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tribnnal or registrar of a court fur they
wil] merely have to put the machinery in
operation and deliver an award.

Hon. A, Burvill: Do you believe that that
will be of benefit?

Hon. E, H. HARRIS: Certainly not. I
have fought it for 15 years. lt is proposed
also to amend Section 97, That amendment
wilt be of very great assistance to organisa-
tions that might bhappen to be registered.
It provides that an industrial organisation
ecannot get to the court until it has carried
a resolution by a majority of its members.
It has been pointed out that the AW, U.—
the Colonial Seeretary mentioned the
shearera’ section of that union—are
unable to get to the court. I say that
those people ean register in sections. How-
ever, it doeg not suit them to do that. We
have on the goldfields men in the timber
industry who ¢an be registered as a separate
entity, but it does not suit them. If See-
tion 6 of the parent Act be amended
in the direction desired, that of one
big union, a resolution eould be ear-
riel and, as a result, the union could be
brought before the court without the mem-
bers having a knowledge of what had hap-
pened. That oceurred to the federated en-
gine-drivers only the other day, their busi-
ness being decided in Melbourne. The ex-
ecutive decides to take a case to the court,
and the first thing the rank-and-file members
know of it is when they read the anpbounee-
ment in the newspaper. I am strongly op-
posed to the suggested amendment to Seec-
tion 97 beeause it does not give the rank and
file the consideration they are entitled to,
but will leave it in the hands of a few to
direct the whole of the affairs of the organ-
isation. When in Committee I will endea-
vour to have a number of amendments in-
serted, but in the meantime I will support
the second reading.

On motion by Hon. H. Seddon, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 10.19 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—EDUCATION, EX-
PENDITURE.,

Mr. MILLINGTON asked the Honorary
Minister (Hon. 8. W. Munsie): 1, What is
the amount of expenditure for the last
financial year for (a) University education,
(b} sceondary education, {¢) technieal edu-
cation? 2, What are the numbers of siu-
dents who receive instruction at {a) the
University, (b} sccondary schools, (c)
techniea! schaols? 3, What is the per eapira
cost of buildings for (a) the University,
(b) secondary and high schools, (¢} techni-
eal schools? 4, What is the amount ex-
pended on permanent buildings ror <)
secondary schools, (b) technical schools? 5,
Do the Government favour the estaklishment
and extension of technical schools tvo seeond-
ary schools in the metropolitan areal

The Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE replisd:
1, (a) £17,000; (b) £26,117 9s. 84.;: (¢)
£21,156 10s. 10d. 9, (a) 874; (b) 1,089,
(e) 3,526. 3, (a) £32 19s. 64. (students):
(b) £13 13s. 3%d. (students); (c) 3s.
8114, (students). 4, (a) £15,016 158 2d.;
{b) £1,003 5s. 24. 5, In the opinion of the
Minister for Eduecation, both forms of edu-
eation are desirable. The department
themaelves make no differcntiation between
the importance of technical and secondary
erbools.

QUESTTION—RURAL LABOUR
CONDITIONS.

Migrantgs and I.A.B. Clients.

My, ¢. P. WANSBROUGH (for Mr.
Griffiths) asked the Minister for Lands: 1,
15 he correctly reported in the Press as hav-
ing stated-—'‘That the wages offering for
pgeneral rural labour, 258. per weck and
keep, were too low; that the repayment of
the migrant’s passage money at the rate
of 10a. per week to the Commonwealth Gev-
ernment caused them to rcally become slaves
for twelve months, and that this considerably
affected the employment of our local single
men’’? 2, If so, ia he aware that on the
strength of this the New Settlors’ League
passed a resolution that wages shoeld lie 30s.
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a wevk and keep? 3, Is it pot a fact that
the LA.R. rigidly insists that on {he hasis
of HI0 acres cropped the annual allovation
for wages ghall be £70—just less than 27s
per weck—and that the ‘‘keep’’ for hired
lzbour must of course come out of the
weekly £2 14s. sustenanee allowance? 4,
Will the wages allowance be inereased to
meet the position nmow created? 5, Can the
position with regard to the repayment to
the Commonwealth of the passage money
owing by migrants be eased by extending
the time?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1. Yes. 2, Yes. 3, The board’s scale of
advances is fized on the basis of 9s. per day
for the period it is considered necessary to
cmploy labour. 4, Wo. 5, Only in cazes of
distressed migrants.

BILL—-WORKERS® COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT,

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX
SRESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 14th Oectober.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL (XNor-
thomn) [4.36]: The Premier rightly said
that many of the matters dealt with in this
measure could better be considered in Com-
mittee than on the second reading, but
there are some important matters that .dc-
serve the very close attention of members
and shonld be discussed now. We know the
difficnlties eonfronting the gold mining in-
dnstry. We know what the mining industry
has meant to the State in years gome by.
The fall in production from 834 millions to
214 millions must have meant considerabie
tronble for many of the mines. There is
a desire on the part of the Premier and
everyone e¢lse to encourage mining by all
poessible means. The question is how best
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to do it. This Bill deals prineipally with
two of our great primary industries,
namely, mining and agrieulture, There is

to be a reduction of taxation to mining and
an increase of taxation to farmers, Let
me first deal with the reduction of taxation
to the mines. We have two Bills before us,
and the Premier has heen good enough to
bring them down together to facilitaie dis-
cussion—-one, the amendment of the Divi-
deund Duties Act, and the other the Land
and Tneome Tax .Assessment Amendment.
Tnder the Dividend Duties measure we are
asked to provide exemption from taxatien to
the extent of all new ecamrital subserited by
shareholders after the 30th .[fune, 1924,
That is to say, to the extent that new capi:
tal is sobseribed for development work, the
income of the mine shall be exempt from
taxation, which means, of conrse, the divi-
dends. The exemption only dates from
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the 30th June last, and that provision
is casily understood. If people now sub-
seribe mwney for work on mining develop-
ment their taxation will only begin when
they have received their money hack. No
doubt the Premier means only money
spent on development work, and not money
spent in any other way. At any rate the
Bill does not say so. Has the Premier con-
gidered this point? New capital may be
applied to an existing eompany.  Assume
the existing shares total £20,000 all paid up,
and that the mine has been working some
time. In order to earry on and earn pro-
fits, more capital is required, and 10,000
new shares are issned. The money taken in
that wzy i» used to produnee income, but the
effect will be that the old shareholders will
be exempr trom  dividend duty taxation
while they nay not have to put an addi-
tional penny of money into the company.
The new vhareholders will find the money,
anti the old shareholders will reap two-thirds
of the bendfit.
The Premier:
avoid that.

Ilon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I know
it is @iffivult, but it may be that the share-
holdcrs who benefit have already received &
considerahle amount in dividends. Prob-
alily they lave received all their money back
and a great deal more. Still, that is the
position. | de not know how the difficulty
is to he avoided, but ne donbt the Premier
will consider the point. The second method
of exempting mining is provided in the Land
amd  Ineonte Tax Assessment Amendment Bill,
Where a person, which of course means a
gompany, derives income from a mine, the
income is not to be taxed until the total
amount of the eapital expenditure incurred
in produeing the income, that is the whele
of the moncy spent in developing and open-
jug up the mine, has been returned. Only
when the whole of the money spent in eon-
nection with the development of the mine is
returned shall the income be taxable. If
the Premisr reads the clause, he will find
that this provision may relate to expendi-
ture incurred before we had a land and in-
comp tax at all. T do not think the elavse
is quite c¢lear about inecome. What the Pre-
mi¢r means probably is that the money that
has been expended in the past and the
money that will be expended in the future
shall first be eovered by income that has
been earned in the past and income that wilt
he earned in the future, the one against the
other. The Great Boulder and other mines
doubtless have returned the original expen-
diture several times over and will net be
affected. T do not know whether the Pre-
wmier means to take into ealeulation the out-
goings in conneetion with the development
of a mine from the date of the application
for the lease, or whether he means the clause
to operate from now onwards. At any rate
the clause does provide that the whole of
the monev srent on the mine in the past
and in the future must first be recovered

