and the Minister for Mines with
arguments to submit to the House against
any snch taxation. He also stated—
We think that the mines are tazed
quite heavily emough. If we were in
some conntries we ¢ould mine for three-
quarters of what we do now, but we
would not pay £4 a week to those en-
gaged in {be mines. It is a very im-
portant point if we ean keep the mines
going; there is not much chance of a
reduction and we hope to keep the
place going. We wish to treat a lower
grade of ore than we are doing at pre-
sent, The men in charge are doing their
best by the adoption of newer machi-
nery and more antomatic processes to
reduce the cost, but we have not much
hope of gelting a reduction for wages,
wood or water, and we do not want you
to place any further burden on us if
you can help it.

Further on he stated—
If you wish these mines to go ahead
with prospeecting work I think it would
be good policy on your part to adve-
cate liberality, seeing that so many are
going (o benefit by it. There are other
mines in the same position as onrselves.
They are getting down and will have
to do a lot of prospecting work. My
colleagues bere wili have something to
say during the interview, but these are
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the main faects we wish to place before
yon,

Mr. Black, another prominent member of

the Chamber of Mines, stated—
You stated in your speech at Meeka-
tharra the impertance of the mining
indusiry 1o lhe State. TYou said the
Government had done a great deal of
mining, and we perfectly agree with
you and appreciate what has been done.
You went on to say that the (overn-
ment could not do everything and hoped
that private enterprise would come
along and wonld do its pari. During
the last year or two there bas been
rather a cessation of private enterprise
and T think it is. due to the want of
stability of lenure to a very great ex-
tent, (The Premier: “I think indus-
frial troubles have something to do
with it.”) You cannot expeet to en-
courage those interested by the im-
position of new burdens. They will
certainly check it to some extent and
the position of the industry does pot
warrant any Government adding to the
burden,

That is a pretty definite statement in
view of the hon. member’s assertion. In
fact, one would gather from the hon.
member’s remarks that the Chamber of
Mines were anxipus to unload a certain
amount of cash on the Government for
the right of renewal.

Hon., Frank Wilson: They were anx-
ious to get a ‘renmewal of their leases.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Nat-
urally but could they have protested in
more emphalie language against any ad-
ditional taxation? The hon. member made
it appear to the country that we had de-
liberately refused to accept a lump sum

of money from this body. Mr. Black
added—
TE you will study the monthly and

vearly returns of the leading mines you
will find that two features stand ont—
an inerease in eost in winning the ore
and a decrease in the value of the ove,
We have very little hope of decreasing
the cost of winning gold. In view of
the lowering of the average grade of
ore and with further burdens we must
(s8]
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look around to see whether farther sav-
ipgs ean be made. . . Any additional
taxation that the Government ecould
levy would not amount to a very great
deal, Personally I am entirely op-
posed to this application for a renewal
at all as T am perfectly satisfied to wait
until the ‘expiration of the leases.

The companies were asking for a re-
newal of their leases some three or four
vears before the time for their expira-
tion, and Mr. Black said he was willing
to wait unlil the expiration and take his
chance.

Hon, Frank Wilson: The others were
not: ihey raised the question.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
was necessary that they should know be-
cause in the big mines they wanted to
keep developmental work well ahead and
to know what the future was likely to be.
It was reasonable for them to inguire
tbree or four years before the expiration
of their leases what the position would
be, In another portion of the report I
have guoted, the Premier asked—

What effect has the uncertainty of re-
newal on the development work abead?
I understood that one of the prineipal
reasons for arriving at some decision
a few years ahead was to cover your
policy of development work,
To this Mr, Black replied—

I can conly speak for one individual
mine, If we were advised that at the
end of oar present lease additional
taxation would be levied it would be a
question of policy for that mine to
tear out now whatever profits it eould
and after that to leave a low grade
mine which wounld entail the expendi-
ture of a large amount of money to
locate fresh ore bodies. We spend
£30,000 a vear to keep our reserves in
a fairly solid position. These Tich
mines, as thev are called, it is stated
should pay beavy taxation. If it were
not for the few rich mines there would
be very little mining in the eountry.
It is quite an unsound policy to lose
sight of these rich mines and the public
lose sight of the enormous amount of
money men have lost in other mines.
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The other members of the deputation also
ook the same objection that was taken
oy Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Black.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: You would
scarcely have expeeted anything else at a
public deputation.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Bat
this was not a public deputation, It was
a deputation of which the public knew
nothing at the time, and of which not a
line appeared in the Press. The public
were not aware of the very important
fact that the Chamber of Mines were
waiting on members of the Government
for a renewa) of these leases. If was not
only not a public deputation but a pri-
vale one, but the notes of the deputation
were sent to the Chamber of Mines for
revision, alteration or amendment, and
subsequently returned by the Secretary
of the Chamber of Mines to the then
Minjster for Mines with the necessary
alterations made.

Mr. Foley: They did the same with
the Mines Regulation Bill,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: This
was all going on bekind the backs of the
public, There were two deputations in
all, but the public bad no inkling what-
ever as to what the Chamber of Mines
were desiring, or as to what was contem-
plated to be done. So much, therefore,
for the hon. member’s statement about
this being a public deputation. T have
no doubt that a lot more was said at the
deputation than appeared in the notes,
after they had been sub-edited both by
the Minister concerned and the Chamber
of Mines,

Mr. Foley: They were all after the fee
simple of the ground, but there is no
mention of that here,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: As a
matter of fact there is a paragraph in
this report whick goes {o show that many
other matiers were discussed as well as
this particular matter. One was the ten-
ure or the freehold of the leases, and the
Minister then had a printed draft copy
of the Bill submitted to the Chamber of
Mines for their comments.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: What Bill?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
proposed amendment to the Mining Act.
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There is a printed copy of it on the files
and it has been there for some years. The
hon, member’s Government, however, did
not dare to introduce it. They desired to
hand over practically the freehold or
something equivalent to these people, bul
were afraitd to iniroduee it. And yet the
hon, member now comes along and com-
plains of our over-generous attitude 1v
these people, to whom his Governmenl
were perfectly willing to hand over the
freehold if they thought there was any
possibility of their being able to gel this
through.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: That is not right,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is
right.

Hon, J. Mitehell: " You know it is nol
right. You did the work and gave them

the renewals.

Mr. Holman: They called it security
of {enure,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: You have given
them seeurity of tenure for another 21
YEars.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Cer-
tainly; they were entitled to it. One
ean hardly believe the evidence of one’s
senses when one hears protests coming
from the other side of the House in re-
gard to this matter. I can hardly un-
derstand the leader of the Opposition
(Hon. Frank Wilson) and the hon. mem-
ber for Perih {Hon. J. D, Connolly) pro-
testing against our being, over-generous
to these mine owners. Mr. Black went
on to say—

Since the imposition of the divi-
dend duty in 1903 the mines were
paying on .two millions; in 1914, two
millions; in 1907, one willion seven
bundred thousand; in 1908, one mil-
lion four hundred thousand; and 1909,
one million three hundred thousand,
and this year so much less, During
those prosperous years the Government
had power to levy additional taxation
oh those mines, At the expiration of
the leases we get onr 21 vears’ renewal,
and a few years ago dividends were
nearly double what they are to-day.

Mr. Black pointed out that these pros-
perous days, when they were paying
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nearly two millions in dividends, fur-
nizhed an opportunity for the Govern-
mett{ (0 get additional revenue if they so
desived,

Hon, J. Mitehell: They had the leases
for 21 years.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member thought that those who in-
vested their money in mining proposi-
tions should be singled out.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It is marvellons
how you adopt these arguments.

The MINISER FOR MINES: Be-
eause it snits the oceasion, and because
the hon. member’s argument is {o my
mind unanswerable. This country and
this House would not be justified in
loading np taxation on the industry in
its declining days which it did not im-
pose in its prosperous days.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You did not lis-
ten to the arguments with regard to the
Mines Regulations Aect.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Be-
cause of Mr. Black’s argument ou this
particular case, it is no reason why I
shounld adopt his opinions in regard to
all matters affecting mines.

Mr. Foley: I should like to have Mr.
Black’s true opinion on the Mines Re-
eulation Aet.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: In re-
ply to the statement of Mr. Black, the
then Premier said—

We have always to take into con-
sideration the necessities of the Treas-
ury. Take for instanee the land tax
coming in and the finaneial position
of the Commonwealth.

Mr. Hamilton then said—

There is another reason and that is,
judging by the Federal elections, there
may be a different party in power
later on when it would not be advis-
able to approach that party.

He was a very bad judge.

Hon. J. D. Connolly:
was.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
Hamilton econtinued—

If we do not get a renewal there is
a danger af the end of the term, that
a party will be in power who might

He certainly

Mr.
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think nationalisation is better than a

renewal of the lease.

Then Sir Newton Moore expressed him-
self as being very strongly opposed to
any nationalisation of our gold mines.

Mr. Foley: No wonder the Labour
men got turned out on the goldfields,

Hon. J. Mitchell: They ounght to be
turned out for this.

Hon, Frank Wilson: What did he say
ahon{ the proposal to pay for a renewal
of the leases?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Sir
Newton Moore was non-committal, and
said that it was a matter for his eol-
league, the Minister for Mines, and that
later on the matter would be gone care-
fully inte. In faet, he gave the usual
stereotyped reply that the matter wonid
receive consideration.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Read the min-
ute of the Minister for Mines to Cab-
inet.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am
not denying what the intentions of the
Minister for Mines or the then Govern-
ment were according to the file. They
did "propose to charge a royalty, on the
recommendation of the them Mines for
Mines. The Minister for Mines spoke
after the Premier, and he said—

What you want to consider and ad-
vise us about in the event of coming
to any conclusion regarding thiz mat-
ter is whether you are ready to decide
about the other portions of the Bill

This deputation was evidently discuss-
ing an amendment to the Mining Aet.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: They had been
amending the Mining Aet to do this.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Al
that was required was an amendment of
one clause. There were very compre-
hensive amendments proposed.

Mr, Heitmann: Which practieally in-
cluded the fee simple.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:. The
Minister for Mines continued—

I have placed before the Premier what

has been done in meany of the other

Stales, and my opinion is that when

the Treasurer finds himself in a hole

and he coosiders it necessary, we
ought to increase the dividend duty,
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and that means we tell the mining
industry we expect them to give us
more money and fo give us greater
assistance. If that was not approved
by Cabinet (and we have of conrse to
consider the Treasury in dealing with
matters of that sort) there is the gues-
tion of whether we should charge roy-
alty, though I am afraid a small roy-
alty on the value of minerals won
would be rather a heavy impost on
those mines not making any profit.
The Minister for Mines (Mr. Gregory)
wrote a marginal note opposite the para-
graph to this effect—

I gave the deputation my views
fully, which are very much distorted
here. I said that Y did not favour any
imposition npon the renewal of a lease
but that the Treasurer should have
the power to increase the rate fixed by
the Dividend Duties Aet as oceasion
might warrant,

Mr. Heitmann: What does the hon.
member say to that?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That
was the opinion of Mr, Gregory at that
time, but later on he made a different
recommendation. I think I bhave con-
clusive preof from that file that the hon.
member was incorrect in his statement
that the mine owners and the Chamber
of Mines were perfectly willing to pay.
There ecan be no question about that
from the evidence disclosed in these
notes. There is a further proof in the
letter from the secretary of that body.
dated 1st December, 1909, addressed to
the then Minister for Mines, as follows:

Adverting {o your meeting with the

representative of the exeentive
council of the Chamber bheld in
this office on the 14th ultimo.

I am directed to inferm you that
the council have now given care-
ful consideration to the matters
then under discussion and have de-
sided that as far as renewals of leases
are concerned, the Government should
amend the Aect so as to give the Min-
ister power to renew any lease within
five years of ifs expiration. They are.
however, unable to agree with your
view that the consideration for such
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renewal should be a royalty on divi-
dends or profits, and if the Govern-
ment cannot see their way to waive
that condition, the Chamber would
not desire you to proceed any further
with the proposed legislation. With
.regard to the suggested transfer of
the Labour covenants from the regula-
tions under the Mining Act to the
principal Act, the council are distinet-
ly favourable to such a course, but
they are of the opinion that it is inex-
pedient to bring the proposal before

Parliament at the present time,

That conclusively proves that the hon.
member was wrong in saying that the
Chamber of Mines were perfectly will-
ing to agree to this proposal. The other
point was that it was proposed to devote
the money so raised to the welfare, or
relief, of disabled miners. I do not
know what may have been in the minds
of the Government at the time, but there
is certainly not one line or word on the
files indicating that it wus proposed to
do it. There is much on the file, however
which goes to prove that the extra
money was wanted in order, as Mr.
Gregory says, to help the Treasurer out
of a hole.

Mr. Munsie: For eight years they re-
fused all requests from the Miners’ As-
sociation, even a request to build a new
sanatorium or to make inquiries in re-
gard to onme.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: That is all the
more reason why they shonld have paid
something for the renewals,

Mr. Munsie: The Government refused.

Mr, Foley: That is a deathbed re-
pentance on behalf of the Liberals.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Ihave
here a copy of an interview that the
Sunday Times had with Mr. Grerorv
only recently, in which the burden of his
complaint is that the present Federal
Government propose to make these min-
ing leases pay a land tax. He says, in
reply to the interviewer—

I hardly like to discuss the subjeet
now in face of the action of the Fed-
eral Government in imposing a tax on
leaseholds, in addition to heavy and
prohibitive duties on mining require-

-
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ments, a policy which must tend to re-
strict the development of the indus-
try.
Immediately some other Government
propose to place additional taxation on
the industry, Mr, Gregory complains.
Hon. Frank Wilson: Of conrse.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: He
does not complain from the point of
view that the tax is being paid to the
Federal anthorities as against the State,
but ton the gronnd that the industry can-
not bear the additional burden.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Not a double
burden.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: They
have not got any other burden at the
present time.

Hon. J. D. Connolly. He meant he
was not in favour of a State tax now
on account of the burden the Federal
Government were putting on.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes;
we have heard about the question of the
burden so long; and every time an effort
bas been made to improve the conditions
of the men working in our mines by meth-
ods involving the eompanies in some little
additional expenditure the hon. member
and those associated with him have been
loud in their complaints against the pro-
posal. I ask the hon. member, would he
have made this change during the time he
sat in another place as a Tepresentative
of the goldfields? It is a most singular
thing that the hon. member has awakened
to the necessity for imposing these addi-
tional burdens on the mining industry,
only sinee he has beecome polifically sep-
arated from the goldfields.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: I have always
ndvocated an 1mpost for renewal,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member may have held that opinion,
but certainly he has never publicly pro-
claimed it. I have no reeollection of ever
hearing of, or reading, any utterance of
the hon, member to that effect, anywhere.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: T did not confrol
the Mines Department, and I was not
likely to make a public statement on that
point; at all events, not while T was a
Minister.
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Mr. Foley: You were asked a question
on that point in Broad Arrow the last
time you were elected. How did you
answer that question, that night, on the
tenure of leases? Do you remember?

Hon, J. D. Connolly: No; T do not re-
member. T shall be glad to be reminded
of it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Per-
haps, after all, the best reply to the mem-
ber for Perth comes from a source to
which one would not have dreamt of look-
ing for it prior to the submission of this
motion; and that source is the Monthly
Journal of the Chamber of Mines, West-
ern Australia.

