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The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS (Minister of Tt

" eation).—Wo have listened to the usual tale of

woe frem tho honourable momber for Bruce. :
He has drawn a picture of darkness and black- :

ness as being choracteristic of overything done -

or attempted to be done by the Government.
The inference to be drawn from the honourable

gentleman’s speech iz this: that the country
is rapidly rushing fo doestruetion under the

control of tho present fovernment, and thab

nothing can possibly save it exeept that ho

and his frionds should repiace the Government .

on these benches.

Wel, now, it may bo pos-

sible that the day is coming—and it may not e |
so very far off—when somo other Government :
may replace the members of the present Go-:
vernment ; bub let. me say emphatically thaé
when the day comes for tho Government to

be replacod it will be by o more Radical ano

| that connection.

than the one that now occupics the Treasury |

benches. When it is replaced it will bo by n
Government prepared to stole its very existence
in oarrying cut some of thoso fundamental and

far-renching veforms that the Opposition stand .

primarily to prevent being made law. There
is not. tho slightest chance of the government
of this country belng handed over to the Jere-
minhs and the Tammeny bosses of the Oppo-
sition—not the slightest.

Mr. MASSEY. —1 want to ask you, ¥
Speeker, whethor thab iz a proper exprossion
to use to mombors of this House: * Tammany
bosses on the Opposition side of the House ™ 7
- The Hen. BMn FOWLDS.—Mr. Spealer, [
“will repeat the statoment f made, so that you
may hear it and Do able to decide jmpartialty.
1 saidd, * There is not the slightest ehance of
the government of this country being handed
over to the Jereminha and the Tammany
bosses of the Opposition.”” I stopped there.
The Tammany bosses mey he outzide of the
Housze altogether.

Mr. SPEAKER.—1I think tho oxpression
“ Tammany bosses 7 i3 an expression that is
understood to mean something which should
not be applied by ona honourable gentleman

townrds onother, and T ¢hink the Hon. the

Minister gught to withedraw it.

The Hen. Mr. FOWLDS.—1 will gladly with-
draw it. I tool the words from the report of
a speech delivered by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, and before I have finished to-night 1 want
to comment very strongly on the accusation
of Tommanyism made by tho lleader of tho

« Hansard.”)

Opposition agoinst the Government Will
be in ordor, Sir, when 1 come to that point,
in using the word * Tammonyism ™ in refuting
the chargs of the leador of the Opposition ?

Mr. SPEAKER.—Cortainiy. .

The Heon., Mr. FOWLDS.—That clears the
way. I used $he word expressly for tho purpose
of giving the leader of the Opposition an op-
porfunity of condemning it, so that T can deal
offectivaly with the mattor whon I comoe to that
part of my speech. The honourable member
for Bruce in his speech made what 1 considor
o very sorious charge. Ho said thabt the late
Minister of Lands, Mr. MeNab, had been sacri-
ficed by the Government in conneetion with
the Land Bill of 1907—the land policy which
he was forced to adopt. I do not know what
was meant by the word “ sacrificed ™ used in
Was there an implication
that the Government had done something to
sgoure the defeat of Mr. McNob, or in what
parbicular way did the Government sucrifice
their colleagua? . [ know that Mr. MeNab
was zacrificed to Ghe public life of this country
for the present DParkamoent by the misrepre- -
sentations of the heonourable gentlemen who
git on the opposite side of the House, and

" their friends and organizers throughout the

. country.

An Hon. Memser.—Nob at all.

The Hon. M. FOWLDS.—It was misrepre-
sentation with regurd to the dairy regulations
und other similar matters that was the main
fnctor in securing the defeat of our colleague,
and T am surc there was not n singlo momber
of the Ministry who did not deeply regret
Mr. MeNal’s defeat on that oceasion. Al of
us would have done everything in our power
to have secured hig pressnce and his continu-
ance as a colleague on the Government benches.
T want to repudinte entirely the sugpestion

; that any members of the Government as it

then existed had anything to do in the matter
of sacrificing their collengue Mw. MeNab, The
honourable member for Bruce went on to pic-
ture the heterogeneous ocharacter, I think he
apid, of the Ministry, snd tried to show how
impossible it was for the members of tho Minia-
try to work together. One of his illustrations
wng, * There on one bench is sitting a single-
taxer, and there on ancther bench is a free-
holder.” The honourable pentleman hus on

Erequent oceasions—ygenerally when he has had
! an opportunity of speaking nfter me in dabate,
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und last gession he came after me on two occa-
sians—made misrepresentotions regarding the
views I hold and the effect they would be fikely
to have. [ do neb know that the honourable
gontloman knows very much sbout the prin.
ciples that I nm supposed to stand for, but
if he does he ought to know that there is not
the slightest incongruity in the fact of o single-
taxor and o frecholder sitting and working toge-
ther harmoniously. As a matter of {nct, a single-
taxer must have a frechold system of benure
in order o enrry oul his idens; so that the
fwnourabie gentleman, in trying to create an
nppearanco of division in that respect, was
evidenily talking entirely without the book.
But are the gentiemen whe sit on the Opposi-
tion benches so entively of one mind, are they so
harmonious in their ideas, that if by any chence
they were called upon to underbehke the govern--
ment of this country they would be nble to pull
together 2 Why, only o fow weeks ago, when
the report of Lord Kitchener, who had visited
this eountry, came in, the leader of the Opposi-
tion ob onoe deolared apainst giving offeet to
a poréion of that report, whilst his colleague
the member for Bruco intimeted that he was
prepared to go on the -platforms throughout
the Dominion and assiss the. Prime Minister in
pufting the recommendntions eontained in that
repord into operation in their entirety.

