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GEO. FOWLDS, Manaster
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The Hon., Mr.

woa from the honourabie member for Bruce.
He has drawn a pieture of darkneds and black-
ness as being characteristic of everything done
or attempted to be done by the (Government.
Ths inference to be drawn from the honourable
gentleman’s speech is this: that the country
is rapidly rushing to destruction under the

control of the present Government, and that !

of Education, on Tuesday, 26th
“ Honsard.”)
Opposition against the Government. Will 1

FOWLDS (Minister of BEdu- .
cation).—We have listened to the usual tale of .

nothing can possibly save it except that he .
and his friends should replace the Government |

on these benches.
sible that the day iz coming—and it may not be
so very far off—when some other Government
may replace the members of the present Go-
vernment ; but let me say emphatically that

Well, now, it may be pos- :

be in order, Sir, when 1 come to that point,
in using the word “ Tammanyism > in refuting
the charge of the leader of the Opposition ?

Mr. SPEAKER.—Certainly.

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—That clears the
way. I used the word expressty for the purpose
of giving the leader of the Opposition an op-
portunity of condemning it, so that I san deal
effectively with the matter when I come to that
part of my speech. The honourable membor
for Bruse in his speech made what I consider
a very scrions’ charge. He said that the late
Minister of Lands, Mr. McNab, had been sacri-
ficed by the Government in connection with

: the Lend Bill of 1907—the land policy which

when the day comes for the Government to

be replaced it wil be by a more Radical one
than the one that noew occupies the Treasury
benches. When it is replaced it will be by a
Government prepared to stake its very existence
in carrying out some of those fundamental and

! that connection.

far-reaching reforms that the Opposition stand ;

primarily to prevent being made law.

There

is not the slightest chance of the government -

of this country being bhanded over to the Jerc-
miahs and the Tammany bosses of the Oppo-
sition—net tho slightest.

Mr. MASSEY.—1 want to ask you, M. |

Speaker, whether that is a proper expresmon.
“ Tammany :

to use to members of this House :
bosses on the Opposition side of the House ™ 7

The Hon, Mr. FOWLDS.—Mr. Speaker, I
will repeat the statemoent I made, so that youm
may hear it and be sble to decide impartially.
1 said, “ There is not the slightest chance of
the government of this country being handed

over to the Jeremiahs and the Tammany
; ance as a colleague on the Government benches.

bosses of the Opposition.” I stopped there.
The Tammany bosses may be outside of the
House altogether,

Mr. SPEAKER. —1 think the expression
“* Tammany bosses ™ i an expression that is
understood to mean something which should
not be applied by one houourable gentleman

towards another, and I thick the Hon. the!
: impossible it was for the members of the Minig.
The Hon, Mr, FOWLDS.—TI will gladly with- :

Minister ought to withdraw it.

draw it.
a speech delivered by the leader of the Opposi- |
tion, and befors I have finished to-night I want |

I took the words from the report of ,

|
:
i
i

to comment very strongly on the a.ecusa,tmnj

of Tammanyism made by the leader of the’

he was foreced to adopt. I do not know what
was meant by the word * sacrificed ” used in
Was there an implication
that the Government kad done something to
sacure the defeat of Mr. MeNab, or in whai
particular way did the Government sacrifice
their colleague.? 1 know that Mr. MeNab
was saerificed to the public life of this country
for the present Parliament by the mizrepre-
sentations of the honourable gentlemen who
sit oo the opposit: side of the House, and
their friends and orgenizers throughout the
country.

An Hon, MEMBER.—Not at all.

The Hon. Mr.. FOWLDS.—I was misrepre.
sentation with regard to the dairy regulations
and other similar matters that was the main
factor in securing the defeat of our colleague,
and I am sure there was not & single member
of the Ministry who did not deeply reg‘ret-
Mr, McNab’s defeat on that occasion. All of
us would have done everything in our power
to have secured his presence and his condinu-

I want to repudiate entirely the suggestion
that any members of the Government as it
then existed had anything to do in the matter
of sacrificing their colleague Mr. MceNab. The
honourable member for Bruce went on to pie-
turc the heterogeneous character, I think he
said, of the Ministry, and tried to show how

try to worl together. One of his illustrations
was, ““ There on ope bench is sitting a single-
taxer, and there on another bench is a free-
holder.” The honourable gentleman has on

frequent occasions—generally when he has had
an opportunity of speaking after me in debate,




and tast session he came after me on two occa-
sions-—-made misrepresentations regarding the
views I hold and the effect they would be likely
to have. I do not know that the honourable
gentleman knows very much about the prin-
ciples that I am supposed to stand for, but
if he does he ought tc know that there is not
the slightest incongruity in the fact of & single-
taxer and a frecholder sitting and working toge-
ther harmoniously, As a matter of fact, a single-
taxer must have a freehold system of tenure
in order to carry out his ideas; so that the
hondmrable gentleman, in trying to create an
appearance of division in that respect, was
ovidontly telking entirely without the beok.
Buf are the gentlemen who sit on the Opposi-
tion benches so entirely of one mind, are they so
harmonious in their ideas, that if by any chance

they were called upon te undertake the govern--

ment of this couniry they would be able to pull
together 7 Why, only & few weeks ago, when
the report of Lord Kitchener, who had visited
this country, came in, the leader of the Qpposi-
tion at once deolarsd against giving effect to
o portion of that report, whilst his colleague
the member for Bruee intimeted that he was
prepared to go on the platforms throughout
the Dominior and assist the.Prime Minister in
putting the recommendations contained in that
report into operation in their entirety.