Hon, J. D. Counolly: You rather fav-
our their arguments latterly, do you not?

Hon. Frank Wilson: The Minister re-
presents the Chamber of Mines now.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No
one hag ever heard me say other than
that tbe Chamber of Mines is a bhody
composed of very capable and honourable
men. No one has ever heard me say any-
thing conflicting with that.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No; but, by Jove!
yon have atiacked them, all right.

The Attorney General: When they
were wrong.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: T

have never attaeked the members of the
Chamber of Mines in any personal sense,
No doubt T have pointed out the neces-
sity for improved eonditions in Western
Anstralian mines,

Hon, J. D. Connolly: Those arguments
which you are quoting are not personal
arguments, but the arguments of the re-
presentatives of the mining industry.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: They
are perfectly sound argnments, and that
is why I am quoting them. I agree with
them, and it is an astonishing thing to
find the member for Perth disagreeing
with them.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: It is just as
astonishing that you should agree with
them.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Not
so mueh.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Shall
I read a speech of the hon. member, de-
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livered in another place, on the Mines
Regulation Billg
. Hon, J.-D. Connolly: That is a distinet
and separate question from the present
question.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: Per-
havs I may read the speech of the leader
of the Oppaosition,

Hon, Frank Wilson: A verv good
speech.
The MINISTER TFOR MINES: A

most exeellen! speech; a well read speech,
I should say.
" Hon. Frank Wilson: Not read.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon, memher was, however, speaking
from very full notes, as of course on
highly technical matiers one is obliged
o do.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That is right.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: From
the point of view of an opponent, the
speech of the leader of the QOppeosition
was most excellent.  Here, however, I
have the Monthly Journal of the Cham-
hier of JMines issued on the 30th January,
1915; and I cannot hmt think it will be
interesting to the House to learn what
that publication has to say regarding the
attitude of the member for Perth.

Hon. J. D. Connelly: It is bound not
te be very complimentary,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: 1
really never thought that it would fall to
my lot to quote this journal by way of
answer to the hon. member—

One cannot help wondering what
motives actuated AMr. J. D. Connolly.
now M.L.A. for Perth, when he re-
cently made in the Assembly a bitter
and apparently vindictive attack on the
gold-mining companies of this State.
On January 13 he moved that all pap-
ers conneeted with the renewal of the
gold-mining leases should be laid on
the. table of the House. He made a
long speech in support of his motion.
and in the eourse of it he delivered

. himself of the following assertioms. in
particilar reference to the mines of the

Golden Mile: — *Western Australia

does net owe these companies any
. special eonsideration. Thev came to

this eountry, and they have obtained
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some 24 millions of money by way of
dividends, and 1hey have given the
State little or no consideration what-
ever in return. . The majority of
the companies constituting the Cham-
ber of Mines have been worthless eom-
panies so far as \Western Australia is
concerned. . . This State owes nothing
to the English gold-mining companies.
The State is entitled to justice. The
cempanies have received all and taken
all the money they eould possibly ex-
tract from the mines, We have had the
benefit onlyv of the wages paid; the
dividends have heen taken to london.
These companies have paid 23 million
pounds in dividends during the last 20
vears, and 1 doubt whether they have
spent £10.000 legitimately in the de-
velopment of mines outside of their
own.”

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Which is per-
feetly true. '

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
tnembers of the Chamber of Mines were
just as much astonished as members of
this House were. at hearing such state-
ents from that particular source.  The
article continues—

Tt may be doubted whether Mr. Con-
nollv would have permitted himself to
use such—to put it mildly—misleading
language during his long residence on
the fields and when he sat in the Legis-
lative Courncil for a gold-mining eon-
stituency. He now represents Perth,
and change of seat has apparently
brought change of opinicn.

There is profound wisdom in some of
these ohservations.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The change of
opinion is due to changed climatic con-
ditions,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Thal
is so, no donbt. We are all creatures of
environment.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: I am glad you
admit that. .

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
article proceeds——

Mr. Connolly caniradicts himself. In
one place he says the gold@-mining
ecompanies have taken out of the State
in twenty vears some 23 or 24 millions
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of money, and have given the State
little or nothing in return; they have
been worthless companies so far as the
State is econcerned. Later on he quali-
fies these sweeping statements by the
admission that we have had the benefit
of the wages paid. In twenly years
the wages paid directly to workers on
the mines would amount to something
like 60 millions, if not more, which is a
fairly large sum, Mr. Connolly makes
no mention of the 5 per eent. tax on
dividends. On his figures that bas
already totalled nearly a million and
a quarter, again 0o inconsiderable sum.
At the outset of his speech, Mr. Con-
nolly made a passing reference to the
rent charged for gold-mining leases,
namely, £1 per acre per annum, when
he eontrasted the £90 per annum paid
by the Great Boulder Proprietary with
the value of the gold won from the
lease and the amount paid in divi-
dends—which, by the way, he stated at
five millions instead of the more correet
figure of about four million. Consid-
ering the enormous acreage that the
gold-mining leases of the State have
apgregated during the last fwenby
years, it is plain thai the State has de-
rived from them a very large tofal sum
at the rent of £1 per acre per annum,
I may incidentally remark that last year
we received £22,000 by way of lease rents
from Western Australian mining eom-
panies,
The amounnts paid by the gold-mining
companies in wages to employees on
the mines, in dividend tax, and in rent
of leases are alone quite suffictent to
controvert Mr, Connolly’s sweeping as-
sertion that the English gold-mining
companies have been worthless com-
panies so far as Western Australia is
concerned. Yet these direct gains are
only a small part comparatively of
what the State has derived from the
gold-mining industry. The indireet
gains, which the member for Perth was
astute enough to ignore altogether, have
been, and still are, even greater. Not
without reason has it been said that, as
the gold-mining industry made Vietoria
and New South Wales in the fifties, so
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the same industry in exactly the same
way made West Australin forty years
later in {he nineties, In twenty years
the gold-mining industry, and nothing
but that industry, has rebuilt the city
that Mr. Counolly now represents in
Parliament, and has converted Perth
from a sleepy hollow inte the splendid
city that it is to-day.
All very true.
Its traders, acting as middlemen have
levied rich toll on the enormouns gquan-
Lities of stores that the mines use every
year, and the wealth derived from this
source has gone to the general enrich-
ment of the State, The agricoltural in-
dustry, again, has thriven apace, since
in the large and prosperous communi-
ties of the goldfields towns it found o
ready market for all, and more than
all, that it could produece,
Hon, Frank Wilson: Hold on!
about the expori of wheat?
The MINISTER FOR MINES: That
would apply only this last year or twa.
Hon. Frank Wilson: Western Aus-
tralia has been exporting fruit for a good
many years,
Hon. J. Mitehell: And wool.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: That
is so, bui only in a little way
Hon, Frank Wilson: No. In a large
way,
The MINISTER ¥FOR MINES: The
journal proceeds to say—
The zold-mining indusiry pays, as we
have noticed, something like three mil-
_ lions sterling a year to actual workers
on the mines, and it is probably re-
sponsible for the payment of as muach
again t¢ workers employed in sub-
sidiary industries indirectly connected
with mining, such as those that furnish
the mines with firewood and other
necessary supplies. Mr. Connolly, in
his narrow-minded parochialism—
Hon. J. D. Connolly: I am glad you
are taking that journal as your bible
now,
The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
extract continues—
—has a grievance against the English
mining companies which, so far as one
can judge by his spesch, seems to be

What
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that they have taken about 24 million
sterling in dividends out of the country
in 20 years, while that money might
have been retained in the State if the
mines had been developed on local
capital, He alludes over and over
again to the Great Boulder as if it
was a lypical West Australian mine.
It is nothing of the sort; it is the ex-
eeption. Local capital, as Mr. Connolly
ought to know very well, would never
have been forthecoming to develop the
Great Boulder or any other mine in the
State, Local capital to the necessary
exient could never have been available
to take the chanee of success, as in the
case of the Great Boulder and other
mines, or of failure, as in the case of
many cothers, wmost of which are now
forgotten names. Let Mr. Connolly
reckon up how moech British eapital
has been poured into Western Auns-
tralia in mining ventures, and compare
this amount with the dividends paid,
and he will see that this State has
much to thank the English mining com-
panies for,
This is the first occasion on which I have
resorted to quotation from the Monthiy
Journal of the Chamber of Mines, ex-
cept for the purpose of combating 1ts
arguments and views, The article I have
read, however, sams np the position most
ably. No doubt, it was perfectly within
the right of the State to impose any con-
ditions that Parliament might deem fit
for the renewal of the leases; but 1 main-
tain that the Government acted rightly
in refusing to place any additional bor-
dens upon the mines at this stage, Take
the case of pastoral leases, which also ron
for & term. The member for Perth, by
way of interjection, asked whether in the
ease of those leases the Government do
not reappraise rents on the expiration of
the term. Certainly we do reappraise
those renis; but it may be that, so far
from raising them, we reduee them.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: I was not refer-
Ting lo pastoral leases, I was reminding
you of the Bili brought in by your Gov-
ernment to provide for leasehold tenure,
under which Bill there is reappraisement
every 15 or 20 years.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
comparison I am instituting is perfectly
fair, If it were found, upon the pastoral
leases falling in, that during the life of
those leases their value had deteriorated,
that they were at the expiration of their
lerm of less value than in their earlier
stages, would Parliament increase the
rentals? Certainly not. If it could be
shown that the leases had become less
productive or less valuable, the rentals
would, on the contrary, be reduced.

Hou, J. D. Connolly: Quite so; and
because ihese gold-mining leases are more
valuable, you refuse io increase the
rentals.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Not
at all. The reatals of pastoral leaseholds,
in the eircurnstances I have suggested,
would be reduced. And that is exactly
the position which has been reached as
regards the mining industry in this
State. The gold-mining industry has, un-
fortunately, as hon. members are aware,
been a gradually diminishing quantity
for some years past, both as regards the
output of gold and as regards the profit
derived from that output. Year by year
both outpat and profit have been going
down, I ask, in view of the posifion in
which the industry finds itself, eertainly
the most eritical position it bas experi-
enced in its entire hisfory, would the
Government be justified in placing ad-
ditional burdens upon the industry?
Never in all its existence was the industry
less able to bear further imposts.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: I say again that
you would not be placing any burden on
the industry, since it is only the dividend
paying companies that would be asked 1o
pay.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is
an extraordinary argument that becanse
a company has put a guarter of a mil-
lion of menbey into a mining venture, and
is receiving in dividends, say, a thousand
pounds a year, no burden is imposed on
that company if extra taxation is heaped
upon it. A mining company’s profits
may hot represent anything like an ade-
quate return for the money invested in
the mine, and yei the member for Perth
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would seek to impose extra taxation upon
such a company, The mere fact that a
mine is paying dividends does not in it-
self go to prove that the people who put
their money into the mine are drawing
unduly large profits. They may, on the
contrary, even be out of pocket, by rea-
son of their investment in mining pro-
perty. Of recent years we have heard
a great deal of the eare with which the
Government should proceed in order to
avoid scaring ecapital away from the
State, and in order to refrain from doing
anything which might tend to discourage
or prevent investment of outside eapital
in the Western Anstralian mining indus-
try. And now, at this stage, the hon.
member is complaining becavse we have
not adopted that very identical course.
He is actually complaining because the
Government have not seen fit to take that
conrse. I contend that, in view of the
position of the industry at the time in
question, the Government were justified,
and amply justified, in refusing to exact
any additional payment for the renewal
of these leases, They were justified, fur-
ther, for the reason that the proposed
burden was inequitable, as T have pointed
out, The position would have heen cre-
ated that the rich mines of Meekatharra
would continue paying large dividends
year by year, and contributing nothing
extra to the Treasury. The Edna May
mine, which paid dividends totalling
£63,000 last year, wounld have econtri-
huted nothing extra; but the little Men-
zies Consolidated mine, which has kept
alive for 21 years without ever paying &
penny in divdends until last year, when
it made a paliry profit of £5,000, would
have been called on to bear additional
taxation. That is how the imposition of
a royalty would work out, and 1 say that
in view of all the circumstances we shonld
not be justified in imposing a royalty. I
have disproved the contention of the hon.
member that the companies were willing
to pay, and that it was proposed to de-
vote this money towards assisting disabled
-miners. 1 cannot imagine that the leader
of the Opposition—and I know he is al-
ways fair-minded where the investment
of funds and wealth is concerned—be-
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lieved that at this stage the Stale would
have been jusiified in placing this extra
taxation upon those who had embarked
their eapital in the mining indusiry.

Mr. FOQLEY (Leonora) [547]: After
having listened to the speeches made by
the member for Perth and the Minister
for Mines, T have come to the conclusion
that this is one of the most subtle party
moves I have ever known,

Hon. I'rank Wilson:
half?

Mr. FOLEY: On behalf of the hon,
member who interjected, the member for
Perth, and generally the party to which
he belongs.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Nothing of the
kind; it is entirely my own meotion.

Mr. FTOLEY: It was a death-bed re-
pentance on the part of the Liberal Gov-
ernment when they gave consideration to
the Bill. The Minister for Mines has
shown us that our friends opposite be-
lieved that a Labour Government would
probably succeed them in office. They
were good judges, and that foct in itself
was sufficient reason for the Chamber of
Wines to get in early and secretly, and
in every way they possibly could, so as
Lo have their ends served before the ad-
vent of the Labour Government. The
speech made by the hon. member for
Perth clearly shows that a different atfi-
tude was taken by him when he was
a Minister, and when he represented a
provinee in the Legislative Couneil. TIf
that had not been the case, when the hon.
member was seeking re-election in a min-
ing constituency, he would have made
this one of the burning questions, becanse
at that very time the subject of security
of tenure was being diseussed in every
portion of the goldfields. I asked the
hon. member at that time whether his
Government had any idea of altering the
tenure of the leases on the goldfields, and
Ite said that the matter was then receiv-
ing the consideration of the Government.
I do not know whether the hon, member
had the information before him at that
time as to what was really being done;
at any rate, I am not going to accuse
him of having it,

On whose be-
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Hon, J. D. Connolly: That was in
1908; what the Minister quoted oceurred
in 191¢.

Mr. FOLEY: In 1908 the chance of
the return of a Labour Government was
even more reinote than in 1910, and in
1908 thronghout the goldfields areas the
question of the tenure of leases was a
burning one. If the then Government were
giving consideration in 1908 to the mat-
ter of the tenure of leases, a deputation
from the Chamber of Mines, a secret
deputation, approached the Minister and
put their case before him, and we learn
from the file from which the Minister
read to-night that there was a non-com-
miftal answer given by the Chamber of
Mines. There must have been some-
thing eonsidered then, and Mr. Gregory
who was the Minister for Mines at that
time, was one of the men who on the
poldfields did say that he believed in the
freehold system. I do not intend to
quote the Chamber of Mines, but I do
intend to charge the member for Perth
and those who were his colleagues at
ihat time with having taken their di-
rections solely and wholly from the
Chamber of Mines.

Hon. J. Mitehell: You are wrong.