Mr. MASSIY,--Thdt is only a dotail.

The Hon. Mv¢, FOWLDS.—* That is only o
detail.” The member for Bruce does not thinl
50, [ may further remind honourable members
of the faet that another colleague sitting behind
the leader of the Opposition made uae of very
strong expressions of approval regarding the
presentation of the Dreadnought—uot only of
the mift of the vessel, but of the manner and
the time of giving of the Dreadnought. The
lender of the Opposition has denounced that in
this House, and on every platform on which he
has spolen throughout New Zealand,

Mr. MASSEY.—Donounced what ?

'The Hon., Mr. FOWLDS, — Donaunced the
manner and the time of giving the Dreadnought.
His colleague approved of it, saying that fhe
wanner was right and the time wes opportune.
They want to be able to show more agreement
amongst themselves before they begin to east
stones against fhose who sit on the Govern-
ment  benches. 8o far, the Government has
heen able to present a sufficiently selid and
united front to the people of this couatry to
leave thie honournble gentleman’s party in a
very small minority both in the House and in
the country. The henourable gentleman went
on to make some remarks with reference to the
dinbolical lined of confiscation that was pro-
posed in conneetion with the singletax. 1In
those remarls he showed that he does not
lknow fhe fundamental principle on which the
single lnx is based, But I am willing to go
down some time to hia constitueney and discuss
the matter with him there. 1 am prepared to
show that every small farmer in this couniry,
if the aingle-tax prapospls 1 have advneated
wore adopted, would pay n grest deal less in
toxoation than they puy ‘ab the present time
under the presenk systom of taxation.

Mr. MASSEY.-~What do you think of that ¢

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.—Think of what ?

Mr. MASSEY.—] was asking the Minister of
Agriculture what he thinks of that.

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS, -] think the honour-
ablo gentleman had the opportunily of speaking
for an hour, and he peed not interrupt me in
that menner. He iz very touchy sometimes
when other honourable members make remarks
when lie is speaking. 1 only want to suy, in
passing, that 1t is the policy of memboers of the
Opposition to do their bost to persuadn people
that any one who attempts to tax fand-values
is necessarily an enemy to the small setilor;
but there i3 not the slightest diffieulty in shaw-
ing that if the great majority of the people
employed upon the land had oll other taxes
removed, and nothing but a tax on lnnd-values
to pay, they would pay only from a quarter to
n half of the pmount they are paying in taxation
to-day ; and it is only necessary that thoso
facts should be put bofate the settlers in the
country districts to enable them to judge really
us to who are tha true friends of the sottler.
Then the honourable gentleman. wont on to
contlemn the Government of being puilty ol
discouraging seftlement, and tried to show that
membors of the Opposition had not been oyp-
pozed to the land-for-sottloments scheme whon
it was first introduced. ! am always delighted
to see evidenco of the prowth, development,
and propress of honourable members on the
Opposition benches, and T am very glad to say
that during the years 1 have beon in the House
[ have sean very considerable progress mado in
the odneation.-of those honourable gentlemen.
Their edueation is still & very long way frem
boing completed ; hut we have moved them
tremendously from the position they eccupied
at the time 1 camo inlo the Mouse, and stiil
further by comparison with tho position they
acenpied ab the timoe of Mr. Ballance, and the
possing of the Land for Settlements Aot and
the Advances to Fettlers Act, But they do nol
realize how far thoy have moved, and they are
always prepared to deny statements” made by
them at that time. T is only a matter of
turning up Hawsard and proving them to tho
hilt. We heard 1ho other night the complaint:
of thoe leader of the Opposition about falsehoods -
eirculated throughout the country at the Jest
election, and his most emphatie denial of the
statement that he had been in favour of limiting
tho amount of the ndvanses to settlers to £250
in each cuse; nnd to-night the Prime Minister
read from the hanourable gentleman’s speceh in
Hansard the exnct statoment which he had
characterized as a falseliood and was called to
order by the Speaker for so doing.  The member
for Bruce has been talking tu-uight as if he was
just dying to geb on to the Tressury benches
go that he could sseure the extension of the
gystem of closer settlement for the people of
this country. Well, just for a fow minutes let
us review the atéitude of the honourable gontle-
man in connection with the Land for Settlements
Bill when it was hefore the House in 1804.  On
page 7 of Hanswrd, Volume 85, you will find
that Captain Russeil moved the nddition of the
following subclause to clause 6 of she Bill :—
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“ Whera an owner of land has children born
in lawinl wedlock, the arcas limited by sub-
sections ono and two hereof shall be increasold as
tollows—that 15 to say: Of first-class luud, an
adelitionsl arca of five hundred acres for each
such child.” .

Suppose tle owner had five childron : e and
h?fe_ children would, if that subelonse had been
wgreed to, have had the right to retain 3,500
acres of Hrst-olass land in one blook.

% 0F second-clnss land, an additional area of
one thonsand acres for vach such child ; and of
pastoral lund, sn additional avea of two thou-
sund acres for each such child.”