It is rather difficult to
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before inesme ta:: ean be charged. The
Premier will agree that that is going a very
long way, and doing probably more than he
intends to do by way of relief. Of courss
where 2 new mine is established, the clause
will be perfectly c¢lear and easily under-
stood. I hope the Premier will insist wpon
proof of past expenditure and past income
beinyr produced, because the one ean be set
agzinst the other. The c¢lause may mean a
decided advantage to a number of people.
A ecose eould even occur where a company,
having lost on one mine, and benefited con-
siderably on another, would be relieved of
taxation, perhaps unjustly. We do not
want to tother about the time when mines
were dividend-paying, but to do something
that will encourage mining now, Mine

owners have expended a great deal of

money, but the State has also expended a
great deal of money. The Premier, who
was Minister for Mines for five years,
knows just how mueh was spent. Including
the deficienrcy on the goldficlds water scheme,
the losses incurred by the State in develop-
ing mines would probably total three million
sterling; but of course that is omly to the
extent that the money has been spent with-
out direct return, the indireet return having
more than justified the expenditure. How-
ever, T do wish people who have invested
wmoney in mines to realise that the general
public have contributed towards mining de-
velopment, as well as having benefited from
it. Their contributions are qunite apart from
railway construetion. Water supplies and
other facilities for mining operations have
been cstabliched all over the country; there
has heen assistanee to prospectors; there
have been State batteries. The total can-
not he less than three millions sterling., Al
the people, ineluding the people interested
in mining, are carryving that load; and all
the people are still responsible for the re-
payment of some loans incurred for the
purpose of mining development. 8o we
raise this question, not heecause justice has
not been done in the past, but becaunse it
ig in the Premier’s mind that a little
encouragement may Ttesult jn further de-
velopment work and inereased production
of pold—T take it that it is the gold
mines he has in  mind. With that
view we are all in accord, When
we relieve the mines of taxation, we
shall, in effeet, be spending money ;
but it is a arestion whether we should carry
our calevlations hack fo the very first day
that a mine was taken up. A further ques-
tion is whether with the same amount of
monev we covld not in all Hkelihood da more'
good hy now encouraging mining activities.
However, the Premier's proposal is, firstly,
relief wnder the Dividerd Duties Aet, and,
secandly, relicf under this Bill, which will
mean that na taxation will be eollected from'
a mine until every penny spent on it has
been yeecorred by earnings of income.

The Premier; That is with regard to new
rompanies. ’
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Hou. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: XNot un-
der this Bill, This Biil refers to old com-
panies. The clause, as L read it, covers alf
expenditure up to now. The Premier knows
that when we, sitting here, arc in doubt
about anything, we give the public the bene-
tit of the doukt. That is the clear duty of
an Opposition; it is for the Government
to protect the revenue of the State. The
Bill will also relate, I take it, tu every
penny of income, To-day the farmer pass
only one of two taxes, eitler lund tax .r
income tax, whichever happens to he the
greater, That condition also applics to ia-
come from land let on building lease; the
owner of such land is only called upon to
pay one of the two taxes, That has been
the law in the past. There has bieen great
increase in values; the Premier knows thaf
they have rigen very considerably in many
places. Indeed, some of the increases are
almost startling. The Bill saye the farmer
must pay both taxes. I do not think the
iarmer should. The farmer’s stock-in-trade
is his land. There are some peaple who say
that we ought to have a good rousing land
tax, something that will tickle wp land
owners., They maintain that we ought to
tax the land owners all the time in every
way possible,

The Premier: Of course this Bill applies
to land owners other than farmers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
said it applies to a man who has land which
he leages for building. However, the farmer
will be the man principally affected.

The Premier: No. City values arc half
the land values of the State.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: But city
lauds are not leased. Where a mar oceu-
pies premises, the Bill does not apply. Land
is the farmer’s stock-in-trade just as much
as the goods on the city man’s shelves are
his stock-in-trade. The city man gets his
profit from his shelves; the farmer gets his
profit by the use of his land.

The Minister for Mines: The city man
hasg got to buy his stock-in-trade.

Ar. Latham: The farmer does not steal
his,

The Premier: There ia value in the land
hofore the owner does anything at all.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There i
no value at all in agricultnral land until
the farmer has pot to work. We are fold
that the man in Perth puts the value om
wheat Jand. XNo doubt the more people we
have, the more valuable our lands hecome.
But wheat is sold in London, and not in
Perth.

The Minister for Mines:
sold in Perth.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Very
little.

Mr. Taylor: Tess than 2,000,000 hushels
wounld cover the -wheat Tequirements of
Western Australia, ont of 18,000,060 bushels
grown,

Hon. Sir
wheat is sold abread.

Some of it is

JAMES MITCHELL: Our
In the days hefore
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the world was bridged, men said, “*If you
put 8 tax on land, it will be perfectly fair,
because the product of the land will be sold'
plus the tax.”” When every country was
self-contained, the farmer was called on to
pay taxation which he passed on, through
his wheat, to the people of his own country.
Thua all the people paid for the loaf of
bread a little more than otherwise they
would have donme. The ideas of Henry
George would not apply to the world to-
day. The whole world is now bridged
about, and we in Western Australia produee
food stuffs for the old world, receiving in
return the old world ‘s manufactured goods,
It would le a very difficult problem to put
. up a reasonable and effective case for the
taxation of land that is used. The farmer
faces the world’s markets, while suffering
all the disadvantapes of loeal taxation—1
refer especially to Customs taxation. Ra-
membering that apricvlture is the one great
industry orem to us at present, that thai
industry must be encouraged and developed,
that it is the one source from which we »re-
ceive rezl money, remembering too that the
man who is producing this wealth from the
land is in competition with the world in the
sale of his prodiets. amd that be is fight-
ing the elements and rvnning risks all the
time, T hold that no rcasonable argument
c¢an be adduced in favour of a apecial tax
on the man who is doing that work. Im
fact, he has just as mnch right to be re-
licved as the mining investor. The latter ig
engaged in an indestry that has been of
very great vse to this State, producing in-
calen)able benefits and helping us to settls
our lands; an induostry which will prove
of verv great benefit to Western Arstralia
sti’l; but an industry which will never he
of lasting benefit. On the other hand, the
farmer is enpaged in an industery which
will be lasting and even permanent,
and from which the benefit to the
State will never cease. TFurther than
that, although we do say that we
lose here so much by the farmer and
there so much by the farmer, there is
really no loss at all, T discuszed that ques-
tion the other evening, and do not wish to
dwell on it now. However, we have our
agricultural development far more cheaply
than ovr wining development, T have said
that at least three millions of public money
have been, in & sense, lost in miring devel-
opmrent; and I am not saying that beeause
T wish to object to it in the slightest depgree.
T had a hand in srending some of that
money myself, and T would spend it again
if T had the chance; and so would the
Premier. If someone would find the mines,
the hon. gentleman of course would put np
the eash; hut we must have the mines first,
On the other hand. our land development
has been brought about at probably not &
third of the cost of mining development, T
telieve investigation wovld prove that onr
land development iz the cheapest Awstralia
has known. But, that notwithstanding, let
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us consider the men who are fighting the
clements, who take the oversea market in
competition with the world for their pro-
duee, who are subject to very high taxation
through Customs dutivs. The increase of
Customs duties during the last few years
has been eguivnlent to not Jess than half a
erown per acre of cultivated land. I refer to
the increased prices which the farmer has to
pay for machinery, and machinery parts, and
his general reynirements, Half a crown
per aere is a big impost. No obe can eay
that it is noet a big imposat. We have taxed
the farmer and we have twsed everyone
clse, The Fedoral Governinent have taxed
him on his inecome and on his land. That
iniposition was duve to the war, buat it still
continnes., The road boards have taxed the
land, and God knows whether the Minister
for Works thinks the landowners will be
able to stand any more tatation under his
Main Roads Bill. The taxation by the Joeal
authorities is mueh higher now than it was
before and so long as we are subjeet to
high protection, we must pay higher wapges.
This is not the fault of the road hoards,
but is due to the increased cost of living
following upon inereased protection. These
disadvantages are felt by the farmers now.
If the agricultural industry be as valuable
to the State as many of us say it is, why
should the farmer be so penalised? It is a
growing industry., The plans are well laid
for the future development of the land.
Taxation from that source and indireet re-
venue as well will increase greatly year by
year. Do the people realise that the area
cleared during the last few years repre-
sents a strip of land 20 miles wide reaching
from Perth to Busselton? Al that land
contributes to ihe revenue, If the public
could rexlise that the additional area under
crop tepresents a strip of land 20 miles
wide from Bunbury to Busselton, they
would understand how much more will be
contributed by the man on the land to the
revenne under these conditions, than in the
past. We ought te remember the work that
iz being done by the man on the land, Many
of them went out without much capital and
have spent many years struggling to become
suceessfol. Tt is impossible to make a farm
under ten years, and during that period the
farmer spends money and improves his
holding. I do not know why we should say
vtnder the Bill that the mining industry
should have some advantage while the agri-
cultural industry is to have some disadvant.
age. There is more taxation for the far-
mer, less for the miner. I do not under-
stand it, and I am sorry to see this dis-
crimimation. I hope the House will not
agree to such digerimination. T am per-
feetly willing to help the mirning industry
where help will mean better results. I hope
the Premier will not insist upon getting
both these taxes from the already overtaxed
prodecers from the land. If +we ecannot
kelp him much regarding the marketing of
his wheat and svool, we ought not to inerense
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the taxation impesed upon him, That is my
case against further taxation upon the far-
mer. The existing legislation provides for
exemption from land taxation of a man’s
holding under a vaiue of £50, but that ex-
emption is to go by the board. The general
exemption upon land of a valne of under
£250, which really affects the small Jdairy,
poultry. and pig farmer, is also fo be de-
leted. Thus it seems that the farmer is
getting it in the neeck.