Mr. FOLEY: I asked for the produec-
tion of papers in comnneetion with the
1006 regulations, and when they were
laid on the table of the House, T found
from them that a draft copy of the Bill
had been sent to the Chamber of Mines.
It was not, however, sent to any of the
unions. Mr. Gregory then sent np word
that he would ask the unions for advice
in regard to the proposed legislation
and at one of their meetings he took ad-
vice from them and then went direct
to the Chamber of Mines. When the
Bill made its appearance, there was not
a seintilla of evidence to show that he
had taken a bit of notice of the advice
he had got from the unions, but that, on
the other hand, he had adopted the di-
rections of the Chamber of Mines.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: He did inter-
view both sides, thent?

Mr. FOLEY: He heard both sides,
bat he only took directions from one. 1
am going o quote some telegrams to
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prove that there has always been some-
thing of a secretive nature between the
Liberal Governments of this State and
the Chamber of Mines, something that
the publie never got to know about, some-
thing that they should have known of.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Nonsense.

Mr. FOLEY: Mr, Maughan, who was
secretary to the Chamber of Mines, is
one of the cleverest men in the State,
and the Liberal Government knew it.
Mr. Gregory wired te him when the Bill
was prepared, and Mr. Maughan replied
asking whether it was true that the
Bill had already gone to the Coun-
c¢il and whether there would be any
opportunity of dealing with eertain
amendments. Then Mr. Maughan in the
telegram went on to deal with an
amendment which had been proposed by
Mr. Holman, and he was assured that
no amendments of any deseription would
be made and that the Bill would be
printed in about a fortnight. A copy
of the proposed amendments was sent to
the Chamber of Mines for their consider-
ation, but none was sent to the miners’
union, no matter how able they might
have been to express an opinion.

Hon. J, Mitchell: Did they ask?

Mr, FOLEY: Certainly, and they got
a point blank refusal from the then Min-
ister for Mines.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What has all this
to do with the question of the renewal
of the leases? You are discussing an old
Bill.

Mr. FOLEY: The file shows that Mr.
Maughan asked for further information,
and that a promise was given that it
would be supplied to him.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order ! T must ask
the hon. member to confine his remarks
to the motion. The matter he is intro-
ducing has no particular reference to the
question before the House.

Mr. FOLEY: I was quoting the wires
to show that when the Liberal Govern-
ment drafted the Bill they had no idea
of putting it on the statuie-book. .

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member
disenssing the Bill or this motion?

Mr. FOLEY: I was just making an
explanation about the telegrams. With
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vegard to the impost which the member
for Perth said should be put on the in-
dustry, I want to make it clear that
while Mr. Hamilton said the whole of
the tax if imposed would bring in
£20,000, whenever any of our friends
opposite are asked to do anything for
the benefit of the mining indusiry which
will eost anything like that amonnt,
it is always turned down by them. The
mernber for Perth told us that these peo-
ple connected with the mining industry
were willing to bear this taxation. I can
assure him that they are not willing to
bear this or any other taxation.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is ne reason
why it should not be imposed.

My. FOLEY: I do not think it should
be imposed. I believe the incidence would
be most unfair. Wehen a mine has been
brought to the producing stage, that has
often been done by the industry and
ability of the man managing the mine.

Hon. .J. D. Connolly: That is what he
is paid for.

Mr, FOLEY: If a mine is proving to
sume extent sucecessful, the shareholders
will reap some benefit, and becanse they
have exercised good jndgment in the
selection of their manager, hon. mem-
bers would tax their industry, whereas
another mine while it might be doing
equally good work, but might not be a
paying mine, hon. members would say
that that mine should not pay anything.
After all, it must be remembered that
the dividends which have been won
from mines have been won principally
through the men who are engaged in the
industry. While the member for Perth
wishes to tax the industry to the extent
that he proposes, he has never on one
occasion voted in the direetion of doing
anything for the men wbo have been
responsible for the production of big
dividends for the companies,

Hon. J. Mitchell: You said just now
the managers were responsible for every-
thing.

Mr. FOLEY: Recently the question
of how much they eould afford to pay
was discussed in Kalgoorlie. The whole
of the mines in this State are payiug
£7,000 a year towards the miners’ relief
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fund, and they are doing that voluntarily.
For many years the companies refused
1o contribute towards this fund, but now
the companies, the miners’ uniops, and
the Government are contributing in
equal proportions, £21,000, and the
returns from this taxation wonld mean,
as Mr, Hamilten bas said, £20,000. If
the member for Perth (Hon. J. D. Con-
nolly) wishes to impose fair taxation on
those companies let him impose it on the
whole of the indnstry. He said the leases
reverted back to the Crown.

Hon. J. D. Connally: No, I did not,
The companies have a right to renewal.

Mr, FOLEY: The leases were valueless
in the beginning, and only by the indus-
try of the men working in the mines have
they become valnable. Because of that
the member for Perth wishes to tax the
mines, It is a most unjust proposal. The
Menzies Consolidated was said to be an
izolated case, There are other mines of
the class in the State,

Hon, J. D. Connolly: Name one,

Mr, FOLEY: For 10 years the Gwalia
mine did not pay a dividend. The lease
falls in very soon. Recently the eom-
pany spent £50,000 in procuring the most
up-to-date plant in the country. Now,
because they are bringing mining opera-
tions right up to date and keeping men
employed, the hon. member would put
& special impost on them. The Menzies
Consolidated bhas battled along for 21
years and only recently paid the first,
dividend. If we put this further impost
on that company, what indueement will
they have to go on prospecting? ¥From a
party point of view it was unwise for the
hon, member to ask for these papers.
While ibe Liberals were in power, when-
ever we had before the Chamber any-
thing pertaining to mining cnly one side
of the guestion was seriously eonsidered.
If the hon. member really desires to assist
the indusiry be will not find members on
this side waniing in their support.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
[64]): [t is most refreshing to contem-
plate the Minister for Mines and the
member for Leonora (Mr. Foley) as
staunch supporiers of the Chamber of-
Mines,
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The Minister for Mines: It was refresh-
ing to hear the aitack from the guarter
whence it came.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: From time
immemorial, whenever a member of this
party has discussed the mining industry
he has been asccused of airing the views
of the Chamber of Mines, of acting by

their instructions, of considering their’

udvantage against all others, and of op-
posing the interests of the workers. I
appreciate the very friendly remarks of
the Minister for Mines on this oceasion
in regard to the Chamber of Mines as
representing the industry. I am pleased
indeed to find that at last his heart has
warmed to that body, and that he has
now announced publicly that jnstead of
being ount to exploit the publie—which
used to be the standing charge against
the Chamber—to-day they are an hon-
ourable body of men anxious to further
the industry for the benefit of this State.

The Minister for Mines: Be quite fair;
I have never made any of those charges.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I accept the
Minister’s statement; but the charges
bave been made on hundreds of occasions
by nearly every member of his party.
1t is gratifying to know that at last the
Government, as avowed by the Minister for
Mines, realise that the Chamber of Mines
is doing its utmost to advance the interests
of the State. Without exception we all
admit that the mining industry made this
State in the early years. When I came
here, 23 years ago, Western Anustralia
was insignificent in point of population
and of enterprises. It was practically
dormant, and the gold mining industry
revived the State, as it has revived every
other country where gold has been dis-
covered in any quantity, Therefore it
behoves us to remember in these days
what the indusiry has done for the State
in the past, and do all in our power to
enable it to continue as long as possible.
However, this cannot slways be effected
by the introduction of new legislation of
the class of the Mines Regnlation Bill;
nor does it follow that the industry must
be injured beecause, some six years ago,
there was a suggestion to put a small im-
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post upon companies who asked for a re-
newal of their leases. I have been re-
freshing my memory from the file kindly
lent me by the Minister. It seems that I
first made a move in the matter. It was
the outecome of a representation and some
remarks which fell from Mr. Maughan,
the then secretary of the Chamber of
Mines, when the renewal of the leases was
sought. My minute was addressed to the
Minister for Mines of the day, and it
asked that he should go into the matter,
as it seemed to me an opportunity of
getting an increased revenue. We had
granted & 21 years’ lease of a national
asset of the State on the nominal terms
of a £1 per acre per annum to any one
who elected to undertake mining opera-
tions in Western Australia. Scores of
enterprises in this direction were failures,
while others struck it rich. The lessees
worked for 21 years, got all they could
out of the property—and rightly so—
after which the question arose as to
whether they should be granted renewals
of their leases. The Act provides that
they shonld have renewals on such terms
and conditions as Parliament might im-
pose. I do not think that, at any rate at
that time, it was extraordinary to say,
“We are going to renew something that
in some instances is of excessive value.
We are going to renew these leases to
these people for another 21 years; are we
not entitled to ask them for some con-
sideration, especially in view of the im-
mense amount of money that has heen
spent and is being expended on the in-
dustry by the State?” T do not think it
was an unfair attitnde to take up, We
were extending the terms of the leases to
21 vears. Some of them were of no value,
while others were of exceeding value, and
the profits taken from the mines were
depreciating considerably. Undoubtedly
the renewals were of great value io the
mine-owners, because they were making
application for the renewals, and it was
necessary that they should have some
security of tenure. Every other form of
lease is subject to some impost on re-
newals. In the case of hotels, directly
the lease expires & special charge is made
for the renewal.
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The Minister for Mines: The worst
feature of the present proposal is that
we would be putting on an extra tax in
the declining days of the industry.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: There is a
lot of sound commonsense in the Minis-
ter’'s argument, and to-day, of course, it
is very much more aceentuated than it
was five or six years ago, when the ques-
tion was first mooted.

The Minister for Mines: And in those
days yon proposed to exaet that royalty
in consideration of renewing the leases
three or four years before they had ex-
pired,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That was
ihe position in & nutshell. They wanted
the renewals in advance in order that
they might retain the confidence of their
shareholders, and steady the market. We
said, “It ought to be worth something’;
and the file shows that inquiries were
made. It shows, too, that other States
had adopted a similar impost,

The Minister for Mines: Only on the
Broken Hill mines and those at Wallaroo.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Whilst at
that time it was perfectly legilimate and
reasonable that we shonld negotiate, the
representatives of the mines also re-
garded it as reasonable and met us inh a
fair spirit to diseuss the details. Natur-
ally, they were opposed to any sugges-
tion of the sort.
willing to take it into eonsideration, ana
in point of faet they did consider it on
many occagions, I do not think there was
any serious opposition at that time.

The Minister for Mines: That deputa-
tion was strong enough,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Naturally,
but I do not think there was any serions
opposition to some reasonable impost of
the sort, althongh I admit that the repre-
sentatives of the Chamber of Mines who
waited on the Minister, naturally, op-
posed any such thing.

Sitting suspended from G.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am pleased
to find in the Minister for Mines such a
strong advocate for the capitalistic mine
owners, supporting the suggestion that

Yet they were quite’
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we must deal with them as lightly as we
possibly ean. I bave always advocated
an attitude of this kind because I recog-
nise the value of the industry to the
State. I was under the impression that
the Minister took rather the opposite
view., Whenever he introduced his Mines
Regulation Bills, I always felt that he
was opposed to the general interests re-
presented by the Chamber of Mines. 1
have vivid recollections of many stormy
attacks on members of the Qpposition in
a similar direetion, and it is refreshing
to find that the responsibilities of office
have tempered down his views in this re-
speet. Now he is all ont to make condi-
tions as easy as he possibly can. The
conditions laid down in the Mines Regu-
lation Rill were not so easy as the Min-
ister has inferred, TIf that Bill had be-
come law it would have pretty well wiped
out a portion of the gold-mining industry
which has done so mueh for Western
Australia.

My, Taylor: We shall see how you treat
it next session,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: TIf it con-
tains stmilar provisions, it will receive
exacily similar treatment at our hands,
but when that oceasion arrives we shall
have an opportunity to air the views to
which the Minister has given expression
to-night, and prohably they will form a
very strong indietment against his pro-
posed legislation. It is suggested that
the Federal land tax will operate in re-
gard to gold-mining leases,  Whether
this will hold good at law, I cannot say.

The Minister for Mines: I am pre-
pared to say it is an unfair tax.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I, too, think
so, and that may to some extent be a
justifieation for the attitnde of the Min-
ister to-night. The Minister is certainly
in a much stronger position than he was
two years ago. This is not a matter of
vital importaniee; we all have the welfare
of the industrv at heart and we certainly
should wish to see it prosper. We do not
wish to see imposed conditions so extreme
either in the way of charges of this de-
seription or in the way of econditions
which will diminish an industry that pro-
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vides such a large measure of employ-
ment to a big section of our people.

Mr. Heitmann: Always having in view
the interests of the miner.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That is ad-
mitted, and every member has done his
best to afford relief so far as is possible
in relation to conditions likely to prove
injurious to the miners. We cannot make
the industry absolutely free from the
possibility of injury; that is too much
to ask.

Mr, Foley: It could be minimised to
almost diminishing point by passing the
Mines Regulation Bill.

Hen, FRANK WILSOX: That would
minimise the whole industey to diminish-
ing point.

Hon. R. H. TUnderwood (Honorary
Minister) : That would be better than
killing men.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We are not
here at present to diseuss the merits of
that measure. If it is re-introduced next
session, we shall have an opportunity to
discuss it again. 1 am glad the Minister
is prepared to place the papers on the
Table. There is nothing in them which
ought not to be made public. The mem-
ber for Perth can verv well suhstaniiate
his statement that there was an under-
standing that the proposal at that lime
was agreeable to the mine owners. The
Premier of that day had an interview in
London

Mr. Foley: There is not a word on the
file to show that the owners were agree-
able to pay one penny of taxation. What
is the good of saying they were?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T do not
think the hon. member is speaking with
the book. T have the file before me. The
then Premier in reply to a deputation
said—

During my visit to England, T was
interviewed by several mining men in-
.cluding Mr. Govett, who thought it
wonld be advisable to come to a deci-
sion and who stated that if the Gov-
ernment were prepared to introduce the
necessary legislation to seecure a re-
newal prior to the expiration of their
leases, the companies on their pari
would be prepared to foliow the prae-
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tice adopted in some of the oiher

States and pay a premium or royalty

on the output.

The Minister for Mines: Read on and
see what Mr. Hamilton said in regard
to that,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 have
merely quoted that in reply lo the mem-
her for Leonora,

Mr, Foley: Mr. Govelt was
member of the Chamber of Mines.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: He was a direc-
ior of several companies.

Hon., FRANK WILSON: He was
more than a member of the Chamber of
Mines; he was a representative of mine
owners,

The Minister for Mines: Read Mr,
Hamilion’s comment on that siatement,

Hon. FRANRK WILSON: The then
Premier added—

You must realise that when extend-
ing a lease it generally means bigher
terms, and. on the other hand, yvou have
brought some foreible arguments to
sapport vour views that no additional
impost should be imposed. and pos-
sibly the greatest 'point is the fact
stated by Mr. Hamilton that the lower
vou get down the tendency is for the
values to decrease and the ores to be-
ecome more palechy.

The Minister for Mines: Mr. Hamilton
wenl on to say that Mr. Govett was not
speaking for the mine owners at all.

Hon. J. D. Connelly: He is a director
of the Boulder to-day.

Mr. Munsie: No. a director of Lake
View.