Mr. MABSEY.—Thst is only a detail.

The Hon., Mr. FOWLDS.— That is only a
detail.” The member for Bruce does not think
s0. I may further remind honourable membera
of the fact that another colleague sitting behind
the leader of the Opposition made use of very
strong expressions of approval regarding the
presentation of the Dreadnought—not only of
the gift of the wvessel, but of the manner and
the time of giving of the Dreadnought. The
leader of the Opposition has denounced that in
this House, and on every platform on which he
has spoken throughout New Zealand.

Mr. MASSBEY.—Denounced what ?

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS, — Denouneed fhe
manner and the time of giving the Dreadpought,
His colieague spproved of it, saying that the
manner was right and the time was opportune.
They want to be able to show more agreement
amongst themselves before they begin to cast
stones against those who sit on the Govern-
ment. benches. 8o far, the Government has
been able to present a sufficiently solid and
united front to the pecple of this country to
leave the honcurable gentleman’s party in a
very small minority both in the House and in
the country. The honourable gentleman went
on to make some remarks with reference to the
-disbolical lind of confiscation that was pro-
posed in connection with the singletax. In
those remarks he showed that hs does not
know the fundamental principle on whish the
single tax i3 based. But I am willing to go
-down some time to his constituency and discuss
‘the mattor with him there. I am prepared to
show that every small farmer in this country,
if the single-tax proposals 1 have advocated
wers adopted, would pay a great deal less in
taxation than  they pay at the present time
under the present system of taxation.

Mr. MASSEY.—What do you think of that ?

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—Think of what

Mr. MASSEY.—I was asking the Minister of
Agriculiure what he thinks of that. .

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—I think the honour-
able gentleman had the opportunity of speaking
for an hour, and he need not intezrrupt me in
that manner. He is very touchy scmelires
when other honourable msmbers make remarks
when he is speaking. I only want to sey, in
passing, that it is the policy of members of the
Opposition to do their best to persuade pecple
that any one who attempts to tax land-values
is necessarily an enemy to the small settler;
but there is not the slightest difficulty in show.
ing that i the great majority of the people
employed upon the land had all other taxes
removed, and nothing but a tax on land-values
to pay, they would pay only from & quarter to
& half of the wmount they are paying in taxation
to-day; and it is only necessary that these
facts should be put before the settlers in the
country districts to enable them to judge really
as to who are the true friends of the settler.
Then the honourable gentleman went on to
condemn the (Government of being guiléy of
discouraging settlement, and tried to show that
members of the Opposition had not been op-
posed to the land-for-seitlsments scheme when
it was first introduced, I am always delighted
to see evidemce of the growth, development,
and progress of homourable members on the
Opposition benches, and I am very glad to say
that during the years 1 have been in the House
1 have seen very considerable progress made in
the education of those honourable gentlemen.
Their education is still a very long way from
being completed ; but we have moved them
tremendously from the position they oceupied
&t the time | came mlo the House, and still
further by eomparison with the position they
oceupied ab the time of Mr, Ballance, and the
passing of the Land for Settlements Aet and
thie Advances to Settlers Act, But they do not
realize how far they have moved, and they are
always prepared to deny statements’ made by
themn at that time. It is only a matter of
tarning up Hansard und proving them to the
hilt. We heard the other might the complaint:

of the leader. of the Opposition about falsehoods -

circulated throughout the couniry at the last
election, and his most emphatic denial of the
statement that he had becn in favour of libiting
the amount of the advances to settlers fo £250
in each case; and to-night the Prime Minister
read from the honourable gentleman’s speech in
Hansard the cxact statement which he had
characterized as a falsochood and was ealled o
order by the Speaker for gc deing. The mentbsr
for Bruce has been talking to-night as i he was
just dying to get on to the Treasury benches
so that he could secure the extension of the
system of closor settlement for the people of
this country. Well, just for a few minutes ot
us review the attitude of the honourable gentle-
man in connection with the Land for Settlements
Bill when it was before the House in 1894. On
page 7 of Hansard, Volume 85, you will find
that Captair Russell moved the addition of the-
following subelause to clause 6 of the Bill :—
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" tollows—that is fo say: Of fizst-class land, an

“woik of land-scttloment, Mr. Xarnshew moved
“to strike out the word * two ™ in the amount
* two hundred and filty thonsand pounds, with tho

in any oue year to £150,000.

- he had advooated the Land for Settloments Act.

w"v—vr‘ -

" Where an owner of land has children born
i, lawful wedlock, the areas limited by sub-
sections one and swo hereof shall be inereased as

additional arca of five hundred acres for each
such child.” . .