The Premier : That is net mueh; it
means only 10s.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
payment may be far more. When it is the
other fellow’s 10s, or £1, it is wot much.
The Premier will see what these people will
say when they are asked to come along with
their 5s. for land tax, and so on. These
exemptions were not granted in the past
without reason and without mature con-
sideration. There is a difference between
this method of taxing and the income tax.
We have no hesitation in exempting the
man with small earnings. The exemptions
apply to some whose earnings are not so
very small either. We exempt men with in-
comes up to £200 from taxation altogether,
and we provide that they shall be allowed
deductions for each child, amounting to
£40.  We look after those individvals, for,
of course, they have a lot of votes.

Mr. Teesdale: Don’t mention that point!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We
grant those exempiions willingly; it is just
as reasonable to help the small landowner
nod grant the exemptions that already ex-
ist. God knows, there is enough land for
people who want it

Mr. Hughes: But you could not get any
land within 12% miles of a railway, if you
wanted it!

Mr. Taylor: If you speak too loudly, the
Premier will put you on a block

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELIL: There
are enough building sites around Perth to
accommodate all the people who desire to
build. We are imposing these taxes because
it has hecome u habit with people to dis-
cuss land taxation as if it were the fairest
of all forms of taxation. As a matter of
faet, it is not a fair tax at all where the
land is being used. These small exemptions
should he allowed. All sorts of dedue-
tions are allowed in respect of income, in-
clnding medical expenses. If we think out
this matter ealmly there is no reason why
we should not allow every taxpaver
to deduet medieal expenses, because that
outlay represents a dead, dull loss that
cannot be recovered. While we are to tax
the little land holdings on which there
may be cottages constructed, we allow dedue-
tions off incomes. We look after the man
off incomes. We Jook after the mun
having an income, hut impose taxation on
the man whe owns a little piece of land.
I hope the Premier will consider well
before he nlters the existing law as it affects
the farmer. After all, who is it that is
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paying off our smnual deficit? It is the
farmer, Who will contribute to the
revenue of the State in the future? It is
the farmer, the pastoralist, and the land
owner,

Mr. Lambert:
facturers?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
will come, and may they come soon! At
present the manufacturer is not a big
enough factor to help materially in meet-
ing our annual expenditure. I agree that
wa must impose taxation to meet the
legitimate cost of government such as the
administration of justice, health, police,
education, and s0 on. Some people chject
to the amount spent on education. For
my part I regard that as a wonderfully -
good investment. If itaxation must be
imposed, let it be done fairly. I object to
the taxing of the land as proposed by the
Bill. I do not know that hon. members
opposite urged this double taxation at
election time, nor do I know that it has
been urged in this House.

The Minister for Agriculture: Did you
ever oppose a land tax before the electors,
and when elected, turn round and vote
for it?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: No, I
did dot.

The Minister for Agricnlture: They say
you did so.

Hon, Bir JAMES MITCHELL : They
told you mothing of the sortl

The Minister for Agriculture: You were
attacked by Mr, Throssell about it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did
not do so at all.

The Minister for Agriculture: Well, that
is what I was told.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Minister kept his word as strictly as 1
have done——

The Minister for Agriculture: I have,
and that is why I am here.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
not so. Your electors had no say in it at
all. You are in your position by virtue
of the votes of wembers of your own
party.

The Minister for Agriculture: You know
you voted for the land tax. You broke
your word.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL :
pot, I object to that statement.

The Minister for Lands: What do yom
mean by a double taxt

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Perhaps
““double tax’’ is not correct. What 1
mean to say is that you are making the
farmer pay the two taxes.

The Minister for Lands: Mr, James
Gardiner introduced a Bill with that
clause in it. You said such a thing had
never been introduced in the House.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
say go. I said it had not been mentioned
during the elections. The farmers were

What abont the manu-

I did
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not told before the elections that this
amendment would he bronght about.

The Premier: Yes, they were,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
remember having heard it or having seen
it in print. I deo not really think the
Premier’s party told the Country Party
of it. The clause relating to mining
exemption is a clever one, It means much
in a2 few words. However, there are many
other small matters that we ecan better
discuss in Committee. The Premier has
told us the super tax is not to go, but will
have to remain. The Premier is pledged
to the abolition of the super tax, just as
I am.

“The Premier: I do not think so.

Mr. Hughes: When were you pledged to
it? Last year you voted against the
motion to eut it out.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I told
the House that if we realised our estimate
lagt year I would wipe out the super tax.

The Premier: You were very guarded
in making that promise.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: It is &
Cabinet divided against itself. I must
beat you when it comes to the super tax,
becaunse half a dozen on your side were
pled-ed against it last year, and of courss
all on this gide are pledged against it all
the time, After all, the super tax js richt
only when it is necessary.

Mr. Taylor: Tt is only an emergeney
tax,

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: You were always
in favour of it when in office.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: We had
a succession of great deficits, and it was
necessary that we should endeavour to pay
ovr way. Then the farmers, whom we now
propose to penalige, got to work and pro-
duced revenue for us, so that we might
square the ledger. That enables vs now
to reduce taxation, There iy no longer
any need to maintain it at the o0l height.
Allhough I will vote for the second read-
ing of the Bill it is only beeause, for one
thing, I cannot beat the Premier. Tbat in
one reason.

The Premier: A very c¢onvincing reason.

Hop. S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: And
again, I am prepared to join the Premier
in doimg something to relieve mining and
improve its future. The past does not
concern me. We require to revive mining,
and we are willing to go to some length to
aceomplish that object. I am not willing
to take 2 pound from the farmer and give
it to the mine owner in relation to the
past, although I am willing to do almost
anything t¢ help mining in the futurve.

Mr, LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [5.207: Al
poldfields members ecan compliment the Gov-
ernment upon their decision to relieve the
mining industry. I am surprised at the
Leader of the Opposition nsing such im-
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mense figures when he tells us the cost
that mizing has been to the §State. Aec-
eording to that gentleman, mining has cost
in direet loans two or three million pounds.
Let us analyse the position. TUntil last year
direct advances to mining totalled €352,995,
of which £80,000 odd was repaid, leaving a
balanee of £272,995. If we add to that
£112,506, the amount of direct loss through
the State batteries—which can be regarded
as a reasopable inelusion in the amount
mining has cost the State—we get a total
amount in direet advances to mining and
losges through State batteries of £385,000.
Yet the Leader of the Opposition would let
it go forth to the State that mining has
eost Western Australia two or threaz million
poands. Y desire te sharply correct that
statement.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: I was speaking,
not of last year, but of all time,

Mr. LAMBERT: Well, these figures re-
late to all time, ever since the institution
of loans to prospestors and the institution
of the State battery system.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Then there is
the expenditurs on water.

Mr. LAMBERT: Now we ghall pull in
the net. In a comparatively few years,
while those advances were being made to
the industry and the losses on State bat-
teries were heing sustained, the industry
produced over 150 million pounds worth of
wealth, or over 50 per cent. of the total
wealth produced by the State since Respons-
ible Government.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: T acknowledge
all that.

Mr. LAMBERT: Well, I do not want to
see the statement go forth that mining has
cost the State two or three millions.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: So it has.

Mr. LAMBERT: When these poor um-
sophisticated farmers meet over the sliprails
and discuss polities——

Hon, 8ir James Mitchell: Consider the
cost of the Kalgoorlie water scheme alonel

Mr., LAMBERT: That has all been paid
for.

Mr. (. P. Wansbrough: At about double
the cost to the other fellow.

Mr. LAMBERT: XNothing of the sort.
Wo can expect the Honse to fully support
the Bill

Mr, Taylor: No, the super tax must go.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am not discussing the
super tax just now; I am referring to the
clause relating to the relief of mining. We
are hopeful that this suggested relief will
do something to revive the industry.

Mr, C. P. Wanshrough: But why penalise
the other industry?

Mr. LAMBERT: We are not. Good Geod!
man, this country has given its all and
pledged its all to the farmers.

The Premier: More so than in any other
countyy in the world.

Mr. Latham: And every penny of it is
warranted.
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Mr, LAMBERT: We find that 75 per
eent. of our pledged indebtedness is due to
the direct loans advaneed to farmers.

Mr. Latham: Well secured,

Hon, 8. W, Munsie: Look at the losses
of the LAB.!