Mr. Foley: He had something to do
with the Boulder Deeps at one time.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Mr. Hamil-
tion said be did not think Mr. Govett per-
sonally knew the opinions of the mimne
awners, bnt that does not convey anything
more than what I have stated. The fact
remains that Mr. Govett represented
two of the prineipal mines which would
have been affected and he personally did
not see much objection to the proposal.
T am glad the Minister has agreed to lav
the papers on the Table; no harm will be
done, and the position will be placed be-
fore the publie exaetly as it oceurred. 1

not a
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myself took some little part in 1he nego-
tialions. I aeted for the Colonial Trea-
surer in his absence and inifiated the dis-
enssions and interviews befween the then
Vinister for Mines and the representa-
tives of the Chamber, and it was two
vears before an ultimale decision was
arrived at by Cabinet.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies} [7.40]:
After listening with considerable interest
to the speeches on this motion by the
member for Perth (Hon. J. D. Connolly)
and the Minister for Mines, and as one
conversant with the subject, I have gath-
ered the impression that the motion has
been woved not so much with a view of
having any proposal of this nature
adopted in future, or with any just cause
of complaint because it was not adopted
in fhe past, but merely with a view to
working np some sort of attack on the
present Government. The Minister for
Mines traversed all the ground whiech it
wag necessary to toueh upon in replying
to such a motion. It is indeed interesting
to eontrast the attitude of the member
for Perth on this oecasion with his atti-
lude when a member of another place
representing the north-eastern portion of
the goldfields, His bitter attacks on the
Mines Regulation Bill introduced by the
present Government are well remembered
and have become almost historical. T do
not desire fo touch upon that phase of the
matter fucther than to quote an extract
from the hon. member’s speech in another
rlare on that oceasion, He said—

Unfortunately we have arrived at a
crifical stage in eonnection with the
mining industry, The mines of the

State or the older mines as they are

going down in depth find that the ore

is becoming poorer and they eannol

stand any further inposts.
That was a statement made by the hon.
member in opposition to a measure which
the best hrains of the mining community
could devise to alleviate the conditions
of the men working underground. Now
we find him representing a City constitu-
eney and tabling a motion in support of
a further direet irapost upon the industry.
Spme little light has been thrown upon
the attitude of the previous Administra-
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tion to this question. The Minister for
Mines at that {ime, Mr, Gregory, has heen
mentioned. It is well known throughout
Western Australia that during the last
year or iwo in whichk Mr, Gregory re-
presented the constituency of Menzies in
this House he almost openly advoeated
giving the fee simple to the mining les-
sees in this State,

Myr. SPEAKER: The time has elapsed
for the discussion of motions. Is it the
desire of the House that molions should
be continued?

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan—
Brownhill-Ivanhoe) [7.45]: I move—

That the discussion on the presemt
motion be continued until after the hon.
member for Mengies has concluded his
speech.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: I hope I shall
have an oppertunity of replying.

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

Ayes - . .27
Noes ‘e ‘e .. 9
Majority for .. 18
AYES.
Mr. Angwio Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bolton Mr, Mullapy
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsle
Mr. Chesson Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Celifer Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Cupnnilongham Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Wy, Foley Mr. Taylor
Mr. Jas. Gardlner Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green Mr, Underwood
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Walker
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Willmott
Mr. Holman Mr. A. A. Wilsono
Mr. Jaohnson Mr. Hejtmann
Mr. Johnston iTetlery.
Noga.
Mr. Allen Mr. Thomson
Mr. Coanolly Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Male
Mr. Smith (Taller?

Motion thus passed.

Mr. MULLANY : T desire {o thank hon.
members for the fortitude they have
shown by demonstrating their readiness
to lislen to my remarks for some little
time longer; the more so as they possibly
had no idea as to how long I intended 10
speak, T will set their minds at rest in
that direction by telling them that four
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or five minutes at the outside will be suffi-
cient for me. When the interruption
occurred I remarked that {he name of the
late Minister for Mines {Mr. H. Gregory)
had been menlioned in connection with
this diseusston, I wish particularly {o
quote that gentleman when he spoke
upon one oceasion and when I myself
heard him make the statement I am going
to repeal to-night. This was upon the
oceasion of the declaration of the poll
for the Menzies election in the year 1911,
In returning the usual thanks to the
officers of the poll, Mr. Gregory said—
Whilst he thanked the electors of
the Menzies constitucney for the sap-
port they had given him for so many
years past, he went on to say that now
he was leaving that constituency and
probably would not be closely identified
with the goldfields in the future, he par-
tienlarly wished to impress upon the
new member
He is referring to me,
that there was one idea which he had
had in his mind for a very considerable
fime and that was that greater security
and fixity of tenure should be given to
mining leases in Wesiern Australia.
He went on to say that he would go
so far as to give them the fee simple
of these mining leases.
This statement has been reported, and I
am only guoting from memory to-night.
It is well known, and has been known
for many years, that Mr. Gregory
was the accepted mouthpiece of the Lib-
eral party in all mining matters in West-
ern Ausiralia, How can any member of
that same Cabinet say that be had no
idea of putiing any further impost upon
leaseholders in the State in the face of
such a statement? It was not only upon
this occasion that Mr. Gregory used these
words, He also made the same statement
at a dinner at which he was present in
Melbourne given by the Chamber of
{Commerce. The whole of that gentle-
man’s utterances during the three years
he beld office in this State showed that he
did not think any further imposts in this
way should be put upon the mine lease-
holders, bat that the tenure shonld com-
prise a fee simple of those lands. Now
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we find a gentleman who was a colleagne
of AMr. Gregory in the same Ministry
coming along with a motion such as this,
I am pleased that the Minister for Mines
has no objeclion to the papers being laid
on the Table of the House. T am quite
sure, althongh I have not seen the papers
myself, that there is nothing in them
which the Minister or anybody else has
cause to be ashamed of, and I hope that
the motion for placing the papers on the
Table of the House will be carried. [
repeat, that it is not from an honest de-
sire for information on the subject that
the member for Perth has brought this
forward, but that he has done se rather
with a desire to bring diseredit on the
present Ministry and the Labour party
in this Assembly,

On motion by Mr. Heitmann debate
adjourned.

RESOLUTION—WONGAN HILLS-
MULLEWA RAILWAY.

Message from the Legislative Couneil,
desiring the concurrence of the Legisla-
tive Assembly in the following Tresolu-
tion :—“That in the opinion of this House
il is neeessary, in the interests of the set-
tlers, that the Wongan Hills-Mullewa
railway be immediately handed over to
the Working Railways, or that not more
than the ordinary raies chargeable by the
Working Railways be charged by the
Constroetion Department, pending such
handing over of the railway,” now eon-
sidered,

Hon. J. MITCHELL {Northam)
[7.50]: 1 desire to support the motion
which has heen sent down from another
place. T feel it my duty to enter a pro-
test against the method adopted by the
Giovernment in regard to this railway
line. When we build a railway for the
purpose of ——

Mr. SPEAKER: Qrder! TWhen the
hon, member for Menzies was speaking
my attention was drawn to the faet that
the time for the discussion on motions
had lapsed, T find that we are not dis-
cussing motions, and 1 eonfess to having
made a mistake In putting that motion.
We are discussing the Qrders of the Day.
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For the moment I was under the impres-
sion that we had passed the motions stage
nnd come 1o the Orders of the Day. The
Eaet that the debate has been adjourned
will put the matter right.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: Was it nat ad-
journed under a misapprehension?

The Minister for Lands: We will ad-
journ it again,

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan—
Brownhill-Tvanhoe) [7.57]: In order to
remove any misapprehension from the
mind of the hon, member for Perth, I
would inform him that this does not close
the debate on the question. There are
other members representing the mining
constituencies of Western Australia who
also desire to speak. If the hon. mem-
her were to reply he would close the de-
bate, they would not be able to speak,
and the motion would have to be put te
the House. We will give {the hon. mem-
ber an opportunity of discussing it at a
later stage. T move—

That Qrders of the Day 2, 3, 4, and

3 be postponed until after considera-

tion of Order of the Day No. 6.

Mr. SPEAKER: I take it that the hon.
member does not desire to speak further
and that in deference to the wishes of the
Premier he does not desire to move this
motion just now,

Hon, J. Miichell: Not now! I suppose
T shall have an opportunity of speaking
later,
© Motion put and passed.

BILL—INCOME AND PUBLIC
FENTERTAINMENTS TAXATION.

Second Reading.
Lebate resumed from the previous day.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
{7.59]: I have bhad an opportunity of

course of reading through this Bill since
we adjonrned yesterday, and gathering
to some extent the object of the Govern-
ment in infroducing the measure. Whilst
T recognise that ihe Premier naturally
must be anxious, in the present parlons
condition of the finances of the State,
and also in view of what possibly he may
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expeet during the next 12 months, I am
sorry to say I cannot support his sug-
Zestion to impose taxation in this diree-
tion. The Premier laughs, of course.
The Premier: I am laughing at some-
thing the Minisler for Mines said.

Hon, FRANE WILSON: I admt that
the position at the present time is must
critical; and I suggest te my friends vp-
posite that (hey might consider what Las
caused that position to become so accen-
tnated. On many occasions I have had
to suggest that to them, and naturally
they receive any suggestion of that des-
eription with a certain degree of cou-
tempt, They do not like to have ther
misdeeds presented in broad daylight,
and they do not like anyone to fasten the
hlame upon them.

Hon, R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : Unjustly.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To tfasien
on them, I say, the blame for the present
unfortunate position, Of course, a mun
who is charged, naturally thinks the
charge unjust, T do not wish to-night to
take up a great deal of time, as I coulu
well do, in painting the actions of my
{riends opposite.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Hooorary
Minister): For this relief much thanks.

Hon, FRANK WILRON: I will not
detain the Flouse by painting the activus
of the Government as they appear to a
very large section of the publie, inelud-
ing, of course, myself. But I do wish to
say, as I have said before, that, so far as
[ am concerned, I am not in favour of
imposing increased taxation until suech
time as the Government have shown some
strong determination to exercise that due
economy which the country is entitled to
expect at their hands,

Mr, Bolton: Reduection of wages, and
rednction of salaries,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Be it what
it may,

Mr, Bolton: That is what it is.

Hon. FRANK WILSQON: Economy
toust be exercised. Economy has been
laid down as the fundamental poliey
not only of the Liberal party but alse
of my friends sitting opposite,
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Mr. Foley: You want to bring in your
Bill for the taxation of edueation, as be-
fore.

Houn. Frank Wilson: I would like io
put a tax on the hon. member, and a
pretty stiff one.

Mr. Foley: You were frightened to
bring it in again.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The mem-
ber for Leonora (Mr. Foley) will keep
quiet,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The coun-
try is entitled to have some justification
advanced for the demand for this in-
ereased taxation. I for my part am jus-
tified in taking the siand that I do not
see the necessity for this Bill

Mr, Munsie: TIs not the present num-
haer of unemployed some justification for
raising some revenue in order to give
them employment?

Hon. FREANK WILSON: No,

My, Bolton: That is all right.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I say, no;
and I will give my reasons briefly. I do
not wish to keep the House, as the hour
is getting late, nor do I wish to beat
about the bush; but T do desire to state
plainly the reason why I oppose this
measure, the grounds 1 have for oppos-
ing it, T say at once that cne of the
main reasons—there are several that 1
could give—is that, as I have just out-
lined, there has been no general scheme
for economy in administration promaul-
gated by my friends opposite. We have
ttad no suggestion even for a moment
that they propose to interfere with the
unprofitable enterprises in which they
have embarked at the country’s expense.
That argument, naturally, appeals to the
humorous side of the gentlemen who sit
in sopport of the Government. The
question, however, is a very serious one
to the people of this State, and deserv-
ing of more consideration than it has
recetved on the other side. The question
is whether we are to go on investing the
eountry’s eapital in these enterprises,
and not only have that capital locked up,
hut be under the compulsion to finance
those enterprises from our revenue
funds, thus suffering a heavy loss in giv-
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ing effect to that plank of the Labour
platform.

The Minister for Lands: ‘Whiclh one
are you referring to now?®
Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary

Minister): 'What about the

works ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am refer-
ring to every one of the enterprises.
Not one has proved beneficial or payable
from a eommercial standpoint.

The Minister for Lands: Then the
balance sheets are wrong, are they?

freezing

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No; but
they are not full enough.
The Minister for Lands: The Audi-

tor General has certified to a profit.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Audi-
tor General has pointed out that there
would be a loss if certain charges were
made.

The Minister for Lands: No. He has
pointed out that there will be inereased
profits.

Hon, TRANK WILSON: The Minis-
ter can point that out afterwards; but
anyone who chooses to go into the bal-
ance sheets——

The Minister for Lands:
vou right.

Hon. FRANK WILSON. The Minis-
ter cannot.

The Minister for Lands: No; I know
I ecannot.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: He cannot,
because T am not wrong. I say emphat-
ically, there is not one of those State
enterprises which have been so wildly
and rashly embarked upon by our
friends opposite during the last few
vears which, up to the present, has
proved a profitable undertaking,

The Minister for Lands: That iz a re-
flection npon the Auditor General.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is noth-
ing of the sort. It would be very easy
to support my contention by the actua]l
figures, if that were justifiable at this
juncture or during this debate,

Memher: What about the agrieul-
tural industry?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Here is a
case in point, if hon. members opposite

I will put



(24 Feneuary, 1915.]

desire one. Are the State sieawmers
showing a profit or a loss? They are
showing a loss, and a very heavy loss; so
much so, that half the capital represent-
ed by them has vanished. TUp to the
present time the steamers have lost be-
Lween £50,000 and £60,000, and it is ad-
mitted on all hands that the continuing
annual loss is something like £20,000.

The Premier: Nothing of the kind.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The position
is as I state.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister): - I have a better balance
slieet than you bave.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I daresay.
Of course, the hon. gentleman has a bet-
ter balance sheet. But now the gues-
tion arises which I asked very pertin-
ently the other day: how long are we to
continue running these steamers ata loss
of £20,000 per annum? If we now had
the £20,000 a year which the steamers
have heen losing during the last three
vears, it would go to provide a fairly
large proporiion of the amount which
the Government propoese to raise by this
tax, and certainly the Government would
be able to show a lesser deficit than we
have in the Treasury records to-day.

The Minister for Works: Have the
State steamers been running three years
or two?

Hon. FRANK WILSON:
and a month or two.

Mr. Bolton: The leader of the Opposi-
tion does not know,

The Premier: Did the steamers lose
£20,000 Jast year?®

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes,

My I3oiton: You are a marvel.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Not only
have we from the Government benches
interjections which support this system
of State steamships, but we are threat-
ened with a general extension of this
and of like enterprises,

The Premier: Hear, hear !

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We kuow
that the State sawmilis are a losing pro-
position at the present time.

The Minister for Works: No.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Indeed they

are,

Two years
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The Premier: Indeed they are not.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: In the case
of the sawmills, we get a balance sheet
showing some £20,000 of paper profit,
But no interest is charged on the money
provided by the Treasurer to finance the
undertaking,

The Minister for Works: Iaterest is
being charged. )

Hon, FRANK WILSON: ‘e know
very well from the report of the Audi-
tor General, which report I quoted on a
previous cceasion, that these State saw-
mills have not had anything in the way
of depreciation charged up against them.

The Minister for Works: They have
not beer working; that is how.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: They have
been working for the last 12 months,
anyhow,

The Minister for Works: They have
not.

Mr. Bolton:
facts.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: How many
months have the sawmills been working,
then? Have they worked at all?