Suppose the owner had five children: he and
the children would, if $hat subclause had been
agreed to, have had the right to retain 3,500
acres of first-class land in one block.

“ Of scoond-class land, an additional area of
ane thousand acres for each such child ; and of
pastoral Jand, an additional ares of two thou-
sand aeres for each such child.”

That is in addition to the two thousand and
the five thousand scres respectively which the
Rill provided that the owner was to retain. The
following voted in favour of that :—

" Alicn Maslin Thompson
Buchanan Massey Wilspn.
Crowther MceGuire Talers,
Heke Russell, W, R.  Fraser
Eelly, W. Stout Gireen.
Lang

‘That iz the kind of close settlement these
gentlomen would have: 3,000 acres of first-class
land, 6,000 acres of second-class land, and 12,000
acres of pastoral land. :

Mr. ALLEN.—¥or 2 man and his children.

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—The honoutable
gentieman need not interject. T have indicated
guite clearly that each member of the family
got thet additienal amount. Then we come
toe another question, where Mr. H. D. Bell
wanted to secure that any man with a partner
could get an additional amount. He moved
the addition of the following subsection to
clause 61— :

* When two or more persons are joint tenants,
or tenants in common, of land in equal shares,
zuch persons shall be allowed to retain twice
glg ares, prescribed in subsection two hereof,”

e.

Amongst the tellers in favour. of Mr. Bell’s
motion is Mr. Allen. Then, again, when it came
to the question of the amount of money thab
was to be made available for carrying on the

9

view of inserting the word ** one 7 in lieu there-
of, 8o as to limit the amount to be borrowed
The Commities
divided on the guestion that the word “ two '
stand part of the clause, and leading the list
again is Mr. Allen, amongst the Noes, voting in
favour of limiting the amount to £150,000 per
antinm for land-settlomont purposes. And then
{ have a very sivong impression that I heard
the honourable gentleman to-night interject,
when the Prime Minister was speaking, thet

Mr. ALLEN.—The second reading, yes.

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—On; page 95 of the
Hansord T have guoted from i will be found
that the House divided on the question, * That
the words ‘be now read a third time’ stand
part of the question,” and amongst those who
are paired agsinst it is Mr. Allen. I do nof
think that is a very satisfactory record, or a |
record that would show that the honourable

gentleman and Wis friends had been the authots
and supporters, of this policy of . closer settle:
ment. The honourable gentleman complained
that the Prime Minister had made no mention
of his views on the question of option, or of
his attitude to the various tenures; bub that
matker is to be dealt with in a Bill this session.
He also stated that the no-confidence motion
of the leader of the Opposition was entirely on
the question of land-tenure, Well, I think the
Prime Minister made the position perfectly
clear in thuat respest—that it was quite im-
possible in the course of a short reply to the
leader of the Opposition to lay down the prin-
ciples that were to be embodied in the Land
Bill. The Land Bil was promised in the
Speech from the Throne, and when the proper
time comes the full details of the land pro-
posals of the Government will be stated. The
honourable gentleman is always, in the House

“| and out of the Mouse, claiming credit for nearly

everything that turns out to be popular. A
few minutes ago he claimed credit for the
puiting on the statute-book of the Land for
Settlements Act, the record in connection with
which I have just vead. He also claimed to-
night that he, or the Opposition, is responsible
for any progress that has been made in the
gettlement of Native land and in the settlement
of land generaliy. He asked, “ Who was it

that spurred the Government on in connection .

with the opening of Native lands ™  And the
answer, of course, was, ° The Opposition.”
Later on he olaimned that he had been spurring
them on to do what was necessary to pub the
superannuation funds on a better financial
bagis. At Milton be went largely on the same
lines, but he let a litéle cat ont of the'bag there,
whieh I wish to refer to. He was referring to
the graduated land-tax, and, according to the
report published by the New Zealand Times of
the 24th May last, he said,—

“ With regard to the graduated land-tax, the '

Prime Minister had had to back down over the
remarks he had made about Mr. Massey. He
showed no generosity to those of the Opposition
who got him out of his difficulty with regard to
his Land Bill by suggesting, as they did, that
the graduated land-tax was the proper.means of
compelling the large estates to be divided up,
with the result, so far as they personally were
concerned, that large landowners who had been
supporters of theirs deopped them altogether.”

1 took particular pains to give the Opposition
credit for the “suggestion whenever. I spole,
after the suggestion had been made. I admit
that it was made. It was made by the honour-

- able member for Tauranga and by the leader

of the Opposition, and I took every opportunity
in my own constitucney and wherever I was
speaking to give thosec honourable gentlemen
credit for having made this suggestion. But 1
did not get any thanks for having given credit
to the leader of the Opposition.  Wherever he
went he tried t¢ make out that one evidence
of the total depravity of the members of the