That is in addition to the two thousand and
tho five thousand nores respectively which the
141l provided thet the owner wos o retain. The
following votod in favour of that :— -

Alica Maslin Thatpson
Buchaonn NMussey Wilson.
Crowther MeGuire Pellers.
Heko Russell, W. R, ¥roser
Kelly, W. Stout Green.
Lang

Thst is bhe kind of close setttvment these
gentlomen would have @ 3,000 acres of first-class
laud, 5,000 acres of second-closs land, and 12,000
aered of pusiorad Jand,

Ar. ALLEN.—For a man and his childron.

The Hon. Mr FOWLDS.—~—The honoursble
genbleman need not interject. [ have indientuid
quite clearly that each member of the family
got that additionsl amount. Then we come
o another guestion, where Mr IL D Bell
wanted to seeurc that any man with a partner
gould pet an wdditional wmount. He moved
the addition of the following subseetion teo
clause G :—

“ Whan fwo or more persons ure joint tononts,
ar tennnts in common, of land in equal shares,
such persons shall be allowed to retain twice
the uren prescribed in subsection two hereat,”

Amongst the tellers in favour of Mr. Bell's.
motion is Mr. Allen. Thon, again, when it came
fo the guestion of the amount of money that
wus to he made available for carrying on the
work of land-setélement, Mr, Earnshaw maved
to strike out tho word ¥ twe ™ in the amount
two hundred and fifty thousand poands, with the
viow of insertiug the word * ane ” in lieu there-
of, Bo a8 to limit the amount to e borrowed
in any ous year to £150,000. 'The Commitiee
divided on the question that the word “ two "
stand parb of the clauge, and leading the st
again is Mr Allen, amongst the Noes, voting in
favour of limiting the amount to £150,000 per
annum for land-sobtloment purposes.  And then
| buve s very siong impression that I heard
the homouralie gentleman to-night interject,
whou bhe Primo Minister was speaking, thab
he had advoeased the Land for Setélements Act. |

Mr. ALLEN,—The sevond reading, yes.

The Hon Mr. FOWLDS.—On page 95 of the
Hunsgrd 1 have quoted from it will be found
that the House divided on the question, *That
the words *be now read o third time * stand
purt of the question,” and nmongst those who
are puired agniest it is Mr Allen. 1 do not
think that iz & very satisfactory record, or
vocord that would show that the honourable |

sentlemar and lis friends had beon the authors
and supporlers of this policy of closer softle-
mens. The honourable gentleman complained
that the Prime Minister had made no mention
of his views on the question of option, or of
g attitude to the various tenures; but that:
matter is to be dealt with in u Bill this session.
He also stated that the no.confidence motion
of the leader of the Opposition was enbirely on
the question of land-tenure. Well, T think the
Prime Minister mode the position perfectly
clear in that respect——that it was quite im-
possible in the course of o short veply o the
leader of the Opposition to lay down the prin-
eiples that were to be embodied in the Land
Bill. The Land Bill was promised in the
Speech from the Throne, and when the proper
time comes the full detnils of the land pro-
posals of the Government will be stated. The
hionournble gentleman is always, in the House
antl out of the Honse, claitning eredit for nearly
everything that turns out &a be popular. A
few minutes ngo he elaimed credit for the
puiting on the siatute-boclk of the Land for
Settlemnents Aet, the record in connection with
which I have just rend. He slao claimed fo-
night that he, ov the Opposition, is responsible
for mny progeess that lms been made in the
sottlenient of Native land and in the settlement
of land geperaly, He osked, ™ Who was it
that spurred the Governmont on in conneckion
wibh the opening of Native lands ¢ ” And the
answer, of course, was, “The Opposition.”
Later on he claimed that he had been spurring
them oo o do what wus necessary to pub the
superannuation funds on 4 better financial
basis. At Miltou he went largely on the same
lines, but ke let u little cuti out of the'hag there,
which I wish to refer to. He was referring to
the graduated Jund-tax, and, according to the
repart published” by the New Zealand Tmes of
the 24th May last, he said,—

 With regard to the graduated lond-tax, the
Prime Minister had had to back down over the
romnrls he had-made about Me. Massoy. He
showed no penerosity to those of the Opyposition
who got him out of his difieulty with regerd to
his Lund Bill by suggesting, us they did, that
the graduafed lund-tax was the proper means of
compelling the large estates to Le divided up,
with the vesuit, so fnr ag they personally were
soncerned, that lntee landowners who had been
supporters of theirs drapped them nltogether.”

I sook particular peing to give the Opposition
eredit for the " suggestion whenever I spoke,
atter the suggestion had been made. T admit
that it was made. It was made by the honour-
able member for Taurauga and by the leader
of the Opposition, and T toels every opporbunity
i my own constifuency and wherever 1 was
spesking to give those henourable rentiemen
cvedit [or having made this suggestion. Bug I
did not get uny thanl for having given credit
to the leador of the Cipposition.  Wherever ho
went he fried to make out that one ovidence
of the total depravity of the members of the
Clovernment wad shown in their sugpesting that
he hod ever been in favour of such an iden.
Now I undetstand the touchiness of the leader
of the Oppositinn in refusing to take the credit