The ’remier: This is not question time,

Mr. Bolton: You had better get some
work. )

Houn. FRANK WILSON: We know all
about these sawmills, which were started
nearly three years ago, brought cut wilh
a flourish of irmnpets. We know all the
vicissitudes whieh have attended that un-
dertaking, the disgraceful transaclions
which took place in the hiding up of the
details of the undertaking

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The hon.
member is not justified in discussing that
matter at Lhis time.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I am show-
ing, Sir, that there is no need for this
taxation.

Mr, SPEAKER: | have not in any
way prevented the hon. member frowm
showing that, but I am preventing him
from entering into the details of the saw-
milling scheme, and of the initiation of
that scheme, and so forth-—matters which
have no coneern with this Bill. I have
not, however, prevented the hon. member
from advancing his reasons against the
passing of this Bill,

You are rocky on your
L
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 submit
with deference, Sir, and am sorry that
1 transgressed. The sawmills are not n
pronosition in respeet of whick one coul:l
submit a balance sheel to an expert with
any expectation of receiving a reply thai
the sawmills are a payable proposition at
the preseni (ime.

Mr, Bolton: You would submit the bal-
ance sheet to a Liberal expert, I sup-
pose?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The imple-
ment works I wmust touch wpon briefly,
and remind Ministers that while we have
this undertaking, we have no bhalance
sheet in respeet of it. True, we have had
a marvellous report of the management,
eulogising the whole concern, and wind-
ing up with a stalement—I am merely
speaking from memory now—that pro-
bably the works would show a profit of a
thonsand or two. But, against that, we
have the IEstimates which have been
placed before the House to be passed,
and those Estimates show that it will
take all the anticipated revenue of the
implement works to pay the wages bill
of that enterprise. Here again, I say,
we have staring us in the face the facl

that this huge nundertaking, notwith-
standing its being in the enjoyment of

the advaniage of doing work for other
departments. and charging fair prices
for sueli work, is in the lamentable posi-
tion of also representing a losing con-
cern.

The Minister for Works: I suppose
you are aware thal the work done by
the implement works for other depart-
ments is done against prices quoted by
neople outside?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I know that
is so, but T should like to see the cost of
the work when ecarried ont by the State
undertaking—how the cost eompares with
the quotations.

The Premier: But we are not threaten-
ing {o close onr mills down, you know.

Hon. FRANK 7WILSON: What I
know is that they will close down of their
own accord by and by.

The Premier: Wait fill we reach that
time.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON:
close down presently.

The Premier: You stand there until
then.

Mr. Bollon; They will close down when
the furesis cut out.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The steam-
ers, I venture to predict, will be seized
under boltomry bond if ithe Premier
keeps on running them ag a dead loss.
I would suggest to the Premier that he
would be well advised to keep the steam-
ers wiithin the boundaries of this State,
and not allow them to visit foreign ports;
or else he may wake up some fine morn-
ing and find that his steamers are gone.
However, these are merely indications Lo
show that we have had presented to us no
general scheme of economy, and that we
are asked to impose increased taxation
without any regard to the general finan-
cial condition of the ecountry, I have an-
other reason for objecting to this special
ineome tax, as it is called; and that rea-
son is that the taxation is proposed for
the benefit of a small section of the peo-
ple. This taxation has been introduced
at the diciate of the unemployed, backed
up by the Trades Hall; and it is a per-
nicious system to introduce legislation for
the purpose of laking from the pockets of
a certain section of ithe community woney
intended solely for the benefit of another
small section.

Mr. Bolton: Surely it is right if the
people to he taxed can afford it.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: If we are to
adopt this principle, then we must expect
that every other section of the community
which happens to get into finaneial diffi-
culties will demand similar treatment at
the hands of Parliament.

Mr. Bolton: Every section in difficul-
ties is getting it.

Member: What about the farmers?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: We have not
imposed special taxation for the benefit
of the farmers, This, however, is a tax
proposed specially for one purpose, for
the purpose of benefiting ove particular
section of the community. The farmers
are being charged for the money ad-
vanced to them by the Government.

They will
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The Premier: What did Millars® de-
mand ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I have not
the slightest idea what Millars demanded.

The Premier: They proposed that the
general community should suffer a loss
so that they tbemselves eould carry on.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No; they did
not. )

The Premier: Yes; they did.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I bave not
beard anything about it.

The Premier: Well, T am telling you
about it now.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I have not
heard anything about it.

The Premier: You should read the
leading articles in the papers.

Hon, FRANK WILSQON : I have heard
of an effort in the direction of redueing
the cost of production.

The Premier: Reducing it in what
way?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: So¢ far as
that goes, I have no aceurate koow-
ledge in regard to if.

The Premier: Wounld you call that
economy?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The mean-
ing of the term economy can, of course,
be extended in every direction that the
Premier plenses, even to include false
economy. It is false economy, for ex-
ample, if one inereases the cost of pre-
duction in hard times.

The Premier: All right.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is false
economy if we increase the cost of pro-
duction and it is still worse if we keep
on paying men if we have nothing for
them to do. The point I want to make is
that it is a pernicious principle to im-
pose special taxation for the purpose of
helping one small section of the com-
munity.

Mr. Bolton: A rather big section,

Mr, Foley: What section is it?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The unem-
ployed it is termed. If we adopt these
proposals we may rest assured that there
will be a large increase in the unemployed
ranks; there cannot be the slightest doubt
about that. Once there is a speecial fund
provided and the unemployed know that
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it is for their special benefit, we will have
men leaving their jobs in order to come
down and take advantage of that fund.
How wmany unemployed are there to-
day? Has the Premier given us any in-
formation on this subject? He has not
even shown that there is an unemployed
problem which requires sueh a drastic
measure as he now proposes to pass.

Mr. O’Loghlen: There are abont 3,000
of them.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I know ihal
the Honorary Minister mentioned the
other day about men having been de-
spatched to jobs and having failed to
reach those jobs, and that prosecutions
were being instituted in order to make
them refund their train fares,

Mr. O'Loghlen: There are very few
such cases,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The other
day a eivil engineer in this ¢ity wanted
some 44 men for works in regard to which
funds had been provided by the relief
committee, This engineer had been asked
to take charge of the expenditure of the
money on the works and to supervise the
work. He got the 44 men, but only 25
turned up at the job. Therefore, the
3,000 unemployed we have heard about
must begin to dwindle counsiderably.

The Premier: All the unemployed are
not in Perth.

Ton. FRANK WILSON: This is an
illustration of what is going on to-day,
We have many unemployed who are un-
employable: they do not want work,

Hon, R, H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : Therefore you would not give
work to any of them,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: But it is no
reason for imposing special taxation, The
unemployed difficnlty is not such a seri-
ous one as will warrant any Parliament
passing special exeessive taxation pro-
posals for the purpose of financing works
to provide employment. The Relief Com-
mittee have expended a little over £4,000
in four months to support the unem-
ployed. That shows that the crisis is not
of such great import.

Mr. Foley: How much more money
have the Relief Committee got?
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Hon, FRANK WILSON:
koow,

Mr. Foley: They have only enough for
anolher three weeks.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It does niot
matter; the posilion is that €4,000 was
expended in four months, at the rate of
£1,000 a month. A qnestion was asked
the Colonial Secrelary in the other House
by Mr. MeLarly as to what had been the
cost for Lhe past four wonths for assist-
ance to the unemploved, and the reply
was £1,745 while £1,743 has been spent
for meals in Perth and other places and
£459 i providing ralions on Governmenl
orders. Then Mr. MeLarty asked another
question as to wbether it was true, as the
Honorary Minister in another place had
sialed, that there were more applications
from employers than there were men
available lo fill the positions. The an-
swer to that was that the Honorary Min-
ister made no such general statement,
and that he said that such had been the
case al the Labour Bureau’s agencies at
Narrogin and Geraldton in January.
Here again we have it in evidence that
this trouble is not of such magnitude
that it requnires anything out of the or-
dinary for the Governmeut to eope with
it.

I do net

Mr, James Gardiner: Do yon not think
it is going to be much bigmer?

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN: I daresay it
1S as the months go by unti] we get into
busier times.

The Premier: It is too large now for
my peace of mind.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The third
reason for my opposition to this perni-
cipus system of snecial taxation is that
it is time enough to submit proposals of
this description when our loan funds are
exhausted, Tt is not the time now to ask
the people of the State who are already
excessively overburdened by taxation,
and who have soffered from the natural
shrinkage in trade and business and
many of whom. to use a common expres-
sion, will have to exist on their lesses for
a year or two, to pay this special taxa-
tion.

The Premier: I}o you claim thal we are
overburdened with taxzation?
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 do.

The 1’remier: Then you are responsible
for il ; you imposed it in good times.

Mr, Thomas: Do you call 24s, per bead
a burden of taxation?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: We have the
Federal taxation proposals to consider.
The hon. member is only quoting special
taxation,

Mr, Thomas: I am quoting the taxation
of Western Aunstralia,

Jon. FRANK WILSON: How can
the hon. member say ihat when our Cus-
toms taxalion is far more than that in
itself,

Hon. R. 1I, Underwood ( Honorary
Minister) : What is the income tax in
England?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: About 2s. 6d.
in the pound, or 1214 per cenl. Yet we
are going to put on a tax, the maximum
of which will be 13 per cent.  Great
Britain with all the enormous cost of this
war 1§ finaneing, not only itself, but
olher éountries, including the Common-
wealth of Australin, 1 take my hat off
to the statesmen of Great Britain for the
manner in which they have handled the
finances of the Empire during this most
eritical {ime, It is a marvellous perform-
ance when we remember that we have had
so liflle disloeation, that until just re-
cently no extra taxation was imposed,
that they have lieen able to maintain pub-
lic and private eredit, that they were able
to stay the natural panic which came

aboul at the outbreak of the war,
and that they were able within a
very few weeks {o so regulate the

restore confidence until
the conditions have become almost
normal so far as the cost of money
is coneerned and charges for insurance
and other items whieh go to make up the
expenditure of the commeree of the
world. I have already said that the
time is not ripe for us to consider pro-
posals for special taxation for public
works, We have a sufficiency of loan
funds and public works already outlined
to absorb all the nnemployed we have
in oor midst. I have got it out on more
than one oceasion that in times of this
description we ought not to increase the

finances as o
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burden on our people. The existing bur-
den is quite enough for them to carry,
and it is necessary that we should re-
frain from adding to it. The people are
always willing to pay interest and sink-
ing fund. When the famous war emer-
gency tax was introdoced I pointed ont
that the Government had no justification
to take from the pockets of the people
any money for the purpose of assisting
our farmer friends, The proper course
was to borrow, and that is the proper
conrse to follow now, so that works might
be carried on.

Mr, Bolten: So long as he can borrow.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier has given us his word that he can.
What more does the hon. member want?

The Premier: You said a few months
" ago that T could not get any money tw
earry on with.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Did I? I
wish the Premier would turn it up and
show it to me. I said quite the reverse.
I told the Premier that he could borrow
money at a price. I told him also that
he could get half a million within our
own city if he liked to go fo the institu-
tions whieh had the money to lend.

The Minister for Works: At a price.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Certainly.

The Premier: But I did not go there.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier did indirectly. The Premier is nof
getting his money from the Imperial
Government as he led the House last
night to believe. He is raising the money
from the associated banks.

The Premier: I am getting it from the
Commonweslth; T do not know where
they are getting it.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier said yesterday he was getting it
from the Tmperial Government., If he
is getting it from the Commonwealth,
and Mr. Fisher says he is getting it from
the associated banks, we are geoing back
to the very institutions which the Pre-
mier reviled,

The Premier: Where did the asso-
ciated banks get it? It must be there to
someone’s eredit, and the people who have
it must give it.
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Hon, FRANK WILSON: It is no
argument to say that the people who have
it must give it. It is the religion of the
Premier and his colleagues to take it
from the man who hath and give it to
the man who hath not, The fact is that
so long as we can carry on with loan
funds the people in this State will be
satisfled and willing to be taxed suffi-
ciently to pay interest and sinking fund.
And the farmers can get the advaniage
of the next harvest, which we hope will
he a pood one, until they can bear their
own obligations and out of that harvest
pay interest and sinking fund. These are
nol limes at which to eripple our citizens
by imposilions of this deseripton. Even
though the measure, as I freely admit, is
much more reasonable and much fairer
than the one introduced last session, we
ought now to enconrage every effort on
the part of our citizens to extend the
avenues of employment, We cannot do
it hy the mere extraction of money from
the pockets of the people and the expen-
diture of that money on public works.
Our friends opposite have certainly not
given due consideralion to the effect of
this proposal. I have furnished three
reasons why this measure should be op-
posed in respeet to its income tax as-
lect, and I now give a fourth briefly
summed up in the words, the tax is not
necessary at the present juncture. The
Premier has said that if we come to the
conclusion that the tax is unnecessary,
we ought to vote against the measare.
That is what 1 intend to do. The tax is
not necessary. According to the Pre-
mier’s own statement on the Loan Esfi-
mates, we have quite sufficient money
therein provided to absorb all the unem-
ployed. an ample sufficiency of publie
works if the Premier is in earnest and
will get those works started without de-
tav. During the last six months ended
31st DNecember we spent £019,000 from
loan woney. If we deduet that from the
Loan Estimates, it leaves £1,934,000 to
be expended during the six months end-
irg 30th June next. OQOut of the balance
provided on the Loan Estimates for
maferial and land resumptions, we may
take half a million, and it leaves £1,-
434,000 for labour on these public works.
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Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : How much is to go for seed
wheat?

Hon, FRANXK WILSON: Of course
something will bave to go for seed wheat,
but a great proportion of the money to
be advanced to farmers will be for la-
hour, There is no question about that.
I am satisfied that if this money is to be
available—and we have the Premier's
word that it is—there will be great de-
mands from our agricultural centres for
financial assistance.

Mr. James Gardiner: Not much of it
will be for labour, Most of the work will
be done by the farmer himself. He is
not prepared to pay for labour.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I bave it on

good authority that the farmers will ab-
sorb large numbers of men. In any case
the farmers are not sitting down waiting
for something to come along. Many of
them are accepting work from the loeal
authorities to-day, and as soon as they
ean get the advantage of this monetary
assistance from the Government they
will be back on their holdings. So, even
if they do labour on their own farms,
they will eertainly be making room for
some unfortunate individuals to take up
the wWork in which they are now em-
ployed. In any ease the money will be
put into cireulation, for as soon as the
farmers get it they will pay off their but-
chers and bakers, storekeepers and
others. Again, this £350,000 to enable
the Agricultural Bank to make advances
to the farmers is largely for lahour.
There is no question about that; and
though the farmer himself may perform
a good proportion of the work, he will
require assistance if he is to earn the
money the Agricultural Bank will lend
him. We have provided for expenditure
on railways and tramways, £388,000, of
which at least £370,000 will be for labour,
after we have given all due consideration
to the materials set forth in the Esti-
mates, which will have to be paid for in
cash outside our own borders. The sum
of £166,000 to be expended on barbours
is largely for labour,

The Premier: We are already employ-
ing the labour and spending at that rate.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: Oh, no.
The figures given show eonclusively that
it is not so. During the last six months
we expended something under a million
pounds, while this half year we are to
expend nearly two millicns. On sewer-
age and water supply we are to spend
£307,000, and on roads and bridges
£134,000. In other words, out of these
Loan ILstimates nearly a million and a
half is to be expended on labour; and I
hold that if, during the past six months,
we were able to keep preity well all
going on a million of money, we are cer-
tainly jusiified in anticipating that we
will be able to keep all going during the
next six months on an espenditure of a
million and a haif.