Government was shown in their suggesting that
‘he had ever heen in .favour of such an idea.
Now I understannd the touchiness of the leader
| of the Opposition in refusing to teke the credit
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{-was. so. generously wishing to bestow upon
him. At that particular time those large land-
owners who had been supporters of theirs were
pubbirr on the screw with. reference to the
financial support of the Opposition organization.
I ¢an wnderstand the atfempt of the leader of
the Opposition fo hedge a Lttle bit, but I am
somewhat surprised at the indiscrction of his
lieuteriant in letting the cab out of the bag. I
think T ought to take credit for making it clear
to the country that those homourable gentle.
men had made that wise suggestion, and that
the Government, recognizing its wiscdom, had
accepted it. However, the point is clear that
they did not get very much gratitude from those
who were usually on their side. They were
* dropped ** altogether, as the honourable mem-
ber for Brace has said; and that, by the way,
may explain something of the progress the
honourable gentlemen have been making fo the
last year or so. Since they have been dropped
altogether by some of the large landowners
they tay have exhibited some anxiety to be
associated with progressive legislation, as he did
to-ndght. The honourabie gentleman, in the
speech referred to, took oredit to himself for a
great many things -that have been done, and
amongst them was the improvement of the
superannuation funds. To hear him talking,
one would think that no one but-himself had
ever mads a suggestion of a contribution to the
superannuation funds., - Why, Mr. McNab, Mr.
Millar, and T were just as emphatie in our ad-
vocaey of an anoual contribution being paid
into those funds as he was, and since we have
been in the Ministry the thing has heen done.
In the same way we hear the leader of the
Opposition elaiming credit for the little amend-
ment he tried to get inserted in the Advances
to Settlers Act, about ineluding.the workers,
as entirely an original idea of his own. Why,
.the honourable gentleman tried in the first
place to diseredit the whole advances-to-sektlers
scheme by saying that he was inclined to think
that a great many losses would be made where
leasehelders and Crown tenants were concerned,
and that we cught to draw a line at a Statc
pawnshop, Then bhe tried to damage it by
attempting to limit the amount that might be
advanced in any one case to £250; and then
he opposed the nclusion of urban and suburban
lands in the Bill. Now, in the course of years,
he finds that the people have approved of the
measure and are reaping great hensfits from if,
and he finds that members of the Liberal party
are again advoeating the extension of the bene-
fits of the Act Yo urhan and suburban land
that he had successfuily done his best to exclude
from -the Bill originally, Then by a little
manceuvring he got an amendwment moved
when -another amending Bill was going through
Committee—an amendment which, as far ag he
was concerned, would undoubiedly have had
the ‘sffect of Bmiting and reducing the amount
-available each year for advances to the country
seftlers, : :
An Hon. Muyverr.—Not at all.
The Hon. Mr, FOWLDS.—Absolotely, as far
as the honourable member was concerned.. The
only effect of his motion, if it had been carvied,

would have been to reduce the amount available
each year for advancement t0 country settlers.
The Government natnralty at that time resisted
Lis propesal, and decided to stick to its legis-
lation and provide a complete scheme to enable
the . workers wanting houses on urban and
suzburban lands to get the benefits of cheap
money, which the leader of the Opposition had
helped to prevent them from getting when the
original measure wes passing through the House.
Then, the honourable gentleman oondemned the
Btate-guaranteed Advances Department, particu-
lurly in ifs bearing wpon smali local bodies,
Now, this fact the honourable gentleman cannot
get away from : that even the small local bodies
are in a much better position under the new
Act then they were in under the old, to this
extent : that they can get their wants supplied
in a way that many of them could not get under
the Loans to Local Bodies Act, free from re.
strictions regarding the amount to be advanced
in any ouns year, restrictions which it was abso-
lutely necessary to have under the old Act. The
hew Aot removes the previous limitation, and
enables them to get larger sums of money that
they may require for carrying out smportant works

“at a very low rate of interest, with the guarantee

of the Dominion behind them, and with a small
sinking fund extending over a large number of
yvears. The amendments to be submitted this
year will result in putting the local bodies
in a stiil better posion. The member for
Bruee complained that the Prime Minister had
never made any statement regarding the
sinking fund required under the Act. As a
matter of fact, the provision is in the Hill
itself. No aitempt has ever been madc to
obseure the fact thot in addition to the swall
rate of interest--3% per cent., or lower if the
money is borrowed at a lower rate—$hat in
addition to that interest there would be a sink-
ing fund to coable the loan to be paid off at a
given date. When the Bil! was passing through
the House, and on other cccasions sinos, the
Prime Minister fully stated the terms, including
the sinking fund.

. Mr. ALLEN.—! was referring to the Prime -
Minister’s speech to the country at Winton

and other places. .-

- The Hon, Mr.- FOWLDS.-—I have not time to
go intv the Winton speceh ai present. The
honourable member came te the question of
refrenchment, and he, like the honoarable
member for Wellington North, contends that
one of the thinge wanting is o list of thae officsrs
who have been retrenched, That has been
dealt with several times ulready in the Housc
this session. - I am sure most people will admit
that it would bs a wrong thing to publish to
the world a list of the names of those who have
been retrenched. Honowable members oppo-
site say that no retronchment has taken place.
The leader of the Opposition gquoted tigures,
which were repeated by the member for Bruece,
showing . that in. the permnanent appropriations
there was not only no decreass, but that there
was an increase of £304,379. How can he
expect us to go on. borrowing money without