I'was go. generously wishing to lLestow upon
him. At that partivular time those large and-
owners who had leen supporlers of theirs were
putting on the scrow with reference to the
linaneial support of the Opposition orinnization.
L can understand the attempt of the loader of
the Oppesition to hedge o Little bit, but I am
somowhat surprised ot the indiscretion of his
lientenant in letting the cat out of the hag, 1
thinlk T ought to take credit for making it clear
to the country that those honourable gentle-
ment had made that wise suggestion, and thet
the Government, recognizing its wisdom, had
accepted it. Howover, the point is clear that
thoy did not get very much gratitude from those
who were ugnally on their side. They were
*dropped ™ altegether, as the honourable mem-
ber for Bruce has said ; and that, by the way,
may explain something of tha progress tho
honourable gentlemen have been making in the
inst year or so.  Sinee they have been dropped
altogether by some of the large landowners
they may have exhibited some ansiety to Lo
associnbed with pirogressive legislation, as he did
to-night. The honourable pentlemsn, in the
apeech referred to, ool credit to himself for n
greaut many thinps that hove been done, and
amongst them was the improvement of ths
superannuation fuuds. To hear him talking,
one would think that no one but himsclf had
vver made s suggestion of a contribution to the
superannustion funds. Why, Mr. McNub, Mr.
Millar, and I were just as emphatic in our ad-
vocacy of an annual contribution Dbeing paid
into those funds as he was, and since we have
been in the Ministry the ting has been done.
In the same way we hear the leader of the
Opposition eluiming credit for the little amend-
ment he tried to get inserted in the Advances
to Settlers Act, shout including. the workers,
us entirely an eriginal iden of his own. Why,
the honourable pentleman tried @ the first
place to diseredit the whoele advances-to-sebtlers
scheme by saying that ke was inclined to think
that o preat maoy losses would be made where
leaseholders and Crown tenanis were concerned,
and that we ought to draw o line at a State
pawnshop,  Then he tried to damaps it by
attempbing to limit the amount that might e
advunced in eny one ease to £250; and then
Lie opposed the inclusion of urban end suburban
lands in the Bill. Now, in the course of years,
iie finds that the people have approved of the
mensure and arve reapive preat bencfits from it,
ancl he finds that awembers of the Liheral party
are apain advocating the extension of tho bene-
lits of the Act to urban and suburban fand
that e hind successfully done his best to exclude
from the Bill origieally. Then by a lictle
manwuvring he got an  amendment moved
wlhen anothur amending BIll was going through
Committer—an wmendment whicly as far as he
was concerned, would undoubtedly have had
the offect of limiting und redicing the amount
available ench yesr for advances to the country
sobtlers,

An Houn. Mrearser.—Xot st all,

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS—Absolubely, us Lar
3 the honourable member was cancerned.  ‘The
ouly effect of his motion, if it had been enrvied,

would have heen to reduee the amount avaitable
cach year for advancement to country zettlers.
The Government natwally ab that time resisted
his proposel, and decided to stick to its legis-
lation and provide a cemplete sehemo to ennble
the . workers wanting honses on urban  and
auburban lnnds to gob the benetits of cheap
monoy, which tho leader of the Opposition hacd
helped to prevent them from gebting when the
original mensure was pussing through the House,
Then, the honourable gentloman condomned the
State-guaranteed Advances Dopartment, particu-
farly in its bearing wpon small local hodies.
Now, this fact the honourable gentlemun cannot
get away from ¢ that even the small toeal bodies
are in a muoeh bebter position under the new
Act than they wers 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 Loesl Bodies Aet, free from re-
givictions regarding the amount to be advaneed
in any one year, restrictions which it wos nbso-
lntely necessary to have under the old Act. The
new Act removes the provious limitation, and
enables bhem to pet larger sums of money that
they may require for carrying out important works

“ab . very low rate of interest, with the guarantee

af the Dominion behind them, and with & amall
sinking fund extending over a lavge number of
vours, The amendments to he sebmitted this
your will result in pubting the loeal bodies
in a stiii Dbebter position, The member for
Bruee vomplained that the Prime Minister had
never made  any statement  regardiog  the
ginking fund vequired wnder the Act.  As n
mattor of fact; the provision is in the Bl
itaell. No attempt las ever been made to
abseure the fmet that in addition to the small
rate of interest—3% per cent., or lower if the
money s borrowed ab o lower rate—that in
addition to that interest thore would be o sink-
ing kund to enable the loun to be paid off al o
given date.  When the Bili was pussing through
the House, nnd on other oceasions sinee, the
Prime Minister fully stated the terms, including
the sinking fund. ’

Mr. ALLEN.—I was referrine to the Prime
Ministcr’s speech to the couniry st Winton |

and other plases.

- The Hon, My, FOWLDS.—I have not time to
go into the Winton speech at present.  The
honeursble member came tn the guestion of
veirenchment, and le, like the honourable
member for Wellinglon  North, contends that
one of the things wanting is o list of the officers
who have been rebrenched. That has been
dealt with several times alrewdy in the House
thiy session. T am sure wost people will admit
thot it would be n wrong thing to publish to
the world a lisk of the names of those who hnve
been vetrenched.  Honourble members oppo-
gibo sey that no retrenchment has tuken pluce.
The leador of the Opposition quoted ligures,
which were vepeated by the member for Braoe,
showing that in the pevmanent appropriations
there was noi only no decrease, bat that there
was an inorease of £404,379. How ean he
expeet us to go on berrowing woney without
the interest charges in the permaneni -
proprintions  inereasing * He also said that