Mr. LAMBERT: The greater portion of
the money we have expended on the farmer
has been justified, and certainly the policy
is justified, so long as it is not abused to
the extent the old Country Party would
have abused it when they had the balance
of power in this House. Conditions have
altered and, thank heaven! we have to-day
a party that can dispassionately allocate to
farmers the money they should receive,

Mr. Latham: The Country Party did only
what was right,

Mr. LAMBERT: With the Leader of the
Opposition, I think there cught o be some
distinet departure made in the incidence of
taxation. At present we are penalising in-
dustry. Especially are the Tederal Gov-
ernment penalising the primary producers,
whether miners or farmers, to an extent thut
should not be tolerated. Considering our
peculiar position in the Federation, and the
fact that we bave in this State branches «f
businessca with their head offices in the
Eastern States, Where they pay taxzation, the
time is ripe for us to have a thorough re-
view of our taxation.

My, Sampson: Why slug the farmer?

Mr. LAMBERT: XNo one is falking
about slugging the farmer. Why these
cheap heroivs! 'The hon. member knows

that short of rumning the counntry into bank-
ruptey all Parliaments and all parties have
done their best to -protect the farmer in
every way, and the party on this side of the
House will be no leas solicitous of the in-
terests of the farmers than any other party.
It is a mere indulgence in heroies and a
digplay of fireworks to sugpgest that any-
body is penalising the farmer.

Mr, Griffiths: Tell ns more about the
companies.

Mr. Latham:
kmnow about.

Mr. LAMBERT: There are companies
in Awustralia who have branch offices here,
where there is merely a plate put vp, and
a typist booking big orders. The branch
does a big turnover but pays net a shilling
in taxation to Western Australia.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Why?

Mr. LAMBERT: I am not at liberty to
discuss the situation on this oceasion.

Hon, W. D, Johnson: It is something
that should receive attention. Suppert my
motion.

Mr. LAMBERT: T will do so, The
finances of the State are ao important that
we should have a speeial session of Parlia-
ment to deal with nothing else but the in-
cidence of taxation, the way we are affected
as a State in the Federal union, and the
extent that we are losing money as a result
of foreign companies trading here and pay-
ing no taxation, while the producer and the
rest of the community pay all that is re-

Get on to gomething you
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quired for the pood government of the
~tate.

The Minister for Lands:
ing their taxes here,

Mr. LAMBERT: Who are?

The Minister for Lands: The people
who are gending their goods here from the
Eastern States.

Hon, W, I). Johnson: They pay & por-
tion of the tazxes, You are not in a posi-
tion to say that thev do pay.

The Minister for Landy: I say they do,
and I ean prove it.

Mr. LAMBERT: They pay an infinitesi-
mal part of the tazation they ought to pay,
and that is what the member for Guildford
{Hon. W, D. Johpson) means.

Hon. W. D, Johnson: It cannot be said
they pay when they pay only a portion.

Mr. LAMBERT: That is so. We must
have regard to the altered conditions into
which Western Australia has drifted. It is
a matter for serious congideration that the
people of the, State should ke over-taxed,
and these others who are benefiting by their
operations here should he getting off with-
out taxation. I hope thiz Bill will he the
means of reviving an interest in mining.
The Leader of the Opposition once said that
mining was like a good wife, she will enly
be missed when she has pone. Prohably we
do not fully realise that the mining indus-
try provides a ready and profitable market
for our producers from the soil, and to what
extent it has been responsible for the pros-
perity of the State and may be so in the
tuture. In the hearts and minds of most
people there will be a willingness to stand
behind the Government in their desire to re-
lieve the industry in its present difficulties,

They are pay-

Mr. SAMPSON (Bwan) [5.35]): I have
never hesitated to express appraval of the
incidence of taxation, the effect of which
would be to bring into use and under culti-
vation unimproved lands. The Bill hefove
us repeals an exemption previously existing
unon unimproved land valued up to £50.
That repeal will mean very little additional
revenue to the State, for the cost of onl-
lecting the tax will practieally absorbh the
revenue derived from it. It would, how-
ever, tend to discourage the purchase of
land for a future home, It is, therefore,
wrong that the exemption should be struck
out. It is also propesed to strike ont the
exemption in regard to land valued up to
£250 that is used prineinally for horticul-
tural, agricultural, pastoral, or grazing pur-
poses, and i8 outside amy municipal houn-
dary. This will he a blow to thoge whn are
engaged in rural pursuits. The unimproved
value of an orchard land might easily be
assessed at wnder £850, and the holding
would therefore be affected by this delsrion,
The small cousideration represented by the
exemption was snme cneouragement to an
orehardist, and some acknowledgment of the
oft-repeated statement that we should assist
those who arve engaged in primary prodne-
tion. The prineiple behind this amendment
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to the Act is 2 bad one. I would favour
a preferential income tax for those who are
on the land. 1In all the States people are
flocking to the cities, and wunless we help
those who are on the land this flow of people
from the country will eontinue. Life jn
the country should be made as attractive as
possible, and one way to do that is to give
a certain amount of relief from taxation,
The exemption now in force is not a big
one, and its deletion will not bring in much
revenoe to the Treasury, but if it is strock
out the effect upon the people concerned
will be diseouraging. I hope the Pre-
mier will agree to strike out both these
elanses from the Bill. All will approve of
the amendment to the Act under which a
person over 65 will be exempt from income
tax if the ineome does mnot exceged £230.
The Bill provides that the most a taxpayer
cae allow by way of deductions for ex-
penditure on the bouse he occupies shall be
£30 in any one year. That is an unreason-
able limitation. If-a house is painted inside
and out it will cost more than that, unless
it is & very small place. It should be pos.
sible for the owner to prove that the
amount he is claiming by way of deduc-
tions represents a sum that has been spent
entirely upon repaira. It has been said that
alterations and additions to homes have
sometimes been put in under this heading,
but if wrong has been done the Govern-
ment are not justified in limiting the ex-
penditure to others. Two or three years
may ec¢lapse before sny considerable
sum i gpent on repairs, so that when
renovations are necessary the limit of
£30 becomes an unfair one. Medical ex-
penses for those whose ineome i3 wp to
£350 are to be allowed. All medical ex-
penses, no matter what the income may be,
is n proper subject for deduction.

The Minister for Lands: That will not
apply to about 20,000 people in the State.

Mr, SAMPSON: That will not apply to
soine, but it is a step in the right direction.
If there are people who have little or no
income, T hope the State will be able to
provide all neeessary medical services such
ag may be required. I am glad considera-
tion is being given to the mining industry.
We are all anxious to see it revive, for what
it has done for the State in the past and
may do for it in the future. Although
present indieations are not all that we could
wish, there may be a change at any time.
The proposed amendment dealing with it
shonld have the effect of encouraging in-
vestments in mining propositions. I regret
that the consideration that is being extended
to mining is not being extended also to
farmers, upon whose efforts the prosperity
of this State will ultimately depend.

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE
{FAon. M. F. Trov—A{t. Magnet) [5.45]:
Tt appears to me that the hon. member who
bra j»st resumed his seat is indulging in a
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lot of unnecessary heroics in his references
to the position of the farmers.

Mr. Sampson: Just plain statements.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Let the farmer speak for himself.

Mr. Sampson: 1 am speaking for the
farmer. I represent a big section of fruit-
growers,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member is not a farmer. He is
a city property holder and therefore is op-
posed to legislation of this charaeter.

My, Sampson: By the removal of the ex-
emption? Not at all. . .

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member will pay a great deal more
than the farmer will pay. He has a block
of land in Hay-street and will pay a hun-
dred times more than the farmer will be
asked to pay. I suspeet that the hon. mem-
ber’s anxiety is not so much in respect of
the farmers as it ig in regard to himself.