the inberest charges 'in the permanent ap-

propriations - increasing * He also said that
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the decrease in ihe annual appropriations ! effect refrenchment %o the extent of £173,000,

amounted to only #£98,070, and he argued
retrenchment must be within the limits of this
£98,000. It is absolutely marvellous to find
gentlemen in the position of the leader of the
Opposition and the member for Bruce talking
in thet fashion, The member for Broce made
an sppeal to me on the guestion of retrench-
ment in the Education Departmeni—as to
whether I could substantiate the amount that
was quoted in the figures read out by the Prime
Minister. I have given the figures before, and
members will see the hollowness or absurdity
of any arguments baged on the actual amount
of the appropriations or expenditure as to
whether retrenchrment hes taken place or not.
If no retrenchment bad taken place in the
Education Department the normal increase
for the year-—+that is, the increase in the
amount for salaries of teschers, partly ceused
by the increase under the Act of 1808 and

partly by the inoreased uavorage attendance

of children, snd in various other forms in
which by a natural process the oxpenditure
increases automstically—I say € mno change
at afl had taken place the normal inerease
for the Education Department would have
been £105,000 for the year—that is, the ex-
penditure would have been £105000 greater
than it was the year before. By the way, I
think every member of the Opposition has
taken his fair share in eriticizing and condemning
the Government for having made these economies
in this Department. DBut, noiwithstanding the
retrenchments made in the Hducation Depatt-
ment ‘which have been so strongly condemmed
by honourahble gentlemen on the Opposition
benches, the net increased expenditure over that
of the previous year was still very considerable,
amounting to no less than £62,000. The honour-
able member for Bruce referred to the fact that
we had so much revenue from endowments
shown for the first time, and if we had not bad
that the inorease of the Department would
bhave heen much greater than it was. So it
would. If we had not had the benefit of the
money from the endowments the total increase
would, as 1 have stated, have been £§2,000,
and # we had not made any reduction by
way of retrenchment it woulkl have been
£105,000, Yot he tried to make out that
because the total expenditure under the -Con-
solidated Fund was only £08,570 less than
the year before, therefore there can have been
no retrenchment heyond that amount. Here
in the liducation Department the expenditure
was really £62,000 greater than that of the
year before ; thereforc there was no retrench-
ment in the Education Department. So ali
the talk those honourable gentlemen have made
ahout reduction of the grant to School Com-
mittees and the reduction in the library vote,
&c., has been pure imagination. That must
be the position if their method of arguing is
sounl, The same argument applies to the whole
of the services of the State when taken together.
The expenditare on the railways is naturally
increasing year by year, and you might in the
various branches of the Reilway Department

a3 given in the figures read by the Prime

‘from this, forscoth, that the smount of the | Minister, and yet the total expenditure - in the

Departmont might Le half & million more than
in the previous year. According to the argu-
ments of the Opposition that would be proof
that no reduction had taken place, becausc
the total expendituwre is .greater. I hope I
have made that peint clear. Members. on the
Opposition gide try to make out that not only
has there been no retrenchment, but that there
never was any intention to retrench, and to hear
them talking you wouid think they were the
sconomists that have been crying for & re-
duction of expenditure. What about retrench-
ment when the leader of the Qpposition wants
the Waiuku Railway, and the honourable mem-
ber for Bruce wants the Luwrence-Roxburgh
Hne extended ? It is absolutely absurd for
members to sxpect this continually growing
expenditure and. then cry out that the Go-
vernment is extravagant and is borrowing too
much money. 1t is impossible for those honouxr-
able gentlemen or the Government to eat their
cake gnd keep it too. A few. years age I pointed
oub in a speech I made that I believed the
deliberate policy of the Opposition on the
platform and in the Press was to rush the
Glovernment into all kinds of expenditure in
order to get. it into diffculties. You hear
Opposition members on the floor of the House,
and you hear them addressing meetings outside,
saying that the Government ought to do this
and to do that—all, no doubt, things that are
desivable, but things that would cost a large
sum of money annually. And when the Go-
vernment adopts - some of these suggestions
and expendifure goes up, they never say, for
instance, ©* Well, the Government have adopted
an increased scale of pay for teachers, and
thorefore the education expenditure has gome
np”; but they say, ** The Government have
increased the expenditure from £5,476,513 in
one -year to £5,575,403 the next year.” No
allowance is made for the expendifure which
they themselves have been advocating, and
which they have heen trying to take credit
for with the different sections of the com-
munity that have been henefited by it. During
the years referred to by the leader of the Op-
position and by the homourable member for
Bruce, when ths expenditure had increased &t
an average rate of £476,145 a yeur, we doubled
our.contribution to the navy.  Would honour-
able gentlemen on the other side of the House
condemn the Government for that ! We in-
creased the expenditure on teachers’ salaries
and the staffing of the schools by about £75,000.
Would the honourable gentlemen say that
was wrong ? They will try to take the credit
for cverything that is doue that is bencicial
or popular, but when the expenditure. increases
as the inevitable result of these actions they
blame the Government for doing the very
thing which they take so muech oredit for.
[n the list of reasons why the honourable member
for Bruce has no confidence in the Government
you heard him inelading *‘ heaping up the
public debt,” and just a few minutes before
that hc had laid down as one of the greatest