&
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the decrenss in the annual appropriations '
amoununbed to only £98,970, and he argued |
from this, forsoath, that tho amount of the
retrenchment musi be within ihe limits of this
£08,000. It iz absolutely morvellous to find
sentlemen in the position of the lender af the
Opposition aud the member for Broeo talking
in that fashion. The member for Bruce made
an appeal to me on the question of retrench-
ment in the Education Deparbwent—as to
whether I could subetantinte the amount that
wae quotad in the Hrures read ouf by the Prime
Minister. [ have given the figures before, and
members will see the hollowness or absurdity
of any argumenis based on the wetuul amount
of the appropriations or expenditure ag to
whether retrenchment has tulken place or not.
If ne retrenchment had taken place in the
fdneation Department the normal increase
for the year—thet is, the iserease in the
amount for salaries of tenchers, partly caused
by the imcresse undor the Aet of - LU anel
partly by the inereased averape attendunce
of children, snd in ¥arious ofher forms in
which by & naturnl prosess thu exponditure
inereased auipmatically—T suy # no change
at all had taken place the normal inercase
for the Idueation Department would have
been £105,000 for the yoar— thai is, the ex-
penditure would have beer £105,000  sreater
than it was the year hefore. By the way, |
think overy member of the Oppesition has
tadeen his faie share in criticizing and conderaniny
the Govermmoent for iinving made these economios
in this Deparbmeat. Dut, nofwithstanding the
retrenchments mnde in the Kduoation Depart-
went which have been so strongly eondemned
by honournble gentlemen on the Oppositien
benches, the net inereased expenditure over that
of the previous year was still very conside rabie,
amounting to no less than £52,000.  'I'ie honowr
able member for Bruge referred te the fact that
we bod so mueh tevenue from endowmenis
shown for the first time, and if we had not had
that the increase of the Department would
have been much greater than it was. Bo &
woukl. If wo had not had the benefit of the
meney from the endowments the tobal inereaso
would, ns | have stated, have been £06Z,000,
and i we had not made any reduction by
way of retrenchment it would have been
£105,000, Yeb ho fried to make out that
because the total expondibwre under the Cou.
sofidated Fund wpa only £98,070 less thun
the year hofore, therofore there can have heen
no tetrenchment boyond that amount. IHere
in the Eduecation Depurtment tho expenditure
wae renlly £62,000 grenter thau that of the
your befors; therefore there was ne retrenche
mont in the Fducation Department. So all
the talk those honouralle gentlemen have nade
shout reduction of the grant to Schoel Com-
wittees and the reduction in the library vote,
&ec., hos been pure imagination. That must
he the position if their method of arguing is
sound. The satne argument applies to the whole
of tho sorvices of the Stato when taken together.
Thie expenditure on the railways is naturally
inoreasing year by yeor, and’ you might in the
various branches of the Railwey Department

offsct retronchment to the oxtent of £173,000,
as miven in the figures read hy the Prime
Minister, and yet the total expenditure in the
Duepartment might Lo half & million more than
in the previous year. According to the negn-
ments of the Opposition that would be proof
that no roduction hald taken wulace, because
the tota) expenditure is greater. 1 hope |
have made that point clear. Members on thu
Crpposition side try fo make out bthut nob only
fing there bren no retvonechment, buk thot there
nuver was any infention to retrench, and to hoar
them talking you weould think they were thoe
pecnomists that have Dbeen crying for a. re-
duetion of expenditure.  What sheut retronch.
ment when the Jeader of the Opposition wants
the Wainlu Railway, wnd the honourable mem-
ber for Bruce wanils the Lawrence-Roxburgh
line extended ¥ It i absolutely absurd for
mambers to expeet this continmully growing
oxpondituze wnd then ery out that the Go-
vernment js extravagond and s borrowing too
wuch monsy. 1t is impossible for those honour-
alilo gentlemon or the Gevernment to cat their
cake and keep it too. A few years ano 1 pointed
out in a apeech | made that 1 believed the
delibernic policy of the Opposition on the
platform and in the Press was to vush the
Government into ull kinds of expenditure in
order to got it into difficuities. You hear
Opposition members on the floor of the House,
and you hoar them wildressing mestiogs outside,
suying that the Government ought to do this
and to do thag—all, no doubt, things that ave
desivable, but things Ghat would cost a large
sum of money eonually.  And when the Go-
vernment adopts  soms of thess suggestions
and expenditure goes up they never say, for
instance, © Well, the Clovernment have adopted
an increased soale of pay for tenshers, sud
therefore the educetion oxpenditure has gone
up’; but they say, ¥ The Government have
inerensed the expenditure from £5470,513 in
ono yenr to £5,575,454 the next year” No
allowsnes is mado for the exponditure which
thoy themsolves have hbeen advocating, snd
which they bave been trying to take cvedit
for with the different sections of the com-
munity that have heen bonetited by it.  During
the venrs referred to by the leader of the Op-
position sl by the henourzble member for
Bruee, when the expenditure bad isorensed ab
an average rate of £470,145 o yenr, wo doubled
aur.eontribation to the navy. Would honour-
able gectlemen on the other side of the House
condemu the Covernment for thet? We in-
creased the expeaditure on teschers’ salaries
and tho stafling of the schools by about £75,000.
Wauld the honourable gentlemen say thut
wus wrong ¢ Thoy will try to take the oredit
for everything that is done that i bencficial
er popular, but when the expendibure ineresscs
as the inovitable result of these actions they
blame the CGovernment for doing the very
thing which they take so much credit for
[ tho list of rensons why the honourable member
for Broze has no confidence in the Government
yon heard him including * heaping up Ehe
public debb,” and just a few minutes beforo
that he had laid down as one of the greatest