Mr. Sampson: I have not yet referred
to myself.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
We are told that the farmer is heavily
taxed at the present time. As a matter of
fact the tax is a mere bagatelle,

Mr, Sampson: Why then remove the ex-
emption? :

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The principle of land taxation is sound, and
I am going te quote the Leader of the Op-
position in support of the Bill hefore I re-
sume my seat. It will be remembered that
in 1905 the Labour Party went before the
eleetors and one of the planks of their plat-
form was land toxation,

Mr. C. P. Wanshrough: You went before
the electors advocating an unimproved land
tax,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If our opponents do not know what our
principles are it is not becavse they have
not made inquiries regarding them and mis-
represented them to the publie. In 1905 this
very question was before the people.  The
present Leader of the Opposition was con-
testing the Northam seat, and he had op-
posed to him, Mr. Watts, who was standing
in support of the principle of land taxation.
Mr. Mitchell was definitely opposed to land
taxation and he told the farmers it meant
ruination to them if such legislation were
passed, just as hon. members opposite are
doing at the present time. A little later on
Ar, JTitehell beeame Minister for Agricul-
ture in the Moore Government, and im-
mediately after that Government introduced
the Act that is in existence to-day, and Mr.
Mitehell supported the measnre in  this
Hovse, Mr. George Throssell, who had been
a strang supporter of Mr, Mitchell as a
non-land taxer, condemned Mr. Mitchell
strongly, and these are the words he nsed—

The proposed tax in an old-established

country is perfectly legitimate, but in a

new one like our own whers new settlers

are being attracted by the existing liheral
conditinns, it ean only resvlt in a severe
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check to the continued rapid settlement
now going on, and which we are all
anxious to see continned. Whichever way
it is looked at, calm reflection will show
that the proposal is inopjportune and in-
expedient, and altogether an unwise policy
for this new country to adopt. We re-
turned Mr. Mitehell pledged to oppose the
policy of the Lahour Party, one of its
planks being land taxation. Because of
his hanorary pesition he now, while avow-
ing his hostility to the Bili, as publicly
avows his intention of supporting it, and
I can only say that if sueh actién be
common Sense, [ want none of it. Had
this action been that of the Labour Tarty
we might have berne it; but coming from
our old familiar friend, in whom we
trusted—for him to have lifted up his
heel against us is meore than we shonld
he called upen to Dear in silence. He
spoke a5 a very small landowner and as
one who personally would be very little
affected by the ta~.

Mr. Sampson: When was that?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
This refers to the 1903 election. I remem-
ber that election well, and T remember Mr.
Mitehell’s somersault. Yet now the Leader
of the Opposition declares I stated an un-
truth when T told the Touse he opposed
the land tax measurc at that time, and that
later on, without referring the matter to
the people, he supported it in this House.
Later on there was a controversy about the
measure—I think it was rejected once by
the Upper House.  When the controversy
arose in the country Mr, George Throssell
beeamwe a convert to land taxation, and he
stoadl in snpport of the then Government in
favorr of the imposition of & land tax, Mr.
Throssell was opposed Iy Mr. Wilding who
was azainst land taxation, aand Mr. Mitehel
went alonyg to support Mr. Throssell's
candidatere.  During  the eomrse of the
elections Mr. Gregory, who was then Min-
ister for Railways, sent a telegram to Mr.
Mitchell, whe read that telegram at the
eleetion meeting, the effect of which was
that the Covernment proposed te return to
the people the amount to he eolleeted by
way of reduced railway rates. Mr. Greg-
ory’s telogrom indicated that the Govern-
ment vrajoscd  to make a reduction  of
£30,000 frem railway revenue, a snm that
would be returied to the farmer. The pres-
ent me=h-r for Mt. Margaret, who was then
in the ITeuse, spake sirengly on the wmatter,
and it will he wise for him to refresh his
memory hefore he srenks on the Rill now
hiefere the Hovse. A eemrarison was mace
to-day hetween the consideration piven to
the farmer and that extended to the miner.
Tfon. mer-hers mirht loodwink people who
dn yat vnderstand the position, but those
who are familiar with the position of both
miner and farmer will know that there is
every reason whv the miner should he ex-
evempt. The late Mr, Throssell made this
statement—
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The large landowners are mistaken in
opposing the tax so bitterly. Ther op-
poie theis own interests amd yours. Amri-
cultural reilways wean increased pepu-
lation, inercased value to all lands, in-
ereased trade to towns, inereased life in
all our workshops, more work for the
toiler, and general prosperity to the
state.

I can almast heer the present Lender of
the Opposition using the very same words.
The language is so much like his. But it
was the langraze of the late Mr. Throssell
who was supported by Mr. Mitehell,  3Mr,
Thressel]l went on—

Electors, do not be deceived, I have

thought it al} out. Trust me and we shall

win now as we did in the old days. Re-

member also, T am a large landholder, a

large owner of town and city praperties,

a farmer and a worker all my life. Tu

every walk your interests are my inter-

ests.
This adviee was given by representatives
who had been nssociated with hon. members
opposite and it was also the advice given
by the T.eader of the Opposition. I am
staggered to-day at the position he is taking
up.

Mr. Latham: What about the income tax
at that time!

The MIXISTER FOR AGRICT'LTURT:
All this was at & time when land values in
this country were not nearly as big as ther
are to-duy. The late Mr. Throssell stressed
the position accurately. He said, ‘“Agri-
rultural railwavs mean inereased popvlation,
inercased value to all land.”’ The prineiple
of land taxation is a sound principle in -
self. It provides that some portion of the
inereased value, by the expenditure of
so wuch money on harbours, rvailways. and
water sapply, shall he returned to the State.
As a matter of faet, our land, if it were not
served vy railways, would he useless. If
my farm were sitmated 100 miles from a
railway, T world not have it at any price,
Without a railway it would he entirely un
profitable. Therefore the State builds rail-
wavs

Mr.
them,

The MTNTSTER FOR AGRTCULTT'RE:
ANl the yeople in the comntry, the whala
State,

Mr. Latham: Principally the conntry dis-
triets.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T am not eromplaining that a little of tha
cnhoneed valve shonld he returned to the
peaple who ereate it. T admit. of course,
that the farmer ereates some of the value,

Mr. Latlam: He creates the lot.

The MINISTER FOR AGRTICULTURE:
He cannot create the whole value, As T
have said, his land wounld be utterly narless
if it were not for the railwavs, harbours,
water sunplies and all the aother facilities
provided hy the Government to help him to
pradnee.

Latham: And the people pay for
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Mr. Latham: Reverse it: The railways
would be no good_without the production.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member knows that his farm -t
Narembeen would be valueless if it were
not for the railway running in elose proxim-
ity to it. Compare the position of the
miner with that of the farmer. TFirst let
ns state, what is a mine? It is a wasting
asset. What is a tarm! It is an asset that
is always increasing in value. That is why
& man is attached to the land. The growth
of the ¢ity is a good thing for the man on
the land, becnuse the groater the number of
peeple in the State, the greater will be the
number who are depending upen him for
their (daily lread. The greater the number
of those who require his produce, the better
ia the position for the farmer. The value
of the land, too, depends upen the facilities
given for marketing the produet and the
price the community can afford to pay. A
mine i3 a wasting asset and every year it
becames less valuable. Moreover, the oceu-
pation of mining is risky. One might put
£20,000 into a mine and get nothing out of
it, ‘The investment is risky, whereas with
land, the more money that is put into it
provided the property is reascnably good,
and the rainfall is Ffairly reliable, the
value inereases, given all the faeilities to
which 1 have referred. The hon. member
is incorrectly stating the position when ne
says that we are taking away from the
land holder and giving to the miner. The
very same gentleman, however, did exaetly
the same thing here on a similar measure.
He and other members of the Oppositien
have misrepresented the position to the farm-
ers. They were the very people who sup-
ported a similar Bill in this FHouse and then
tried to justify it to the farmers by ad-
mitting that what they had said previously
was rubbish and nonsense. Members are
not sent here to wilfully misstate faets or
to wilfully misrepresent a principle. There-
fore T object; to the Leader of the Jpposi-
tion, in view of the attitude he adopted in
the past, and of his insincerity at that

time——

Mr. Tatham: Yon are not justified in
saying he was jnsinecre,

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTTURE:
He was. Can it be said otherwise? The Nor-
tham election at that time was fought on
the question of a land tax, and the late Mr.
Throssell and others rallied around Mr, Mit-
chell as their standard hearer in opposition
to that measure.

Mr, Mann: Do you argue that a member
shonld never change his mind?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:.

No, but he shovld have the decency to admit
having done so. In the country he was an
opponent of the Iand tax; on the Treasury
bench he was a supporter of it. The same
thing may happen again. It might be in-
teresting to quote the opinions of other
members sitting in Opposition, but I shall
not refer to them because they have not
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expressed themselves on this Bill, The ex-
emptions for the mining industry are abso-
lutely sound.

Mr, C. I, Wansbrough: Why do not you
lose your revenue and be satisfied, mstead
of tacking the shortage on to the farmers!?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
We are giving encouragement to people to
invest m mining. The larger the number
of peaple who invest in mining, the bigger
18 the market for the farmers, The best
market the farmerg ever had was the mining
population, If there were 50,000 people in
the mining industry to-day it would be a
good thing for the farmers. No hetter mar-
ket can be had than the local market, and
the hest of the local market is the goldfields
market. If we can build wp the mining in-
dustry again by pranting these just exemp-
tions, we shall be providing the farmer with
a great opportunity to dispose of his pro-
duce without having te pay exeessive rail-
way rates, and without having to wait for a
market abroad. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion also said there was no justifieation for
withdrawing the exemption under the Land
Tax Aect and giving exemptions in regard to
income tax. The diffcrence between the two
principles is thiz: the income tax measare
is never a justifiable measure, cXecpt under
special  cirenmstances, and those circum-
stances arc that the State must have the
monev.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell:
reason for ail State taxation.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have always felt that the income tax is
one of the most unfair methods of taxation,
becaunse it makes an enterprising man pay
the most, The man who sirives to get re-
solts i3 the man who is most heavily taxed.
The land tax is entircly different. A man
may hold land and do nothing with it, and
yet may reap the inerease in values.