The Premier: We did not allow fof it.

Hon. FRANIK WILSON: That is the
trouble. I touched on that just now.
The Premier has not allowed for it.

The Premier: I shall meet it, whether
I have allowed for it or not.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: T do not
think he will. He has never been able
to meet it yet, as witness his deficit to-
day. He is certainly not meeting ex-
penditure out of revenue when he is
£1,060,000 to the bad.

The Premier: T said T would meet the
falling revenne.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Yes, by
using loan moneys, I think we, as sen-
sible individuals, are justified in coming
to the coneclusion that the unemployed
difficulty is not of such magnitude as to
require a proposal like this, which has
never been heard of in any other part
of the British dominions, Where has a
special tax ever been imposed to rTaise
certain moneys in order to assist a spe-
cial section of the community?

The Premier: They are nob a special
section; they are citizens, and as much
worthy of consideration as any other
citizens,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am not in-
quiring as to whether they are worthy
of consideration, According to the Hon-
orary Minister (Hon. R. H. Underwood)
some are quite unworthy. The member
for Menzies (Mr. Mullany) also showed
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the other night that not all of them are
worthy of consideralion.

The Premier: What is your opinion?

Hon, FRANIK WILSON: 1 am of the
sane opinion as members on ihe Minis-
terial side, namely, that we have good,
bad, and indifferent in every walk of
life, and that wasters are to be found
wherever we may go. We have it on re-
eord that the Premier came down to the
House in that irresponsible manner char-
acteristic of him, put these lstimates on
the Table, laid down this taxation pro-
posal and said, “Yon are to raise this
£200,000, and we are going to utilise it
for special work.” We have this pro-
posal outside of the general financial
position of the country allogether, The
Premier does noi concern himself about
his deficit, and whether it is going to in-
crease or decrease. Apparently the defieit
Inay go on increasing for ever, for all he
cares; but, if you please, he is going to
transfer bis unemployed difficulty from
the shoulders of himself and his col-
leagues on to those of the taxpayer, as
it is made clear in this proposal. I have
said that no information has heen given
in regard to the number of the unem-
ployed in different centres, their eallings
and their trades,

Mr. (Loghlen: Suppose Millars close
down next week,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Suppose the
country closes down next week, we will
all be in the ranks of the unemployed
then,

Mr. A. A, Wilson: You know that a
good many of the coal-miners are out of
employment at present,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: 1 uander-
stand there has been a falling off in the
bunkering trade, and that, of counrse,
means a shrinkage in employment.

The Premier: And you want a special
section to ecarry all the burden,

HOon.. FRANK WILSON: No, every-
body is suffering,

Mr, Bolton: No, only the working
man.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Are hon.
members working men?

Mr. O’Loghlen: Yes.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: How are
they saffering? They would not agree to
suffer the other night when it was sug-
gested that their salaries should be re-
duced.

The Premier;

You can reduce your
salary as mueh as you like.
Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Pre

mier onghi to have reduced his years ago. .
He made some promises but would not
keep {hem,

Mr., SPEAKER: Order!
cussion is quite irregular.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The pro-
posed fax is guite unnecessary, and the
Bill ought to be rejected. The Estimates
themselves show that if the money there-
in contemplated is to be expended, there
will be no necessity to ask for special
taxation for similar special works. It is
unwise to specialise at all. The first ob-
jeet of the (Government ought to be to
adjust their own finances. Some scheme
ought to be ouflined for the diminution
of the deficit or, at the very least, some
hanest attempt should be made to dim-
inish it. I do not say that at this june-
ture we ¢an expect anything great in that
direction but we ¢an hope for some effort
to be made; yet none is suggested. We
have it on record that we have been liv-
ing at high pressure during the last three
vears, the total expendifure having been
something like eight million pounds per
annum, During the previous three years
we had a total expenditure of less than
five millions per annum, Is not there in
that stalement alone sufficient to give
foed for reflection?

Mx. McDowall: There is absolutely
nothing in a statement of that kind.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member may think so, and he can endea-
vour to explain it, but it will take a lot
of explaming to satisfy the people,

Mr, MeDowall: Yes, I can by my
figares.

The Premier: Do not challenge the
member for Coolgardie to quote figures,
please.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T am ask-
ing him to make an explanation and it
will take a lot of explaining to convince

This dis-
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the general public that my statement is
not correct.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You have always had
a diffienlty to convince them that you
wers Tight.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 went a
long way towards convincing them a few
months ago.

Mpr. Bolton: Why, your numbers were
reduced.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Members
seem to Lhink that the people of Western
Australia have a very light burden to
carry. In view of the position to-day
they will have all they ean carry, and
many business people will find, ootwith-
standing that they may show some profit
on paper, they will have a very large
margin of debl to ecarry forward and
very little profit in actual cash, As time
goes on, and as trade is shrinking—this
is evideneed by the returns issued by the
Federal Statistician—the people mast
feel ihe burden more and more, and can
they find at present more money in the
direction indicated by this proposed
taxation? Federal taxation is increasing
enormously. The land tax bhas been
doubled aud leases are to be included in
the general taxation proposals of the
Federal Government. We have too, in-
creased Customs duties to face, and these
are striking many of our smaller people
and larger people also very seriously—
the primary producers will feel these ex-
tra imposts—and in addition the Federal
Government, who are supposed to be so
solicitous for our welfare, are imposing
very heavy death duties. Whilst these
duties, perhaps, will not interfere with
the operations of a man during his life-
time, yet on his demise

The Premier: You would not have to
pay them.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: But those
who are left behind have to pay; some-
one is left and the payment goes on con-
tinuously.

The Premier: If you would only get
away from the habit of looking too far
into the future, or too far into the past,
you would get on much betier,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I am look-
ing at to-day and the Premier would do

[ASSEMBLY.]

hetter if be would look ab the present
and the future.

The Premier: Sufficient unto the day is
the good Lhereof,

Hon. FRANEK WILSON: The Pre-
mier’s attitude will not only leave him
worse off but will send the c¢ountry into
bankruptey.

The Premier:
from you before,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: And the
Premijer will hear it again. In addition
to the taxes T have referred to, we musl
expect to have to bear some sort of war
tax sooner or later. The Commonwealth
Government eannot find money at the
rate of 20 millions a year for war ex-
penditure without submitting some taxa-
tion proposals,

Mr. Bolton: Would you advocate
standing back unotil we hear what their
taxation proposals are?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I would ad-
voeate holding off and not imposing un-
necessary taxation.

Mr, Bolton: You are a unificationist.

The Premier: Youn promised to give
your last bob.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I promised
that the Premier would do so.

The Premier: I thought yon were
speaking f{or someone else,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: And I hope
the Premier will honour the promise. A
war tax will have to be imposed because
the Federal Government are working on
borrowed money, and interest and sink-
ing fund will kave to be provided. We
are already feeling the effects of the in-
ereased Customs lariff, and on top of all
this the people of this State are to be
asked, becaunse of the war and mainly on
account of the drought, owing to an un-
employed difficulty, to submit to inereased
taxation.

Hon. R. H. TUnderwood (Honorary
Minister) : Yon are a bit downhearted.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I suggest
that this Bill represents the first publie
admission that the Premier has made
of his failure as a financier,

The Premier: Do you think I propose
to colleet this money and dump it out
at sea?

We have heard that
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
think the Premier is such a fool as that.

The Premier: That is the inference.

Hon. FRANK WILBON: I made no
such suggestion. T recognise that the
Premier is a clever man and will not
dnmp anything of value into the sea.

Mr. Foley: You dumped a lot of
money into the sea at Fremantle,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is as-
lounding to find the Premier admitting,
by the introduction of this Bill, his fail-
ure to successfully bandle the finances
of the State. The employment of our
people shonld be the first eonsideration;
it is the first consideration of every party,
no maiter what a man’s pelitical faith
might be,

The Premier: There are different ways
of expressing 1f.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: There are
different ways of bringing it about, and
the method sugegested by this Bill does
not appeal to me as being an economical
way of finding employment. The Gov-
ernment came into power some 314 years
ago believing they eounld find work for all.
We remember the famous plank in their
platform, net yet obliterated, the right
to work. a plank which the Government
have explained and elucidated, and the
Premier himself has stated that the Gov-
ernment should be foreced to find work
for the unemployed. *

The Premier: I recognise that is my
responsibility, and T am taking the pro-
per course.

Hon. J. Mitchell: There have always
been a good many out of work since the
present Government took office.

Mr. Heitmann: Your leader jnst saul
there were not many out.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Govern-
ment bhave never yet been able to give
effeet to that plank; on the other hand
we find that every action on their part has
been rather to curtail {he avenues of em-
ployment than to extend them. The en-
terprising in Western Australia have been
and are being discouraged every time a
proposal is made from the Government
hench, The Government have attacked
those in our eonntry who have been em-
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ploying labour, and have entered inte
ecompetition with our own citizens.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Who are they?

The Premier: Rings and eombines,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Gov-
ernment’s object is to replace well-

managed private enterprises by hadly-
managed State enterprises.

Mr. O'Loghlen: To which ones do yon
refer?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The whole
lot of them.

The Minister for Works: That is amus-
ing, seeing you started many of them.

The Premier: You ohject to opposition
to Asiatie labour.

Hon, PRANK WILSON: The result
of the Government’s actions has heen
that the workers, whom the Government
are so fond of claiming to directly repre-
sent, are the first to suffer,

Mr. O’Loghlen: Your heart bleeds for
them, does not it?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: My heart has
a habit of bleeding about as much as the
lion. member’s.

My, Bolton: Then the blood will be got
out of the worker.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That i a
rveflection on the member for Forrest.

Mr. Bolion: It is, if he is to be meas-
ured by you.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: If the Gov-
ernment colleei this tax—and I do not
think it will be passed—the money will
fnd employment for only about 1,500
men at 50s, a week for 12 months, and
after that what will be the position?
If we employ 1,500 men with money ex-
iracted from the pockets of the taxpaying
zection of the community, and employ
these men for 12 months, where shall we
be? The position will be the same as
before. At the end of 12 months, we
shall be worse off than we are to-day.

Hon. R. H. TUnderwood (Honorary
Minister) : Are not we going to have a
harvest this year?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Govern-
ment’s proposal will prove no solution
of a big problem, Would it be right for
me to take £3 from my neighbour’s poc-
ket teo emplov another neighbour for a
couple of weeks at £2 10s, a week?
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Mr, Heitmann: Why did you introduce
the land tax in 1905 when there was no
necessity for it4

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To raise a

little revenue.

AMr, Heitmann: Yoo said then, the
same as now, that there was no necessity
for it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I did not.

Mr. Heitmaun: You did, a bundred
times,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The hon,
member is wrong again. Neither the
then Premier nor I made that statement.

The Premier: Yon made it in your
own constifuency,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier
is romaneing; it is a little habit of his.
I made no such assertion and neither did
the Premier of the day.

The Premier: He did; I heard him.

Hon. PFRANK WILSON: He said, for
that session at any rate they would not
impose the taxation, and the Premier
knows it. This proposal is intended to
solve a big problem, whereas the first
consideration of the Government shounld
be to adjust their own finances and exer-
cise due economy. They should certainly
cut off dead limbs right throughout the
different departments and more espec-
ially should they cut off the losing State
enterprises.

The Premier: What abont the unem-
ployed from them?®

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Fancy run-
ning State steamships at a loss of £20,000
a year to provide employment for the
captain and crew. Who ever heard of
such a suggestion? If this is continued
much longer, it will bring the country
into bapkrnptey. The principle is wrong.
The Government oughi to cut off dead
expenditure and the sooner they do it the
betier it will be for the State. The Gov-
ernment ought to encourage private en-
terprise instead of competing with it.
The Government ought to give the indi-
vidual all encouragement and assistance
possible, and above all invoke the aid of
outside eapital. Rather than borrow mil-
lions of money to invest in speculative
undertakings, would not it be far more to
the advantage of the State if someone
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else would bring those millions in and in-
vest them in the industries of the State
Would not we then gradually work
around to the condition of prosperity
Western Australia enjoyed a very few
years ago? C(Create new avennes of em-
ployment; do not try to replace existing
avenues by State avenues of employment.
That is not the way to solve this problem.
We must build up something fresh which
will absorb the unemployed who are wish-
ful of finding work and will keep them
and their families from want. Let me il-
lustrate my argument by referring to the
possibility of opening up and seitling
the south-western district. No provision
has been made for that. There is seope
in the south-western portion of the State
for dairying, mixed farming and fruit
growing, if wisely handled, to absorb ten
times the present number of unemployed.

The Premier: Why do not private en-
terprise bring in their millions if it is
such a good proposition?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier will not encourage them to do so.

Mr, Toley: What did your Government
do?
- Hon. FRANK WILSON: We eneour-
aged them and got them here.

Mr. Foley: What are they producing?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We made
the counfry what it was three or four
years agé.

The Minister for Works: You put up
a creamery and sent to Melbourne for the
butter, R |

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I do net
think so. The Premier said there was
only one point to consider in connection
with this propossl, and that was as lo
whether the conditions were such that, to
relieve the situation, it was necessary lo
obtain further funds. T think I have
shown that it is not necessary at the
present juneture to obtain any fresh
funds; at least if I have not done so, I
have shown the Premier where T think
this necessity does not exist. The Pre-
mier has stated in regard to his pro-
gramme of works to be carried out—
and anyone who looks down that schedule
of works must see that there is any
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amount of opportunity for employment
of labour—that he has already made
arrangements to find money to carry
them out. Why then do we want now
to increase the burden upon our people
by imposing a special taxation? T hope
that the members of the House will
realise that they have a duty to
perform not only to the unemployed,

and not in allowing the unemployed
to diectale to them, but to all the
other eitizens of the State. and

that they have a special duty to per-
form to those who have the means, or
are earning the means, to pay this tax,
if it be imposed. I do not think for one
moment that doring the nex{t 12 months
we can hope to get the full amount sug-
wested in the Bill. We have monev enough
in our loan appropriation fo carry on
and absorb all the unemployment we
have in our midst, or are likely to have,
until the assistance which iz to be given
to the deserving settlers on our agrieul-
tural land, is given, and they in turn ean
assist us to absorb the surplus labour,
as it is called, of the State.

Mr. Green: So there are good times
ahead?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I hope so.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER (Irwin))
[9.21: I noticed the night before last
in a paper published in this State, a
vaper whose patron saints apparently
are Ananias and Sapphira, a statement
that this measure was being brought in
by the Government signed, sealed. and
delivered, by the Country party. I just
want to say that not only so far as this
measure is eoncerned, but so far as anv
other measure that has heen brought
into the House is concerned, never has
there been one word exchanged between
the Premier or any of his Ministers.
directlv or indirectly, or nersonally be-
tween himself, as head of the Govern-
ment, and myself as head of the Country
party.