sins of the (tovernment the fact that it had
appropristed more money for public works year
after year than it had expended. This is one
of the anmual objections we hear from the
honourable member for Tauranga.
not yet heard him in this debate, but before
it finishes you will find this is one of his com-
plaints: that though the Government have ap-
propriated money they have nof spent it. The
member for Bruce conveniently forgets that if
the Government had gons on intreasing expendi-
ture as he wanted them to do they could only
do it by increasing borrowing and by a faster
increase of thc public debt. The honourable
gentleman also had no confidence in the Go-
vernment because it existed by patronage in
the public service. In that connection it iz
rather intsresting to remember that the only
city in New Zealand where an Opposition candi-
date can get @ look-in at all and have the
smallest hopes of being clected to Parliament
ig in the City-of Wellington,

Mr. ALLEN.—What about Dunedin ¥

The Hon. Mr. FOWLIDS.—Oh, yes, I forgot
you had one little stray lamb from Dunedin ;
but stifl, you know, he is not too sound on the
Opposition goose. On a good many poinis he
is as much in gympathy with the Government as
with the Gpposition.
voled pretty straight with the Opposition pazty,
but I am sure he has often done it with eonsidex-
able misgiving. Take that as the single excep-
tHon outside the City of Wellington where the
Opposition have got a lock-in, and it is in
Wellington where the Government have heen
exercising the greatest amount of this petron-
age. It is evident that it is not u good thing
for the Government to have that patronage, and
that the service which the Government has
done so much for is not a factor in securing
additional representation for the Government.
Now, I wish to touch upon the guestion of
local government wnd the building of schaools.
The leader of the Opposition was very -em-
phatic on this question, saying that a great
mistake is being made, and that he i3 in touch
with the sentiment of the country, and that he
never heard a suggestion that the Edueation
Boards should be abolished. That is not the
experience of a good many members in this
House. Every session members are coming
t0 me and complaining about the Eduecation
Boards, and saying, “ Why not take the power
to do it yourself 77 I am not in favour of
taking power to do it myself. I am not in
favour of centralization. I am in favour of
decentralization, and the proposal in the Budget
is the most decentralizing proposal cver put
before the House on the guestion of education.
Sir, we have repeatedly heard the leader of the
Opposition condemning the systemn of making
grants for roads and bridges. He says the
pregent system of making grants for roads and

bridges is demoralizing to the people and to the |

Government. Now, what justification can you
have for continuing a system of direet grants
in the matter of education if it is a wrong prin-
ciple in connection with roads and bridges ?
I have a deal of sympathy with the honourahle
gentleman in his condemmnation of the system

We have

It is true he has so far |

of making grants for roads and bridges, and I
say that in the matter of education there i
no other way of providing for buildings except
; by direct grants, or by subsidy on Iocal con-
tributions or collections. Any automatic per
capile contribution system would inflict great
hardship on districts where settlement was pro-
ceeding rapidly. T believe the propasals made
in that connection are a distinet improvement
on the present system, The honourable gentle-
man went on t0 condemn the Government
beeause they are doing away with Edueation
Boards. 8ir, the House has not the proposals
of the Government in detail before ‘it, and
therefore the honourable gentleman was not in
& posgition to condemn. I want to say that
frequent appeals have been made in this House
in favour of putting Education Boards on an
clective basts—for the election of Education
Boards by the people. That s one of the points
involved in this proposal—members of Educa-
tion Boards appointed by the Councils would
direstly reprusent the people—the divisional
Committee—that would have control of edu-
cetional matters within the district. They
woudd be elected divect by the pecple, and
!ﬁherefom would be more in touch with the
¢ public- than the members of Education Boards
are at preseut. I have known members of
Education Boards spend most of their time in
electioneering for the Opposition. Their main
function was to make good the eclaims of
the Opposition candidates of the Dorinion,
and the condemnation of everything the Go-
vernment say or do. What is now proposed
goes-in the direction of securing the election of
Boards lor controlling educetional matters by
the people themselves.

Mr. MASSEY.—Is that the reason you bring
it down ?

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—That is one of the
rcagons.  Before 1 finish with the member for
Brucé | wish to refer to his concluding state-
ment. He complained that the Government
had al the end of the year more liabilities in
conuection with public works than they had
moncy to mest. We have heard that statement
made repsatedly by the honourable member.
There can be no other motive in making it than
to damage the eredit of the country, and to
prevent the country from getting the necessary
money to meet its liabilities when they do
becore duc. Let me tell the House that in-
cluded in the liabilities that he says the Govern-
ment have not money to meet are labilities
that cannot possibly become payable for several
years to come. Why shoukl the Governmenti
get money to meet those liabilities aud hold it
lying idle years before the expenditure van take
place ¥ The only motive in making suchk a
statement is the one I have suggested, and in
making it (he honourable member is carrying
out a suggestion the leader of tho Opposition
made in this House some yesrs ago, and when
!' T mention it those who heard him will re-
{ member the occasion. He made the statement
[that the country was rushing headlong to
\ destruction with wild and extravagant expendi-
ture and borrowing, and that i no other brake

for serew was put on he hoped the money-
1
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lenderd would put on the screw. That was the
bope of-the loader of the Opposition, and that
is the motive that underlies the meking of this
statenient by his colleague to-night.