Mr, Griffiths: And he may work his soul-
case out in tryving to develop it, too.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
He may buy a block of land in Hay-strect
and do nothing with it, and yet reap the
enhaneed value, Justifiably that man should
pay, because he reaps where he has not
sown.

Mr, Lindsay: He pays now. does he not?
The MINISTER FOR AGRICTLTURE:
No. Half the revenuve under this measure
will come from eity properties, beeause it is
in the ecity where the values are. T ‘hope
members opposite will refrain from indulg-
ing in this talk that they are looking after
the specinl intercsts of the farmer. The
Leader of the Opposition has not been con-

sistent.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: T have,

The MINISTER TOR AGRICULTURE:
But I have quoted the hon., member’s
speech.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Read it again!
‘What about your attitude to the pastoral
leases?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member wag a non-taxer of land

That is the
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and was pledged to it, and yet when he
became a Minister he endorsed the land
taxation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
pledged to it.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
But T quofed the particolar election.

Hon, Bir James Mitchell: You did not
fight my election.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I assisted; I gpoke for Mr. Watts who was
vour opponent. In tbe first place the hon.
member stated in the country that be did
not believe in the land tax.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell:
lieve in it to-day.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Later on, in supporting Mr., Throssell, he
spoke strongly in favour of the land tax.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I mnever did
believe in it.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Members opposite have got into the habit of
pretending they represent the farmer.

Hon, Sir Jumes Mitchell: We do,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No more than I do. The hon. member will
pay no more land tax than T shall, and I
am not squealing about it.

Hon. 8ir James DMitchell:
squealing, either.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I shall be satistied so long as the man in
the eity, whose properties are enhanced in
value as a result of the operations in the
country, pays his ghare, and under this
meagure he will pay his share.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
{6.6]: We are not likely te make much
progress towards passing equitable taxa-
tion if we base all our arguments upon
the relative merits of two important
industries. I do not wish to engage in a
controversy as to whether the agrienltural
indupstry should receive speeial comsidera-
tion over the mining industry, or viee
versa. We all know, and the Leader of
the QOpposition has admitted it more than
once, that some further consideration is
necessary for the mining industry,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T admit it now
and alwavs did.

Hon. W, D. TOHNSOXN: But it is wrong
to sav that the Government, in their
desire to give to the mining industry the
relief that all parties are convineed i3
necessary, are doing it at the expense of
the farmer. 'That is not fo; there is
nothing in the Bill tn that effect.

Hon. Rir Tames Mitehell: Yes, there is.

Hon. W. D. JOANRON: Tf the relief ro
he afforded the industrv can be ealenlated
in pounds, shillings and mence, it ig the
commurity that is going to give it

Mr. Latham: As a result of the repeal
of this abatement.

Hon. W. D. JOANSON: Tt is relief br
the eommunity to an indnstry that requices
amppial eonsideration.  Tf we admit that
the Bill ia just, and the T.eader of the

I was not

I do not be-

I am not
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Opposition has admitted it, we must alse
concede that the taxation imposed upea
mining in the past has not been equitable.

Hon, Sir James Alitebell: It has been
equitable,

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: If the relief is
justified, it is because the presemt method
of taxing the industry is not fair.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, the mines
are not paying. That in the trouble.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Whenever we
start to effert reforms or alterations, we
do so because there is justification for
them. Tf we admit this, we must admit
that the mining industry in the past has
been subjected to an unfair impost, and
that we are going to put it right. We
must admit that the mining industry has
been a large contributor to the revenue of
the State on a basis that has not been
equitable, and the Government are now
going to set that right. The Bill is most
difficult to follow. I started out by
endeavouring to compare the clanses of the
Bill with the gections in the Land and
Income Tax Assessment Act of 1907, but
T found this Bill is not ap amendment of
the Aet of 1907, The Aet of 1907 has
been amended by No. 14 of 1917, No, 24
of 1918, No, 17 of 1922, and No. 40 of 1922,
A memarandum has been prepared and the
Premier has commended it to members
because it explains the objects of the
various claunses, and yet the memorandum
doeg not even make that explanation. This
is evidence that sufficient care was not
exercised in preparing the memorandum,

The Premier: Every Bill introduced has
been dealt with in the same manner.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Nevertheless, 1t
is wrong. Tt would be quite a simple
matter ta explain in the memoranaum that
there was a consolidating measure, and
that reference should be made to it and
not to the Aet of 1907. I do not suggest
that the Premier has been wfeglectful; I
know the praetice of the past, but T hope
the Premier will see that in future the
memorandum makes the positien thoroughlvy
clear, so that the time of members will
not be unnecessarily necupied in discover-
ine for themselves what could be eclearly
stated in the memorandum,

Hon. Fir James Miteheli:
work of the draftsman,

Hon. W. I. TOHNSOX: Well, someone
needs to be told te do it,

The Prewier: Vou introdueed Bills and
di1 not sive similar instruetions,

Han, W. D, JOHNXSON: That is so. hut
it was never hronght home tn me so
forciblvy as it haa been on this oeccasion.

The Premier: T think there are 27
amendments ta the Land Aect and yon
intradueed some of them.

Hon, W. . TOANROXN: T know T have
heen as guilty as the Premier, but having
had this evnerience. we micht profit by it
and see that in future the nogition is

That is the
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explicitly stated. If we leave this Bill as
it stands and do mot iptroduce another
measure, an injustice will be done to agri-
culturists, pastoralists, and horticulturists.
City land has an exemption of £50 and it
is proposed, and rightly so, to abolish that
exemption. Agrienltural and other lands
have an exemption of £250, and it is
proposed to abolish that exemption. 1t
we leave it at that, it must be admitted
that while we are hitting up the city man
to the extent of only £50, we shall ba
hitting up the people outside to the extent
of £250, Therefore, it may be said thal
this measure will give special consideration
to c¢ity landowners. I know the Premier
has no desire to do that, What we want
is a measure to impose a proper tax on
unimproved valnes in order to make the
position equitable to all econcerned. That
ean never be accomplished under this Bill,
becaunse it touches only the exemptioas,
and thus we shall be imposing a speeial
penalty upon the holders of agrieultural
land.

The Minister for Lands: How could you
do it in any other way?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The only way
to set it right is to follow up this measure
with another Bill dealing with Iand values
taxation in general.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Refore tea 1
was pointing out that the abolition of the
exemptions by this measure would be in an-
ticipation of a Bill for land values taxation

to be introduced later. If such a measure
" had been introdueed for the purpnse of
putting land taxation on an equitable basis
and rteally making taxation that kind of
funetion for which most of us advocate it,
then the amendments proposed by the pre-
sent measure would be consequential on the
passage of the other measure. Having in-
troduced this Bill, the Governmenl are no
doubt contemplating the introduetion of the
other Bill, and are really only abolishing
" the exemptions as a preliminary to the
bringing down 2f the other measure I refer
to.

Mr, Latham: Wouvld vou expect a bigger
taxation measure later ?

Hon, W.D). TOHNSON : T expect it, though,
of course, I may be disappointed. My antici-
pation is that fhe Government will introduce
a measure for land values taxatior in order
to get at those people who to-day are hold-
ing up large areas to the detriment of the
prooress of this State. The taxation we have
to-dav will not do that, We have had it
in operation for some time, and it has had
no effect upon the monopolisers of large
tracts of countrv, who are rctarding the ad-
vancement of Western Anatralia. The rea-
son is that the tax i85 so small. Tndeed, the
increased value given to land bv the con-
tinned expenditnre of loan frnda and the
introduction of further population, more
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than compensates the owners for the in-
cr ased taxation. Instead of the holders
paying the increased taxation, it iz paid
really by those who create the increased
value. We want to get away from that
position. We want a tazation measure which
will make it unprofitable for people to mon-
opolise huge areas of our lands, 1 know this
is not the measure in which to do that, but
the point I wish to emphasise is that the
present Bill is a preliminary measure. If
we were to leave this Bill as it stands, all
we would be doing would be to remove an
exemption of L£30 from the ecity property
holder and an exemption of £250 from the
owner of agricultural land. Tn other worde,
we should be penalising by £200 more the
agricultural landholder than the city land-
holder. § am opposed to exemptions, but
I do want the taxation of land to be put into
a Bill of such o form that we can deal with
the whole subjeet comprehensively, inatead
of just touching it, as under this Bill. The
rest of the Bill is ecssentially for Com-
mittee discudsion, and in that stage the Pre-
mier will doubtless give us further infor-
mation regarding the various clavses. The
real work in connection with the measure
will have to be necomplished in Committee,

Mr. LATHAM (York) [7.36]: The Bill
is bronght in to serve the uwseful purpose of
providing some exemption for the mining
industry in particular; but I regret very
mnch that the measure proposes to place ad-
ditional burdens on the small man. I was
surprised to hear the last speaker say that
he does not want exemptions. We do want
exemptious for the small man who is trying
to buy a block of land in order that he may
vrect o home on it. We want everyono in
thig State to have a home of his own.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The small land-
hotder pays a small tax,

Mr. LATHAM: But he would be better
off if he had no tax te pay. The exemption
operates as an inducement. Even if the
small man has te pay only 4s., being 1d. in
the pound on a value of £48, it is a tax—
and a tax is an cbjectionable thing,

Hon, W. D. Johnson: Nobody likes taxza-
tion.