Mr. Bolton: It is doubtful whether
they will publish vour remarks,

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: I go fur-
ther than that, beeause this measure
brings it up, and say that we promised
when we were on the hustings, whatever
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party was in power, that we wounld as-
sist them in the dire diffieulties that we
foresaw the State was going to be in.
We have fulfilled our word in giving
every possible assistance to the Crovern-
ment to carry those measures which, in
our judgment, we thought would be in the
best interests of the State. I want this
to be clearly understood, that when this
party gives its word, either to friend or
opponent, that word is worth 20s. in the
pound, in that mart where honourable
men trade. With regard to this taxation
propesal, I may say that I am speaking
to-night as an individual member of this
House, and that my remarks earry no
party significance, because in our plat-
form there is no question affecting taxa-
tion. T regret that taxation has been
brought in here now, but that taxation
is necessary, and wounld be necessary, 1
do not think any reasonable man in the
State can deny. If this tax is brought
in now, the responsibility ought to be
put upon the proper shoulders. 1T
thought it was an understood thing that
no taxation was to be brought in during
this session, but by ill-advised advertise-
ment, and ill-advised championship in
this House it was coneclusively and
clearly proved that taxation was neces-
sary, and was necessary at once, becaunse
the purpose was to tax members of this
House to the extent of £100 per annum,
I am rather surprised to hear the asser-
tion that one should not tax one bodv of
the community for another, in the face
of the fact that there was a suggestion
to tax this body for the bhenefit of the
whole community.

Mr. Bolton: Praying that it would not
be carried.

Mr. JAMES GARDINER.:
neither here or there. I am approach-
ing this tax from the humanitarian
standpoint. Poverty and want reach my
heart quicker than anything else. I do
not want the position to he that
I shall -have sufficient and that
other men shall starve. T go back
to September, when we called a meeting
of citizens of this State, when we fore-
saw the diffienlties that have now come
to us, the diffieulties in the farming in-

That is
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dustry, and the unanimous decision of
those eitizens was this—that we should
not only make every effort to keep the
farmer on the land, to keep him there,
to look after his wants and his neeessi-
ties, but that we should, in addition,
ook after the workers and see that they
were given avenues of employment, so
that they might be kept in work, and not
have to take charitv—becaunse there are
men who wounld rather starve than take
charity. No one wants to see men tak-
ing this dole every day. Is it any satis-
faction to us to know that we are giving
men three meals a day?

Member: Two meals a day.

Mr. GARDINER: That is all they can
get and that is what they have to exist
on. This tax may or may not be
necessary. I wanted the Government to go
inte that position fearlessly and faith-
fully, and I am not going to absolve them
from that position now. Let them go
into the position fearlessly and faith-
fullv. T do not think that the passing of
this tax is going to absolve them from
the other duties that the leader of the
Opposition has cast upon them. Tf they
are going into that faithfully and fear-
lesslv, and eut into the bone without any
other consideration than cutting into the
bone, then the unemployed in the State
are not going to be 3,000 bhut 10,000.
No man looking ont on the future of the
next 12 months wants to be an alarmist,
but surely common sense tells us that we
have a hard, hard, time eoming, If we
were at war to-day this State would have
a demand upon our lives, Wa are not
actively at war in this State, but T do
say that we are up against a problem
that is almost as hard and as difficnlt a
one to grasp and to bring to a suceessful
issne fo-day as the war. Under {hese cir-
comstances, T am citizen enough to say
that if T eannot give my life T am willing
lo give some portion of that which I have
made in this State so that other people’s
circumsiances may be improved. I hope
there are times when every ecitizen will
rise above being afraid of uttering what
may be thought to he a discreditable
sentiment. Tt is some credit to entertain
those feelings of sympathy which ought
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to be in every human heart. We dealt
with the farmer. This House has done
nothing praetically, notwithstanding all
the sneers that people engineered against
this party T stand behind, and has de-
voled nearly all its {ime to what—to iry-
ing to relieve absolute want, It is idle
to tell me that £500,000 is going to be
spent on labour, that is, assisting the
farmers. It is too silly to talk about.

The Premier: Hear, hear!

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: It is to he
spent in  wheat, it is to he spent in
superphosphates, it is to be spent in hay;
not in any luxury, but in the merest
bread and butter of necessity. And they
eome and say it is to be spent on labour.

Tt makes one wonder what standard of

common sense this House has got that
such a silly argument could be considered
for a moment. I did feel, and T do feel,
just us strongly on the necessities of the
farmer and of relieving him from want
as any man inh Western Australia, Tf
T feel that of one particular inferest I
have a right to feel it on behalf of every
elass of people which is in necessity and
want., This may not be the best way,
and God knows what is the best way. of
meeting the many difficulties with whieh
this State is faced. Tt is idle to say that
our deficit is inereasing because of mis-
management. No doubt some of it is en-
tirely due to mismanagement, but I have
never known of any Government or any-
hody else who did not mismanage in
some way or other. One could traverse
the whole of Australia and find instances
of the same thing. We find that in
South Australia, if my memory serves me
right, thai for the last guarter of the
year they went behind to the extent of
£300,000. Victoria, I believe, is antici-
pating a deficit of £1,000,000. T am not
making an apology for membhers of the
Government, but, suppose we had wiser
men in Western Australia sitting on- that
Treasury bench to-night, I say there is
no living power at this present juncture
which ean see where this defieit is going
to stop. T am perfectly willing to give
every moment of my time to this State
at the present juncture in any possible
way, and withont any pay, in trying to
solve these difficnlties and lhelp the



[24 Feeruary, 1915.]

Government out of them. I realise that
ne human agency can hope to solve the
difficulties which are going to beap them-
selves upon us during the next few
months. But, thank God, we have the
spirit of hope left to us. They let out
of Pandora’s box all the spirits of mis-
chief. Tt is from that source that we
got all the ills of life. They bave still
left us the spirit of hope. When they
opened that box again this spirif got out
and we bave it with us now; but that
spirit of hope is some distance from rea-
lisation, It is during this critical time
that men.are going to be asked to sacri-
fice their abilities, to sacrifice their pock-
ets, in an attempt to see if we cannot get
through, I am not going to delay the
House by saying very much more except
these last few words. This tax is going
to hit me as hard as most men in the
State. But, as a citizen of the State, if
the payment of that tax is going to en-
able any living soul in the State to earn
bis money instead of being obliged to
take it by way of charity, I will sign a
cheque for any difference with the great-
est of pleasure, and say, “Thank God,
I am able to do it.”

[Demonstration in the Public Gallery.]

Mr, SPEAKER: I wish to notify those
in the gallery that, while they may be ex-
cused on an oceasion of this kind, they
must not make such demonstrations,

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

Ayes .. .. .. 28
Noes .. .. .. 9
Majority for .. 18
AvES.
Mr. Angwin Mr, MeDowell
Mr. Bolton Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter AMr. Munsie
Mr. Chesson Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Collier Mr. Secaddan
Mr. Cunningham Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Foler Mr. Taylor
Mr. Jas. Gardiner Mr. Thomas
Ar. Green Mr. Underwoad
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Walker
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Holman Mr. Willmott
Mr. Johascn Mr. A, A. Wilson
Mr. Johpaton Mr. Heltmano
iTeller).
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Nokz.
Mr. Alien Mr. Smith
Mr. Connolly Mr. Thomson
Mr. Hickmott Mr, F. Wilsou
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Male
Mr, Plesse (Teller).
Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

PAIRS.
Mr. Hudsen Mr. Nalrn
Mr. Price Mr. Gilchrist
Mr. J. P. Gardiner Mr. Robipson

In Commitiee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2, 3—agreed to.

Clause 4—Option to make montkly or
other periodieal returns:

Mr. SMITH: Sobelanse 2, dealing
with returns by employers, seems to me
rather unfair to the employer, since, at
all events according to my reading of it,
the employee may say to his employer
that he wishes to pay the tax in advance
in order to reap the benefit of the 5 per
cent, diseount allowed, and them, under
this subclanse the employer may be com-
pelled to pay the amount of the tax, say,
for 12 months in advance, while there 1s
no guarantee that the employee will re-
main in that employer’s serviee for that
length of time. I do not think this can
be the intention of the framers of the
measure, but I aslt the Premier to make
the subelanse more explicit. Under it as
it stands, the employee apparently is to
get the benefit of the cash advance, while
the employer apparently is to find the
cash, I3 that intended by the Premier?

The Premier: No, nor does the clause
intend that.

Mr. SMITH: Then let the clause state
plainly what is intended,

The PREMIER: The hon, member is
not entitled to interpret the Enpglish of
this clause as he does. The word “paid”
is English which ecannot be misander-
stood. An employee is not paid until his
services have been rendered, and a de-
duetion is to be made at the employee’s
request when payment for services ren-
dered is made to him.

Mr. SMITH: Assuming that reading
to be correct, I still ask, why should the
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employer be put to the trouble of doing
this work for the emplovee, instead of
the employee being left to do it for him-
self? There is quite enough work already
imposed on employers in the way of fur-
nishing returns,

The PREMIER: The object is to let
the emplover forward the amount of the
tax on behalf of all his employees, That
is the simplest way of collecting the tax.
Many employees will no doubt prefer to
have the amount of the tax deducted
weekly or monthly, instead of allowing
the tax to mount up and baving to meet
a coruparatively heavy impost out of one
pay. Further, my objeet is to obtain
payment in advance from as many tax-
payers as possible, instead of waiting for
payment until July. I want fto obtain
some of the revenue under this measure
as early as possible, in order that some
of the .works contemplated may be
- started as soon as possible,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I think the
wording of Snbclause 2 is gquite clear,
and I do not think the contention can
hold for one moment ihat an employer
under this subclanse may be ecalled upon
to pay in advance the tax for an em-
pioyee. The employer can only be called
upon to pay the tax from money due to
the emplovee. For the convenience of
the Taxation Department, however, the
Premier would do well to take power for
the department to eall upon the employer
to make these relurns and payments, in-
stead of leaving the matter permissive.
The Commissioner of Taxation should be
given power to call upon an employer for
a return of employees earning over £156
per annum. and also power to require the
employer at the end of six months to
collect the tax from his employees.

The PREMIER : It wounld be unfair to
make it compulsory at the request of the
Commissioner for ar employver to maké
the deduction. It will be purely a volun-
tary act on the part of the taxpayer to
pay fortnightly, monthly, or even half-
vearly, just as he chooses, The returns
will he very simple.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 5—Ineorporation of Act No. 15
of 1907:

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Paragraph (d)
provides that insuranece companies shall
pay this tax. I undersiood from the
Premier last night that they were to be
exempt.

The Premier:
panies are exempt.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I think the
clause should be looked into and the
meaning made perfeecily clear.

Mr. MALE: The paragraph clearly
states that the taxable ineome of insur-
ance companies Shall be assessed, It does
not say that these companies shall be
exempt,

The PREMIER: We are incorporating
in this Bill the provisions of the Land
and Income Tax Assessment Aet, 1007,
Section 19 of that Aet provides for the
exemption of eertain incomes. Subsection
2 of Section 19 provides that the incomes
of life assurance companies and of com-
panies or sociefies not earrving on busi-
ness for purposes of gain shall be ex-
empt, and it goes on to say that this ex-
emption shall not apply to incomes de-
rived from interest on investments. To-
day they are paying the same as anh or-
dinary taxpayer at the rates under the
present Act on the interest derived from
investments, and that is all. In the Bill
before members we have to put in para-
graph (e} which savs, “The exempiion
under paragraph 2 of Section 19 shall
extend to income derived from interest
on investments.” Therefore they are en-
tirely exempt under the Bill,

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 6 to S8—agreed to.

Clause 9—Returns to be furnished and
tax paid:

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : This may en-
tail a great deal of work on owners of
places of public entertainment. The
clanse provides that every persen by
whom any public entertainment is carried
on shall forthwith after every such pub-
lic entertainment or within such time as
may be prescribed by regulations deliver
a return setting forih all the details. This
will involve a lot of work and I doubt
whether the Treasury will get the return
they will be entitled to. This might be
done at less expense by the issue of

Life insuranee com-
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stamps or having cach tickel for admis-
sion issued by the Treasury,

The PREMIER: We must make pro-
vision that a person shall prepare a re-
furn immediately after the entertainment
has taken place, because there may be only
vne euterlainment in.a year and the per-
sun giving it may leave immediately after-
wards. We ean by regulation make pro-
vision to meet the case sugpested by the
hon. member. We have deliberately lefit
ont a good deal of detail which can be
attended to by regulation. In fact we
shall he able by regulation to get over
many difficulties which we know will be
encounterel. To avoid possible hard-
ship entailed by a hard and fast rule, we
desire to leave it to regulation and make
the conditions as easy as possible.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: What about the
stamps! That system wounld prevent the
making of wrong returns.

The PREMIER: All these entrepre-
neurs have to make returns under the
Income Tax Act already, and we do not
believe them to be all dishonest.

Hon. Frank Wilson; Would it not be
simpler {o stamp the tickets?

The PREMIER: Only this evening 1
met a deputation of picture show proprie-
tois, and explained that we desired to pro-
vide the simplest possible method of col-
lecting the tax without inflicting any
hardship.

Mr. Smith: The proprietors of these
shows are not going to pay the tax.

The PREMIER: I have already said
that a person who can afford to go to
entertainments under existing conditions
is in a position to pay a small additional
amount for the purpose of providing the
necessaries of life for others less for-
tunate. [t may be found that the easiest
method of collecting the tax will be by
siamps, either embossed or adhesive, bat
the several methods have yet to be dis-
cussed with the people most econcerned.
What we are principally concerned about
is the getting of the tax.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I am afraid
the Premier will not be able to formulate
regulations, seeing that the procedure is
Jaid down in the ¢lanse, Returns have
to be made.

[60]
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The Premier, Within such time as may
be preseribed by regulation,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: {1 doubt if
the Premier has power to substitute a
stamp.

The Premier: I am ecertain of it; the
clanse provides for it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The pro-
moter of an enterlainment must deliver
lo the Commissioner of Taxation a return
in a preseribed form, seiting forth a
nuinber of particulars, We cannot sub-
slitute for this form some such exped-
ients as stamps. The Premier should
make proper provision in the Bill,

The PREMIER: The first portion of
the clanse is its main principle. It pro-
vides that certain things shall be done
within such time as may be preseribed
by regulation. There is nothing to pre-
vent us from arranging with the people
running an entertainment to have their
tickets embossed, issue the tickets and
debil the charge against them, Then Lhe
making of the return would be emin-
ently simple, Clause 12 provides for the
making of regulations preseribing the
mode of payment of the tax. We have
all the provision necessary for making
arrangements by regulation,

Clause put and passed.

Clanses 10, 11—agreed to.

Clause 12—Regulations:

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The customary
provision for Jaying the regulations on
the Table dues not appear in the Bill.

The Premier: I rely on the Interpre-
tation Aet,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Which wrong-
ly preseribes that these regulations can
only be rejected by a meotion agreed to
by both Houses. It has been the custom
to provide that either House shall have
power to reject regulations. The Pre-
mier, wien in Opposition, argued that
the Interpretation Aet was wrong in this
regard.

The Premier:
thing of the kind.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Itisin Hansard.
Either House should have the right to
disallow regulations,

I never argued any-
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The Minister for Lands: Yon passed
many a Bill under the provisions of the
Interpretation Act.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We think, as
the Premier once thought, that either
House should have the right to disallow
regulations.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 13—Applieation of tax:

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : Will the Pre-
mier give us an indieation as to the
schednle of works forecasted in the
clanse—as to what work he intends to
carry out.