sins of the Government the Inct that it had
appropriated more money for publie works year
aftier year than i had expended. ‘I'his is one
of the annual objections we hear from the
honoursblo member for Tauranga, We havoe
not yet heard him i this debate, but before
it finishes you wilt find this is one of his com-
plaints: that though the Government have ap-
proprinted money they have not spent it. The
member for Bruce conveniently forgpets thet if
the Government had gone oun inereasing expendi-
ture as he wanted them to do they eould only
do it by inerensing borrowing aad by o faster
increase of tho publio debt. The honourable
gentloman alse had no confidence i the (o-
vornment beosuse it existed by patronape in
the public service. In that connection it
rather intercsting to remember that the only
eity in New Zealand where an Opposition candi-
date can get o look-in at all and have the
smallest hopes of heing clected to Parliament
is in the Cify of Wellington.

My, ALLEN,—What about Duncdin ¥

The Hon, Mr. FOWLDS.—Oh, yes, | forgot
you had one little stray lamb from Dunedin ;
but s#ll, you lmow, he 1s not too sound on the
Opposition goese. On a good meny poinis he
is ag muel in sympathy with the Government as
with the Opposition. Tt is true he has so far
voted pretby straight with the Opposition pacty,
but I am sure he has often done it with consider-
able misgiving. Take that ns the single excep-
glom outside the City of Wellington where the
Opposition have gob a look.in, and it is In
Wellington where tho Government have been
exoreising bhe greatest amount of this patron-
age. It is evident that it is nob s good thing
for the Govornment to heve that patronage, and
that the service which the Government has
done so much for i3 not u faotor in securing
additional representation for the (Government.
Now, [ wish to bouch upon the guestion of
local povernment and the building of schools,
Tha lesder of the Opposition was very cem-
phatic on this question, saying that a greab
misteln js being made, and that ke is in toueh

with the sentiment of the ceuntry, and that ho |

uever heard o suggestion that the Hducation
Boards should be abolished. Fhat is not the
experience of n good many members in thiz
House. Every session membets sre coming
to me and complaining about the Ldueation
Boards, and saying, “ Why not take the power
to do it yourself 7" I am noé in fnvour of
taliing power to do it myself. 1 am aot in
favour of centralization. I am in favour of
decentralization, aud the proposal in the Budgel
i the most decentralizing proposal over put
hefore the House on tho guestion of education.
Sir, we have rapeatedly heard the leader of the
Opposition eondemning the system of naking
grants for roads amd bridges. Ho says the
present system of making grants for rosds and
bridges is demoralizing to the peoplo and to tho
Government. Now, what justification can you
have for continuing a system of dirset grants
in the matter of education if it is o wrong prin-
ciple in eenneetion with ronds and bridges ?
I have a deal of sympathy with the horournble

of meking grants for roads and bridges, and 1
gay thal in the matter of cducation there is
ng other way of providing for huillings except
by diveet grauts, or by subsidy on local eon-
tributions or collections,  Any sutematis per
capite eontribution systom would iuflict great
taardship on districts where setilemeut wos pro-
ceeding rapidly. I believe the proposals made
in that connection are a distinet improvement
vin the present system.  The honourable gentle-
men went on o condemn the Government
becauze they are doing awny with Fdueation
Boards, Sir, the House has not the propoaals
of the Government in detail befors i, andd
therefore the honourable gentleman was not in
a position to condemn, 1 want to say that
frequent appeals have beon made in this House
in favour of putting Edueation Boards ou an
clective busis—for the eleclion of Rducation
Bourds by the people.  That is one of the points
mmvolved in this proposal—members of Bdues-
ion Bourds appointed by the Councils would
diveetly represent the people—the  divisional
Commitfee-—thal would have conbrol of edu-
cational matters within  the disteiet. They
would  be cleeted direct by the people, and
therefore would be more in touch with the
public thun ths members of Eduention Boards
are at present. I have known members of
Edueation Beards spend most of their timo in
electioneering for the Opposition. Their main
function was to mpke good the claims of
the Opposition eandidates of the Dominion,
and the condemnation of everything the Go-
vernment say or do. What is now proposed
roes in the direetion of sveuring the election of
Boards for controlling educational metters hy
the peopls themsetves.

My, MASSIY.—Is that tho resson you lring
it down ¢

The Hon. My, FOWLDS.—That is one of the
reasons. Befors | finish with the membor for
Brueé | wish to refer to his coneluding state-
ment,  Ho compluined that the Goverament
had at the end of the year mere linbilities in
connection with publie works than thoy had
money to meet.  Wo have heard that statement
mide repeatedly by the honourabls member.
Thers cun be no other motive in making it theo
to damage the credit of the eountry, and to
prevent the country from getting the necessary
woney to meet itz lisbilities when they do
beeome due.  Let mo tell the Houso that in-
clucled in the linbilities that he suys the Govern.
ment have not money to moet are labilities
that cannot possibly become payable for several
years to come.  YWhy should the Geovernment
get money to meot those liabilitics and hold it
Lying idlo yonrs before tho oxpeuditure can talo
pacet The only motive in making such o
statement I the one I have suggested, and in
making it the honourable member is careying
out w suggesbion the leader of the Opposition
mude in thiv House soms yeurs ago, and when
1 wmention # those who hewrd him will re-
moembor the oceasion. Ho made the statement
that the country was rushing headlong to
destruction with wild and extravagant expendi.
ture amd borrowing, and that if no other brake

gonflewan in his condemnation of the system L OT SOTeW  WAs put on he hoped the money-
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lenders would put on the serow. ‘That was the
hope of the leader of the Opposition, snd that
is tho motive that underlies the making of this
stntemient by his colioegue to-night.