Me. LATHAM: I consider it injudicious
to impose taxation on the small man. Ha
seems to be hit particvlarly hard by the Bill,
because the exemption of €250 is to be re-
pealed. It means that after five years every
man on the groups wiil have {o pay land
fax as well as income tax. An article in
the "‘Daily News’’ sets out very distinetly
what the tax really is—a second tax on
capital. Ae such, it is most unfair. Let
me point ont what a burden of direct taxa-
tion there is on 1,000 acres of land, apart
from income tax. Take a place like Belka,
just south of Merredin, The Commonwealth
valuation of the unimproved land there is
£2 per acre and upwards, At a penny in
the pound the Commonwenlth land tnxation
amounts to £8 68, 8d. Road hoard rates,
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which, the Public Works Department has
laid dewn, must be not less than 24, in the
powndl in order that the Government subsidy
may be sceured, amount to £16 13s. 4d. On
most of vew arcas there is a loan rate of
1hd. or *id, in the pound; say, £7 3a. 4d.;
then there is a vermin rate of %d., equal to
£7 3s, Next, there are eart and carriage
licenses, say for a wagon and a buggy—I will
not mention a motor car, becavse that might
possibly be considered a luxury, and I wish
to confine this caleulatien to bare neces-
saries—30s. Further, there is £50 per
annum for water rates. These items give a
total of £33 18s. 4d. on 1,000 acres of land,
without income tax, The least the State
can de is to lenve in the Act the provision
for an abatement of the land tax or the
income tax, whichever is the greater.

Hou. W, D. Joknson: You can argue
against the ineome tax, but not against
the land tax.

My, LATHAXM: Do not let both taxes be
imposed.

The Premier: But what difference will
this Bill make in the land tax?

Mr. LATHAM: A difference of £8 6s. 8d,,
which at present has not to be paid. Im
the arca I refer to the income tax is the
greater. A large proportion of those set-
tled on the land to-day cannot afford to
pay such heavy rates and taxes. The In-
dustries Assistance Act itself was brooght
into existence to help those people, and yet
this Bill jroposes to penalise them.

The Premier: They do pay land tax, but
they deduet it from the income tax,

Mr, LATHAM: I know that very well

Hon. Sir James Mitekell: Whichever is
the greater they pay.

Ar. LATHAM: They pay both, and get
an phatement in the following year.

The Promier: Then the hon. member is
caleulating wrongly, and this Bill will not
make a differcnce. The farmer will have
to pay income tax on £3 Gs. &1 more than he
pavs on at preseni, lmt it is wrong to say
that there will be a difference of £8.

Mr. LATHAM: The farmer pays the
land tax in. He pays not only what the
Treasurer is trying to get the IHouse to be-
lieve is all that is paid, but also direet
taxation, The following year, of course, the
farmer rets an abatement, Tf the land
tax amounts to £6, and the ineome tax to
£10, then in the following year the farmer
pays £40 less £6, or £34. T observe that
the Tremier does not foreecast a great deal
of revenue from the Bill, and T honestly
wonder whether it iy worth while to go on
with the measure.

The Premier: Tt will mean less work for
the Taxation Department.

Opposition Members: Oh!

Mr. LATHAM: I do not think so. The
tevenne for last year was £71,400 in re-
speet of land tax, and for this year the
Premier estimates £75,000. Enowing as I
do that the area of land taxable will this
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year be greater than last year, in view of
the peried of five years having expired, I
fail to see that the Premier will got any
inerezsed revenue from the Bill; that is, if
the Estimates are eorrect. Therefore I eom-
mend to him the advisableness of not worry-
ing abont this measure any further. It
means unpecessary amendment of existing
legislation. I do net say that I shall sup-
port the comprehensive measure which was
mentioned by the member for Guildford
(Hon. W. D, Jolmson) and concerning which
he no doubt has funll information; but I
do olject to adilitional laml tax when there
are such large areas of Crown lands that
we are anzious to get people to take uj.
If there were any prospeet of this mewsure
resutting in larger landhelders using their
areas mwore fully than they do to-day, I
would support it; but let us not penalise
the men who are doing right. ‘The Bill
will make hardly any difference to the dig
man, but it will hit the small man haxd.

The Premier: Poor small man!

My, LATHAXM : The abolition of the £30
exemption is rather a disgrace to the Ad-
ministration. It means taxire the small
man who is trying to build a home of his
own,

The Premier: Taxing him to the extent of
4s. 2d.!

Mr. LATHAM: T know that 4s. 2d, s
4s. 2d., and T know that if the small man
has.not got the 4s. 2d., the Taxation De.
partment will harass him to the last ex-
tremity. The 4s. 24. may bhe a small
amount, but when added to the other
expenditure the man will have to face, it
will represent a constderable impost,

Mr, Teesdale: When it was a matter of
a penny tor a hospital tax, there was n lot
of fuss about it!

The Premier: All the small landholders
will he selling out to-morrow!

Mr, LATHAXM: T know what will he ‘he
eflect of this comprchensive land tax. Tt
will lower land values. People will not
keep blocks Iying idle for a year or two
until they can afford te build their homes
on them, if they have to pay heavy land .
taves.

Mr. Hughes:
their blocks?

Mr. LATHAM: T know onc hon. member
sitting on the Government side of the ITouse
who iz willing to give land away.

The Premicr: This is the last straw!

Mr. LATHAM: Jt i, and T sincerely
hope it will not be such a straw as will
damnge the reputation of the Government.
There is no necessity for it, and T do not
think the revente to be derived will amount
te anything.

The Premier: There are not many blocks
of land not worth £50.

Mr. LATHAM: I know some blecks of
land not far from here, that the owner
is willing to give away now. There is also
that other incident where an old man was

What will they do with
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taken away from the Old Men's Home and
presented with £1U to take over a lot of
titles to blocks. This was done to permit
the ewner to evade taxation beenuse the
land was not worth it. This Bill will make
the position worse, That owner could not
have surrendered the land to the Govern-
ment because tue Lamds Department  will
not take back titles as they used to do.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: They will take
them. You can surrender lund to the Crown.

Mr. LATHAM: At one time you vounld
not do so.

Myp, Sampson: You ecannot surrender
Jand unless you pay up the arrcuars of taxa-
tion,

Mr, LATHAM: I understood that was
the position. 1 hoepe that even at this late
stuge the DPremster will put his pen through
the clauses to which I have referred.

Mr. . P, WANSBROUGII (Beverley)}
[7.49]: I protest against the method pro-
posed of making up Ly means of imposts
upon one scction of the community, the re-
licf that is to Le granted to another sectiou.
1 have no objection to the exemptions
grinted to the mining industry. The Coun-
try Party went before the clectors advocat-
iuy that some such relief should be grauted.
1 am anxious, however, that the present
position of the over-taxed agrieulturist
should wot be wmade worse,

The Premier: What is Dr. Page doing
about it in the Federal Government!?

Mr, . P, WANSBROUGH: The Premier
has put his finger upon a sore point. 1 hope
that he, however, will do what he ean to
relieve the position.

The Premier: Dr. Page is coming over
here soon.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: I object to
the burden of the exXeemptions pgranted
to the mining industry being cast upon the
shoulders of the farming community.

Hon, W. D. Johuson: How mueh will the
farmer have to pay under the Bil?

Mr. ¢, P. WANSBROUGH: He wil
have to pay considerably more than he does
now. It is not so much the actwal amount
but when it is added to the ordinary income
taxation that he has te pay, the impost on
the farmer is a considerable one.

The Premier: No.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: It will be.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: If you assert that
the agricultural community will pay for
the relief granted to the mining industry,
you arc not correct.