The Right Hon. Sir J. (. "WARD. —The
(Mago Daily Témes, which supports the Oppe-
sition side, condemns the member for Bruee
for that.

the Heon. Mr, FOWLDS.—Yes. But | will
have to pass on now, because I want to make
a few remarks on a matter which I referred to
at the opening of my spesch. T was glad to
sec how quickly the leader of the Opposition
rose and resented the use on my part of the
expression “ Tammany bosses,”” because it is a
nasty term. I dd not like it, and it was quite
evident- that the honourable gentleman knows
thé fuli content of its application in politics.
The honourable gentleman taiks very loudly in
this House, and we get the same kind of matter
from him year after year. Buf to get the leader
of the Opposition at his best you want to follow
kim out into the backblocks, where he gets en
zudience of fifteen or twenty people, like the
member for Waitarapa did—— ) .

Mi. MASSEY,—You bolted from Pukekohe,
where there were only twenty present.

The Hon. Mr, FOWLDS.—That was a wet
night, I will undertake to say that if the leador
of the Opposition had spoken at Pukekohe on
the night referred to there would have heen
nobody there at all. T do not suppose there
would have been as many theve on the night he
refers to had it vwot heen that some of the
honourable gentleman’s friends had come in
from gll over the district, and could not get out,
it was so wet. They weroe determined to be
there to vote against any motion in favour of
fand reform. However, 1 do not want to waste
my time in dealing with the honourable gentle-
man's interjection, as I have something more
important fo deal with. 1 was saying that to
get the leader of the Opposition at his best
you must follow him cut to onc of these places
in the country, and get him after a banquet
when he foels bright and bappy. One of these
occasions happened at Taumaranui, as the
honourable gentleman was on his way down at
the beginning of the seszion. Perhaps it is not
quite fair to hold the honourable gentleman
responsible for what he says on such ovcasiona,
but we have to bear in mind that wherever the
honourable gentleman goes he is followed up by
the representatives of the Opposition Press—
the free and independent Press — and the
utterances of the honourable gentleman on
these occasions are flashed over the wires and
acquire @ significance and prominence that they
do not otherwise deserve. Thiz is & report of
what the leader of the Opposition said on this
oceasion, I am quoting from the report in
the New Zealand Herold of the 27th June last,
from its own correspondent :-—

“ Mr. Massey next dealt with the inorease in
death duties, income-tax, railway fares, bank-
taxes, &c. He said that, of all the sixteen
sessions which he had attended, there was none
in which Tammanyism was so rife as in the last.
President Kruger had adopted the same tactics,
and it was for his audience to say whether they

would have a Kruger to administer their affairs,

“ A voice: We'll have you.”

It is quite clear the honourable gentlemman
knews the content and meaving of Tammany-
ism, and he applies it to the Government.

Mr, MASSHEY.—I know it since I became
acquainted with you. .

The Hon. My, FOWLDS. —So the honour-
able gentleman says. Whet is Tammanyism ?
Tammanyism is the selling of your country or
your town for personal advantage. I think #
I8 quite probable that the honourable gentleman
knows that much. Some of his progenitors, aé
any rate, koew something about it. ~ You have
in “ The Irish Nation,” by Barrington, a list
of those who derived benefits from the trans-
fer or sale of their country to Great Britain.
Some of them took titles; some of them tock
places of profit under the Crown; but one,
H. D. Muassy, took £4,000 cash. It was not
o question of titles with him. 7That is an
llugtration of the kind of thing that is
included in the word * Tammanyism* —
namely, the selling of your ecountry or your
town for some personal advantage. Such a
statement a5 that made by a man in the re-
sponsible position of the leader of the Opposi-
tion is a shame and a disgrace to the public
iife of New Zealand. It is without foundation,
and such accusations should not.be made. I
hurl back the charge of Tammanyism into the
teeth of the honourable gentleman. I say that
the charge lies more properly against him and
his party than it does against the Government
who ocoupy these benches. To make u speech
of that kind in itself savours of the Tammany
method. The misrepresentations that were
made in' connection with the dairy regulations
at the last general election is Tammanyism.
The carrying-out of & propaganda of thet kind
in order to secure for himself place and power
is & kind of Tammanyism that the members of
the present (Fovernment are not prepared to
follow or adopt. I think T shall leave it there.
! feel too strongly at such an accusation being
made againat the Government, and I defy the
honourable gentleman fo lay his hand on a
single item that justifies the acdcusation of
Tammanyism. Let me say thiz: that the
people of this country know too well that the
present Government stands for what is just
and honest in administration. The people may
disagree—some of them---with the legislative
proposals of the Government, but I helieve it is
acknowledged and recognized throughout New
Zealand that not in the lifetime of $ho present
generation has there been a Government more
free from any actions that would deserve the
name of Tammanyism. ~