The Right Hon. Sir J. G. WARD.—The
Otage Daily Times, which supports the Oppo-
sition gide, condemans the member for Bruce
for thot.

The Hen. Mr. FOWLDS.Yes, But 1 will
have to pass on now, because 1 want to make
a few remnrks on a matter whick [ referred to
at the opening of my spocch. I was glad to
ser how quickly the leader of the Oppesition
roso and resented the use on my part of the
axpression ** Temmany bosges,” because it is a
nasty term. 1 dd not like it, and it was quite
ovident: that the honournblo gentleman knows
the full content of its application n politics.
The honourable gentleman tallks very loudly in
this Hoéuse, and we get the same kind of matter
from him year after year. But to get the leader
of the Opposition at his best you went to follow
him out into the backblocks, whero ho gets an
audience of ffieen or twenty people, like the
member for Wairarapa did——

Mr. MASSEY.—Yeu bolted from Pukekohe,
whers there were only twonty present.

The Hon, Mr. FOWLDS.—Thet wos o wet
night. I will undertake to say that if tho leader
of the Opposition had spoken at Pulekohe on
the night referred to there would have been
nobody there at all I do nof suppose there
would have been as many there on the night he
refers to had it not been that some of the
honourabls gentleman’s friends had come in
from all over the distriet, and conid not got out,
it was so wet. They wore dotermined to bo
there to vote against any motion in favour of
land reform. However, 1 do nob want to waste
my time in dealing with the honourablo gentle-
man’s interjection, ns [ have something more
important to deal with. 1 was saying that to
aot the lJeader of the Opposition at his best
you must [ollow him out to one of thaso places
in the country, and got him after a banguet
when he feels bright and bhoppy. One of these
oecasions happened at Taumarunui, as the
honourelie gentleman was on his way down at
the beginning of the session. Perhaps it is nob
guite fair to hold the honourabln gentloman
responsible for what hoe says on such oceasions,
but we hove to bear in mind that whersver the
honourable pentleman goes ho is followed up by
the roprosentatives of the Opposition I'ress-—
the free and indopendent Press — and the
utterances of the honourable gentleman on
these oconzions are flashed ovor the wires and
aoguire o significance and prominence that they
do nob otherwise desorve. This is a report of
whut the leader of the Opposition said on this
oceasion. I am qguoting from the report in
tho New Zeoland Herald of the 27th June last,
from its ewn corvespondent :—

“ Mr. Messey next dealt with the increase in
death duties, income-tax, railway fares, bank-
taxes, &ec. He sald that, of all the sixteen
sessions which he had attended, there was none
in which Tammanyism was so rife es in the last.
Prosident Kruger had adoeptaed the same tuctics,
and it was for his audience to say whether thoy

would have o Kruger to administer their affairs,

* A yoive: We'll hove you”

1t iz quite clesr the honourable gentleman
knows the content and meaning of Tammany-
ism, and he applies it to the Government.

Mr. MASSEY.—1 know it since | Dbechme
acquainted with you.

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS, — 8o the honour-
able gentleman says. What is Tammanyism ?
Tammenyism is the selling of your country or
your town for personal advantage. T thinlk it
is quite probable that the honourable gentleman
knows that much. Some of his progenibors, at
any rate, knew something about it You have
in * The Trish Nation,” by Barrington, a list
of those who derived bensfits from the trans.
fer or sale of their country to Gread Britain.
Some of them tocl titles; some ol them took
places of profit under the Crown; lmt one,
H. D. Massy, took £4,000 eash, I was not
n question of titles with him. “hat is an
illustrntion of the kind of thing that is
included in  the word ¥ Tammanyism 7
namely, the seliing of your ceuntry or your
town for some personal adventage. Such a
statoment as that made by a man in the re-
sponsibie position of the leader of the Opposi-
tion iz a shame and a disgrace o the publio
life of New Zealand., It is without foundntion,
and auch acousations should not be made. |
hurl back the charge of Tammanyism into the
toeth of the honourable gentloman. 1 say that
the charge lies more properly against him and
his party than it does against the Government
who oceupy thess benches, To malke & specch
of thet kind in itsell sivours of the Tammany
method. The mizrepresentations that were
made in coonection with the dairy regulations
at the last general election is Tammanyiam.
The carrying-out of a propaganda of that kind
in order to seoure for himself place and power
is o lindd of Temmanyism that the members of
the present Government are not prepared to
follow or adopt. 1 think I shallleave it there.
1 feol foe strongly at such an accusation being
made noainst the Government, anid I defy the
honourable gentleman to lay his hand on a
single ifem  that  justifies the secusation of
Tammanyisin. Let me say this: that the
peopla of this country linow too well that the
presont Government stands for what is just
and hanest in rdministration. The people may
disagree—some of them-—with $ho legislative
proposals of the Government, but I believe it is
acknowledged and recognized throughout New
Zealand that not in the lifetime of the present
goneration has there been a (Gevernment more
free from any asetions that would deserve the
name of Tammanyism. ~