The PREMIER: It bas no bearing on
the tax. In any case I cannot give the
schedule. The clause provides that Par-
liament shall have placed hefore it, prior
to the money being expended, a sehedule
of works on which the money is to be
speut. If I brought down such a sche-
dule with the Bill T would so arrange
that schedule as to provide for an equal
distribution of the expenditure over all
the electorates, in order that no member
would vote against the Bill. But I am
not going te cloud the principle of the
Bill by introdueing with it a sehedule
which would impose allegiance on some
members and relieve others from all re-
sponsibility. As a broad principle I may
say the money will be spent largely in
distriets where it is largely raised. If
any member is prepared to offer a sug-
gestion, I will give it due consideration.
I am not able to state definitely the na-
ture of the works or where they will be
carried out.

Mr. SMITH: Wil the work be re-
stricted to uniomists, or will it be open
to every man who is unemployed?

The PREMIER: I am not quite cer-
tain. 1 understand there is a nunion of
the unemployed, and probably there will
be no one ouiside of the union,

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: I am not so
much concerned about the money being
expended in the districts of members
who support the Bill, as about the class
of work to be undertaken. Much of the
work will be similar to that provided for
under the Loan Estimates. Apparently
provision will be made only for manual
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workers, and I do not think there is at
present any diffieulty in providing em-
ployment for those capable of doing this
kind of work.

Hon. )] MITCHELL: This clause is
ridiculous, The Loan Estimates provide
for £2,850,000 to cover the works neces-
sary during the next few montls,

The Minister for Lands: Then you are
opposed to any further works than those
specified in the Loan Schedule?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I object to
works usually provided for on Loan Esti-
mates being included here. The Loan
Estimates will provide work for more
unemployed than there are to-day, and if
the Government are honest in their in-
tention to start those works as soon as
possible there is no need for the clause.
in preparing the list of works, the Gov-
ernment no doubt had regard to those
which were most urgent. Under the
clause it will be impossible to expend the
money except by a vote of both Houses
of Parlisment, but with the Premier will
rest the responsibilily for submitting the
motion,

The Premier.: No, any hon. member
can move a motion,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It would be use-
less for any member of the Opposition
to table such a molion, The Premier
should surely be able to tell us his ideas
in regard to lbe expenditure of this
money. It is nob to be unsed to reduce
the deficit or to assist the revenue.

The Premier: Would yon like it to be
used for general revenue?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I do not like
the tax at all. It will have the effect of
reducing employment. It is impossible to
tax people into work as the Premier is
trying to do. The Premier proposes te col-
lect taxation from people who can ill
afford to pay, bui they are entitled to
know the object to which it will be de-
voted. If the Premier does not know
on what works the money will be ex-
pended he ought to find out as soon as
possible,

Mr. MALE: Since the Premier is un-
able to say on what particular works the
money will be expended, can he inform
us if it is intended to earry out any pub-
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lic works? The clause stipulates that
the money might be applied to public
works or some other purpose. There
would be nothing to prevent it from be-
ing used to increase Ministerial salaries,
provided both Houses agreed.

Mr. Munsie: That would not be find-
ing work for the unemployead,

The PREMIER: If the hon. member
desires information he should ask for it
vespectfully. He should not be insulting.

The CHAIRMAN: The Premier must
discuss the clause,

The PREMIER: It was insulting on
the part of the hon. member to suggest
that the money might be used to increase
Ministerial salaries. The clanse speci-
fies that the net proceeds of the tax shall,
snbject to appropriation of Parliament,
be apyplied to carrving out all special and
necessary works whereon the surplus la-
bour of the State may be profitably em-
ployed, or such other purposes as may he
approved by resolution of both Houses
of Parliament. The hon. member should
know from thig, that on other than public
works we cannot spend a single penny
of money without a resolution being ad-
orted by both Houses of Parliament.
The hon. member must also know that
no resolation can pass hoth Houses to
increase Ministerial salaries at the pre-
sent time. The object of that particular
part of the clanse is to enahle the Gov-
ernment to make a grant, perhaps, to a
loeal authority. We might decide, for
instance, in some particular district where
some work is controlled by a loeal au-
thority, that it ecan better be controlied
by that body, and that in Ehe cireum-
stances a grant should be made to it for
the purpose of providing employment
for those in need of work.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: There seems to be
a good deal of misrepresentation going
on in regard to this measure, Even in
a newspaper published to-day we read
a slatement like this, which shows that a
wrong contsruction is being put on this
matter by some of our journals.

Hon_ J, Mitehell: By the Premier him-
self,

Mr, GRIFFITHS: The pewspaper in
question states—
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Genperally stated, however, the ob-
ject of the Bill is to provide the Trea-
surer with the sum of about £200,000
over and above the amouant which may
be realised from the existing Income
Tax Act. The Bill states that the
money is to “be applied to carrying
ouf neeessary and public works, where-
on surplus labour within the State may
be profitably employed.” It would
have been better had the Treasurer re-
frained from stating this as the ohject
he has in view, for it enunciates a most
vicious prineiple, under which one see-
tion of the community is to be taxed
for the henefit of another seetion.

1t practically goes on to state that the
employees from the country distriets are
to be tempted into the town to take em-
ployment under the Government on
which they can get in the Government
stroke at the maximum wage. DMembers
should try to be a little more patriotic
and look at things fairly and squarely.
There is too much party business being
made of this matter. The journal goes on
to state—

Now if the loss is to be angmented
by a tax of one-twelfth of the gross
receipts we may be sure that few com-
panies will venture to Western Aus-
tralia and the public will be denied the
opportunity of amusement,

That is a very sorry argument o bring
forward, that we should be denied a little
pleasare in conneetion with the applica-
tion of this money so far as the incidence
of this taxation is concerned. The Pre-
mier shonld consider ihe question of
sending out some of the unemployed info
1the outback distriets and ensuring that
somme of the money is spent on works of
a reproductive nature. I should like to
have seen a tax put upon the bachelor
rather than see the married men of the
State carrying the burden of the bachelor.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: I resent the
statement of the hon. member in regard
to this thing being a party question. We
endeavour to see that what is right is
heing done under the Bill. The hon.
member says that it is perfectly right to
levy a tax upon the whole people for the
benefit of a few., I always thought there
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was no harm in levying a tax so long
as that tax was for the benefit of the
whole comwmunity.

The Premier: How could that be done?
Have we not spent from revenue, which
is money raised from the general com-
munity, to provide for a weir at Northam?
Does the whole community get the bene-
fit from that?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Yes. I merely
wish the hon. member for York to be-
lieve that we are just as desirous of
helping the people of the State as he is.
We simply disagree as fo methods, 1
want works to be done that can be done,
but done more profitably than they can
be by the application of this clause,

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 14, 15—agreed to.

First schedule—agreed to.

Seeond schedule:

Hon, J. MITCHELL: There is some-
thing exceedingly wrong here, We have
been engaged in cuiting down the subsi-
dies of agrienltural shows and other socie-
ties of that deseription. I therefore
move an amendment—

That the worde “ericket, football,
tennis, and other games” be struck out.
The PREMIER: I de not think the

hon. member has obtained a brief from
the sporting community to have these
words struck out. I have no hesitation
in saying on behalf of the football com-
munity that they will be prepared to
ray this portion of the tax. T am pre-
pared o take the responsibility of say-
ing that these words shall remain.

Amendment put and negatived.

Ifon, J. MITCHELL: I move an
amendment—

That the words “dog and pouliry
skows, industrial and other exhibitions,
agrieultural and hortieuliural shows”
be struck out,

Mr. \WWANSBROUGH: Poultry shows
are Tun under the anspices of agrienltural
shows., Agricultural societies. which at
present are struggling for an existence,
derive their support. however. mainly
from agriculturists who are bearing their
share of the burden by way of land and
income tax. and would also shoulder their
responsibilities under the super tax.
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The Premier: I wish yon meant that.
Mr, Thomson: Many of them are pre-
pared to do so.

Mr. WANSBROUGH: These country
agricultural societies depend upon agri-
culturists for their spectators, and rely
for their existence an the subsecriptions
of farmers, Il is not fair to include
them in ibe schednle and I would like to
see them struck out.

Yr. WILLMOTT: I also regret that
the Premier has thought necessary to in-
¢lude agricultural shows among amuse-
ments. They are edueational and in-
structive, rather than amusing; and in
many country distriets the agrieultural
show is all that the people have to look
forward to. In view of the fact that these
shows are now c¢onducted without Gov-
ernment assistance, the proposal to taxz
them is especially hard. I trust the Pre-
mier will agree Lo the deletion of agrienl-
tural and horticultural shows from the
schedale, -

The PREMIER: My objection to the
amendment springs not from any lack of
appreciation of the fact that agrienltural
shows are educational as well as enter-
taining, Buat it is idle to say that agri-
cultural shows are not in the nature of
eniertainments. The agricultural show at
Claremont, in especial, has its gala day,
when 40,000 people attend—for what?
Hardly for instruetion.

Mr, Willmott: But the shows are not
run for profit.

The PREMIER: No; and we are not
taxing on a profit hasis, However, we
have no more right to exempt people who
find entertainment in agricultural shows
than 1o exempt people who find amuse-
ment in horse races or picture shows.
TWhat form of amusement is availahle for
the man ob the goldfields?

Hon. J. Mitehell: Whippets.

The PREMTER: The man who goes
to whippet meetings will pay under this
measure, e must not bezin making ex-
emptions. or we shall have endless appli-
eations for exemption. This Bill, T wish
to emphasise, taxes the entertained, and
not the entertainer.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
has no justifieation whatever for placing
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agrieultura) shows on a par with dances,
gkating rinks, and whippet racing. The
reason why agricultnral shows bave been
subsidised in the past lies in their
educatioval value; their value in im-
proving methods of agreulture and
of stock raising, for instance, There
is already great difficulty in making
ends weet in connection wth these
shows, and farmers will be heavily
tfaxed apart from this Bill, It is remark-
able that notwithstanding £2,850,000 of
Joan money being spent in six months,
the Governmenl cannot carry on without
taxing the farmer who visits an agrienl-
tural show, Whether or net this Bill be-
comes law, not a Minister now sitting on
the Treasury bench will dare to attend
an agrieuliural show dinner in future.

Mr. FOLEY: If the member for Nor-
tham carries his amendment, it will
amount to putting the farmers in the
position as if they were accepting charity
purely and simply. If farmers do look
forward from one year’s end to another
to their agricultural shows, they will not
ohject to paying the additional impost of
one penvy. If it can be shown that they
are not in o position to stand this addi-
tional fax, I will vote with the hon. mem-

“ber for Northam, I think, however, the
farmers can stand it, and the member
for Northam is bringing the House into
ridicule by snbmitting his amendment.

Mr. WILLMOTT: We eclaim that
agricultural shows do not come under the
calegory of enfertainments, and if they
have been subsidised in the past, as en-
tertainments, I am exceedingly surprised.
T hope the Premier will take a2 reasonable
view of the position.

Mr. THOMSON: T am sorry T did
not speak on the second reading, -but I
voted as I intended to do. T am sur-
prised at the view the Premier has taken
of agrieultural shows and I am aston-
ished also at the member for Leonora
playing to the gallery, as he did.

Mr, Foley: That is a personal aftack
and. I object to it.

The CHATRMAN: Order!

Mr, Foley: In sall seriousness I do ob-
ject to the hon. member’s statement that
I was playing to the gallery.

1735

The CHAIRMAN: If exception is
iaken to the statement ii must be with-
drawn,

Mr, THOMSON: If the hon. member
{akes exception to it I shall certainly
withdraw it. Agricultural shows ecannot
be put on the same footing as entertain-
ments. In most disiricts the show is held
only onee a year and the agriealtural
societies have in the past been subsidised
by the Government, Is it the Govern-
ment’s intention to eontinue the subsidies
or is it proposed to discontinue their
payment and impose the tax in addition?
This tax will cost some of the agricul-
toral societies £20, I hope the Premier
will agree to the deletion of agricultural
shows,

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

Ayes . . .. 16
Noes . .. ... 19
Majority against 3
ArTra.
Mr. Allen Mr, Plesse
Mr. Cunnlngham Mr, 8mith
Mr. Jas. Gardiner Mr. Thomson
Mr. Grifiiths Mr. Veryard
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Waosbrough
Mr. Harrison Mr. Willmott
Mr. Hickmoit Mr. F, Wilson
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Male
(Teller).
Noes.
Mr. Angwin | Mr, O'Loghlen
Mr. Rolton } Mr. Scaddan
Mz, Carpenter Mr. B, J. Stubbs
Mr. Chesson i Mr. Taylor
Mr. Colller } Mr. Thomas
Mr. Faley Mr. Underwaood
Mr. Green | Mr. Walker
Mr. McDowall Mr. A. A. Wlison
Mr. Mullany | i Mr. Heltmann
Mr. Munsie f {Teiler).

Amendment thus negatived.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I do not under-
stand the concluding paragraph of the
schedule, which reads—*“Every other pub-
lic entertainment or amusement to which
the public are admitted for or in expee-
tation of pavment.” Cao the Premier
explain these words? In any case I deo
not think they are required. I move an
amendment—
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That the last paragraph be struck
out,

The PREMIER: The meaning of the
words is quite plain. We cannot specify
all possible entertainmenis, and so we
must make a general provision like this.
The tax might be evaded by admitting
people free of charge at the door and
securing payment later on. This is
merely a dragnet provision and is essen-
tial to meet those entertainments whieh
cannot be specified,

Hon. J, MITCHELL: To tax every
little Sunday entertainment under a pro-
vision of this kind is disgraceful. I ask
leave to withdraw the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Schedule put and passed.

Third Schedule, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted lo
the Legislaiive Counecil.

House adjourned at 11.2 p.m.

P ]

Tegislative Council,
Thursday, 25th February, 1915.
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Tle DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Colonial Seeretary: 1, Ednea-
tion Department—Amendment to regula-

[COUNCIL.]

tions, 2, Copy of balance sheet of the
State Sawmills to 30th June, 1914. 3,
Balance sheet of the Boya Quarry to
30th June, 1913, and to 30th June, 1914.
4, Health Act 1911, (a) By-laws of the
Carnarvon Loecal Board of Health, (b)
By-laws of the Mount Margaret Road
Board,

QUESTION—UNEMPIOYED,
ASSISTANCE,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew—Central) {4,32]: The reply
I gave to the hon, Mr, McLarty on Tues-
day last did not appear to me to be very
elear; so I am furnishing him with in-
formation which I trust will be easily
undersiood. The cost of meals was
£1,745 16s. 3d., rations supplied cost
£1,743 3s. 8d., and the cost of providing
sleeping accommeodation amounted to
£459 9s. 94.

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE,
MONEY BILLS PROCEDURE.

Hon. D. (. Gawler brought up the re-
port of the select committee appointed
to inquire into Money Bills procedure.

HReport received and read.

MOTION—UNEMPLOYED EXECU-
TI1VE.
To be heard at the Bar.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South) [4.37]: 1
desire to ask leave of the House, under
Standing Order 103, to move the follow-
ing motion without notice:—

That A. Brown, the Chairman, and
(. Qwen, the Secretary of the Unem-
ployed Execulive Commiltee, of Perth,
be heard at the Bar of the House, in
order to place before the House the
position of the men and the gricvous
disabilities under which they are
placed through wunemployment.

All T desire to do is to make a statement.
I have eonsulted an officer of this House,
who has consulted with an officer of an-
other place, as to the correct way in
whieh o move in this direction, and these