Mr. ALLEN (Brucel.—I want to make two
personal explanations. The honcurable gentle-
man accuscd me of quoting wrong figures in
regard to labilities. The fgures 1 quoted are
given in Table No. 6 of the Statement of this

year, page 39. It is perfectly true that these .

figurés include responsibilities in regard fo the
Midland Reilway Tunnel. At the same timo,
there iz no provision made for this responsibility.
The honourable gentleman misrepresented me
with regard to the Land for Settlements Act, and
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he quoted a division in which he said T voted
against the third reading of the Land for Settle-
ments Act. The honourable gentleman has
been misled by not more carefully reading the
records. It was a division upon a motion by
Mr. Bell to recommit the Bill that the honour-
able gentleman guoted, and not on the third

reading of the Pill.  You will find it on page 69, :
Mr. Bell said, “I de-:
gire, therefore, to move the recommittal of sec-
tiong 10, 11, and 14,” and in expianation he
: " Aucklond Star, which is generally supposed to

Volume 85, of Hansard.

made the following remarles :—-

 As | read this Bill it is-open to the Minister
to pledpe the whole of the five years’ instalments

in the first yoar: and if this Bill passes, as Tread .

it, the Minister might within a month after the
passing of this Act pledge the colony to the
whole amount of one and & quarter millions.”

- A little later on he says, ** My point is this:

absolutely at the mercy of the Minister.” Then
the division was taken on the guestion to re-
commit the Bill, and the guestion was put in
this way: “ That the words ‘be now read o
third time® stand part of the question.” Now,
that iz not a division on the third reading, bat
on the recommittal. With vegard to the third
reading, there was no division at all.

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—Let me say, with
regard to the honourable gentleman’s statement
about the labilities, that I did not say he
had misrepresented the figures. What I com-

. sentative of the little local paper.

1 helieve the Act is so worded a3 to place us . repressntative of the Auckland Siar.

worst form of misrepresentation is this system
of half-truths, which seems to have become very
prevalent. Referring to- my meeting at Tau-
marunui, the honoureble gentleman made 2
statement that [ was followed about the country
by represcutatives of the Opposition Press.
Well, just as it happened, there was a repre-
sentative of the Press at Tanmarunui when I
was there. It was & particularly successful
meeting, but the representative of the Dress
who was present was a representative of .the

support the Covernment, and I must say he
gave me o particularly good report. :

The Hon, Mr. FOWLDS.—Wage that the only
reprezentative of the Press present ?

Mr. MASSEY.—Ycs, cxeepting the repre-
Apart from
him thers was no represenfative exespting the
Then, the
honourable gentleman tcok exception to the
statement about Tummany. 1 believe 1 did
use the expression. I consider I was justified
in using it, and 1 will show why. I used if in
reference to the infamous division which took
place last scssion on a motion moved by M
Wright, the member for Wellington -South,
when he proposed a motion to this effect : that
in the opinion of this House Government money
should be expended for the benefit of the
country and nob for the benefit of party. And
the honourable gentleman gave his vote against
thal motion. If that was not Tammanyism,

plained about was simply the use he made of | then I do not know the meaning of the term,

the statement which included labilities that !
could not possibly come to account for several’

YEars.

The Right Hon. Sir J. ¢, WARD.—And in |

connection with which there is power for can-
cellation of the contract by the Government.

"The contract might never be completed., We.l

take the full vote for each year of Hahilitics,
and that s the proper way.

The Hon, Mr. FOWLDS.—Well, the contracts
might never he completed, and therciore would
never. become linbifities at all. 'With reference
to thé other point, I am sorey if I have misre-
presented him, but the question as it was put
fairly justified me in quoting it -—that iz to
say, the House divided on the question, ** That
the words ‘be now read o third time’ stand
part of the question.” :

Mr. ALLEN.—You must have known thatl :

that was not the division on the third reading.
The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—No; 1 took it as
the third-reading division.

Mr. MASSHEY.—There are just onc or two
points that I desire to put right, Sir. The

An Hon., Meuerr.—What was the proposal ¥

Mr. MASSEY.—It was with regard to news-
paper advertising. '

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—T only want to say
the rveport I quoted from was in the Herold, and
the reports that appeared in the Herald and in
the Dominion were considerably different from

| the one that appeared in the Star; so that, as
| far -as that is concerned, it looked to me as if

there were two hands in the reporting. I do
not know where the honourable gentleman’s
complaint about half-truths comoes in.  There is
no deabt at all that reporters were present, and
reported, apparently, for two different kinds of
papers. Now, with regard to the other matter,
I am satisfied with the honourable gentleman’s
explanation and admission. If the worst case
of Tammanyism be can bring against the Go-
vernment is the fact that it refused o at once
recognize & second Opposition peper in Welling-
ton, and cause it to be added to the advertis-

- ing-list and to gob a full share of Government

advertising, I think the country will be satisfied
that they have a Government which they may
well be proud of.

Joun Macxay, Govermment DPrinter, Wellington.
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