M. ALLEN (Bruoce),—1 want to make two
persound explanations,  The honowrable gentle.
man accused me of quoting wrong figures in
regard to Habilities. The figures [ quoted wre
given in Table No. 6 of the Statement of this
year, page 3% 1t is perfectly true that theso
Aguares include responsibilities in regard to the
Midland Railway Tunnel, At the sume time,
there is no provision mude for this responsihility,
The honeurable gentleman misrepresented me
with regard to the Lend for Settlements Act, and




1i¢ quoted a divisien in which he said T voted
againgh the third reading of the Land for Settle-
menta Act, The - honowrable gentleman hos
heen misled by not more carefully reading the
vecords. 16 was a division upon a mobion by
M, Bell to recommit the Bill that the honour-
nhle gontleman guoted, and not on the third
reading of the Bill. . You will find it on pags (1),
Volume 8%, of Hansard. Mr. Bell eaid, © [ de-
sire, thercfore, to move the recommittal of sce-
tiotta 10, tl, and 14, and in explanation he |
made the lollowing remarks t— -

“ As [ road this Dil} it ia open to the Minister
tn pledae the wholo of the live years” instulments
in the firsf yenr; and it this Bill passes, aa Tread |
it, the Minister night within o menth after the
passing of this Act pledgo the colony to the
whole armount of one nnd a quarter millions.”

- A little intor on he says, © My point is this: ; representative of the Auckland Star.

: honourahle pgentleman took exception. o -the
! statement about Temmeany.
:use the expression.

{ liclieve the Act is so worded ss to place ug
ahsolutely at the merey of the Minister.” Then
the division was taken on the question to re.
commit the Bill, and the question waa put in
this way': * That the worda “lbe now read a
third time ' stand part of the question.”  Now,
that js not a division on the third reading, but
on the rgecommittal. With regard to the third
rearling, there was no division at all.

The Horn Mr. FOWLDS.—Let me say, with
regard to the honourable gentleman’s statement
about the liabilifies, that [ did not say he

g

had misrepresented the fgures: What I com-
plained about was simply the use ha made of
the statement which included liabilities that
conld nat possibly come to sceount for ssveenl |
years, . : L o
The Right Hon. Sir J. G, WARD.—And in
eonneotion with which there. is powor for cun-
cellntion of the eontract by the Government.

The. contract might never be comploted, We
talko the full vote for each year of lLinhilitics, |
and that is the projer way. ..

The Hon. Mr. FOWLDS.~~Well, tho contracts
might never: be complcted, and therefore would |
never. become Habilities atb all.: With reference
to thé other point; I am zorry il I heve misre- |
prezented him, but the question as: it was put
fairly justificl me in quoting it — that is.to
any, $he Houss divided on the question, * That |
the wortds ‘be now read a third time’ stand
part of the question.”? . :

Mr. ALLEN.—You must have Lknown that
that was not the division on the third reading.

The Hon, Mr. TOWLDS.—No; 1 took it as
the, third-reading division. . :

Mr. MASSEY.——There are jush ono or §wo

points that T desive’ to put vight, Sie The:

U explanation and admission.
“of Temmanyism he can bring agninst the Go-
vernment is the fact that it refused to at once.
i recognize o second Opposition paper in Welling-
" ton, and eauso it tn be added fo the advertis-
ing-list and to get & full share of Government.
advertising, T think the couniry witl be satisfied:
that they have a Government which they may ©

worst form of misrepresentstion iz this systen
of half-fruths, which seems to have hecome very
prevalent. Referring to my meeting at Tau-
marunti, the honourable gentloman mnde n
statement that I was followed nbout the country
by representadives of the Opposition Dross.
Well, just as it happened,: there was a repre-
sentative of the Press at Tawmarunui when [
wns there. It was o particubuly sucesssful
meeting, but the ropresentative of the Press
who wuas present was a represoatative of the
Aduekland Ster, which is generally suppozed to

i support the Government, and [ must say he

gave mwo a portioularly good report..- .- .
The Hou. Mr. FOWLDS,—Wnas thet the enly
representutive of the I’ress present ¥

Mr. MASSEY. —Yus, excepting the . réi)re- .

sentative of the little focal paper.  Apart from
him thers was no representative excepiing the
Then, the

L. balieve T did
I consider T was justified
in nging it, and T will show why, I used it in
reference to the infamous division which took
place lnst session on a motion maved by Mr
Wright, the membor for Weilington South,
when ho proposed & motion to this effeot : that

in the epinion of this House Government moucy
shoild be oxpended for the benefit of the.

country and not for the benefit of party. And

the honourable gentleman gave his vote against -
: ¥ that was not ‘Fammanyism, .
i then I <o not know the meaning of the term. -
An Hon. Mesuen.~—What was. the proposal .
Mr. MASSEY.—It waa with regard to news-

that motion.

paper advertising.

The Hon, Mr. FOWLDS.-T anly want to sy

the report T quoted from was in the Herald, and
tho reports that appeared in the Herald and in
the Dominion weve considerably diffevent. from
the one that appeared in the Ster,; so that, ns

: fur as that is concorned, it looked to me as if
there were two hands in the reporting.

I do
not lmow where the honowrable gentlemnn’s
complaint ahowt hall-truths comes in.  Thera is
no doubt at all that reporters wore presont, wnd

veported, appurently, for two different kinds of
papers.  Now, with vegavd to-the other mattor,

I am satisfled with the honourable gontloman’s
If the worst. casc

welt he roud of. o . :

Joux Mackay, Government Printer, Wellington.
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