Mr. . P. WANSBROUGH: While it is
proposed to grant that exemption to the
mining industry, the Government are not
prepared to lose revenue. They propose to
get it from the farming community. We
have no objection to an equitable form of
land taxation. Some members of the Prim-
ary Producers’ Association are strong advo-
cates of unimproved land values taxation.
T do not subscribe to that principle for I
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belivve ikat those advocating that method
of taxation will be the most severely hit by
it should it be imposed. Before the con-
siderntion of the Bill is completed, [ hope
the Premier will consent to modify the
torm of tuxation proposed. [ would refer
particulurly to the sustenance allowanees
which are allowed to the farming community
in respect to their cmployees, 1t is a ridieul-
vus allowanee at present and is not ade-
qoate. That £act js emphasised by the re-
quest made by the farm workers for an in-
crease in that direction, Lf it is worth
while making such an allowance under an
award, it is equally right that it shouwld be
alloned to us as a deduetion vader the Bill.
We have our remedy and [ am pleased to
so¢ that there has been a slight departure
inasmuch 28 we will have the right of ap-
peal to the local court. Before we can exer-
vise that right, however, we have to submit
our ¢ase to the Commissioner of Taxation,
whao will have the right to say whether or
not we can go to the court. This is merely
an appeal from {'aesar to Caocsar and does
not provide an adeguate remedy. The Com-
missioner is the prime factor in the ques-
tion of an appeal. The present method of
valuation is net equitable. There is not the
slightest chance of any remedy until we
have some better method of valuation pre-
scribed by legislation, At present we have
land in different distriets, comparing fav-
outably, bnt valued at absurdly different
figures. That should not be so, T recog-
nise that my voiee is as one erying in the
wilderness because I will not be listened to
by membhers sitting opposite. I trust that
same relief will be afforded the farming
community. As to the remarks of the mem-
her for Guildford (Hon. W. 1. Johnszon)
that the exemptions will apply more to city
land rather than to the country holdings, I
would point out that the eity people have
a meang of passing on the hurden that is
not posseaged by the country people.

Mr. Clydesdale: Not all of them.

Mr. C. P. WANSBROUGH: People in-
terested in trade and commerce take ad-
vantage of opportunities that we have nat
got. We depend upon the world’s market
for our values and we eannot pass on these
imposts so readily. We are burdened with
taxation through the tariff and cannot get
relief,

The Premicr: You are passing on a very
good price for wool at the present time.

Mr, C. P. WANSBROUGH: And we pay
for it in oeur income tax.

Hon. W. 1. Johnson: For all of if?

Mr. C. P. WANSBRROTGH: e pay for
it at any rate. T trust that some measure

of relief will be given to the agrieultural
industry.

Mr. HUGHES (East Perth) [7.56]: I
have been astonished at the outery by the
representatives of farming districts when
we endeavour {o get some taxation from the
unfortunate people in the eity,
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Mr. Latham: This is a double-edged
proposal.

Mr. HUGHES: The taxpayers in East
Perth, where they are mostly wapges or
salaried men, have no opportunity to pass
on the burden, The holders of city pro-
perties, who also grow fruit in the neigh-
bourhood of the metropolitan area, ean pass
on the burden by their vents. The same
thing applies to the people who publish
newspapers. They can pass on the impost,
too. The ultimate effect is that the people
pay the lot. Last year’s annnal report of
the Commissioner of Taxation shows that
the unimproved value of land in the metro-
politan area, from Midland Junetion to Fre-
mantle, is just over Bi% million pounds, of
which over 114 million pounds represents
totally unimproved land. Nearly a quarter
of the land in the metropolitan area is held
in idleness. While people are paying ab-
normal rents in East Perth, it is astonish-
ing to know that there is such a large area
of unimproved land available in that dis-
trict. For wpwards of B0 years, people
have held up land in East Perth waiting for
increases in prices. I know some blocka
that did not cost the owmners ome-twentieth
of what they want for them to-day.

Mr. Latham: T bet it has cost them
more by way of taxes than the blocks are
worth to-day.

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member has a
poor estimate of the finaneial capacity of
the men owning the land.

Mr, Latham: You know very little about
it.
Mr, HUGHES: Some land sold recently
returned a very handsome profit fe the
owner over and above rates and taxes paid.
In my constituency landiorda have been able
to avoid paying a fair share of muniecipal
rates; the workers renting houses have
been obliged to pay those munmicipal rates.
To-day land is held at famine prices, the
owners looking to reap, not 100 per cent.,
but 1,000 per cent. on their investments.
‘Workers cannot get a piece of land on which
we build a home, Consequently the forcing
of this land into oreupation will help to
solve the housing problem in the city. But
for tha time being, side by side with the
impogition of a heavy unimproved land tax
in the eity, we must have a fair rents eonurt.
We must safepuard the tenants from the
landlord’s passing over to them the unim-
proved land tax. The member for York
(Mr. Latham) has raised an important
point that we should wateh in the Bill. He
referred ta the man purchasing a bloek of
land with the vltimate objeet of huilding
a home. He docs not want to see that man
penalised. We ought to have in the Bill a
clavse protecting that man. When a man
starts to buy a homse on terms and pays
down a deposit on the property, althoueh
he becomes the nominal owner, actnally he
has only an equity in the property. Suppose
the block of land costs £100, and the pur-
chaser pays down £10, and £1 per month,
When he has paid £20, he has only a one-
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fifth equity in the lamd, four-fifths still be-
longing to the vendor. We must insert in
the Bill a clause preventing the vendor from
loading the whole of the land tax on to the
purchaser. The member for York made a
good point there. TUntil the block is fully
puid for, the vendor is the owner of the
block, and he ought to be made to pay the
tax pro rata with his equity. We require
a clause ensuring that he shall do so. Then
we shall have the actual owner paying the
tax.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
possession of the land?

Mr. HUGIIES: The purchaser has pos-
session as temant. My learned friend from
West Perth whispered that in your ear, and
has let you down.

Mr. Davy: I never mentioned it. You
are too smart.

Mr. HUGHES: Although the tenant has
possession of the block, he is not the owner
until -he hag paid in full, We have had at
Gosnells a painful experience of people in
possession, with their land partly paid for.
They found out that they were not the
owners until they completed their paymenta.

Mr. Taylor: But that is before the court
at present, and so ig sub judice.

Mr, HUGHES; There is nothing before
the court about the titles. The fact that
someone connected with the property is being
prosecuted has nothing to do with the ques-
tion of whether or not the purchasers shall
get their titles. I propose to the Treasurer
that, in Committee, he accepis an amend-
ment safeguarding the time payment pur-
chaser of Jand and making it obligatory on
the vendnr fo pay so much tax as relates to
his equity in the land.

Mr. Davy: Tt would only be reflerted in
the price.

Mr. HUGHFS: No, because if a man
sold a block of unimproved land at a price,
that wownld innnecdiately become the wnim-
rroved value. A man could not have a
bloek of land valned jn the Taxation De-
partment at £100 and sell it at £200 while
still paying the tax on £100, The moment
he sold it nt €200, the Taxation Department
would assess it at that value.

The Premier: Yet blocks are being rold
in the city at ahout ten times the price
at which they are assegsed for taxation puor-
poses.

Mr. TIUVGHTR: Tt is not right to say
that a man, having for sale a block of land
that e will not sell for less than £200,
should value it at £100 for the purposea of
taxation.

My, Criffiths: They are doing it.

Mr. HUGHES: IFf they are. then we
oupht {0 make donbly sure in the RBill that
it shall not be done in future. Trresrective
of the taxntion assessment, the moment the
Heoek ia sold for a higher price the taxa-
tine pesessment oupht to he inerep<ed ae-
cordinely, As T have said, eicht and a-half
million pounds is the value of the unim-
proved land between Midland and Tre-

Who has
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mantle, and, on the Taxation Department’s
figures, nearly 25 per cent. of it is totally
unimproved. That is to be found on page
10 of the Taxation Commissioner’s report.
In the agricultural areas land alienated, or
in process of alienation is valued by the
Taxation Department at close on £8,000,000,
of which less than one-tenth is the total
uninjroved value, Then there is in the
agricultural areas two and three-quarter
million pownds’ werth of land totally exempt
from taxaticn.

Mr. Latham: That is very decent at a

penny in the pound.’
* Mr. HUGHES: Between Fremantle and
Midland there is, totally exempted from
land tasation, lond valved at £271,234, So
we see that to-day the metropolitan people
are paying on 815 million pounds worth as
against the eight million pounds’ worth in
the eountry. It is obviois that if the land
tax is to be raised and more revenue col-
lected, most of it will be collected in the
metropolitan area. Yet members represent-
ing metropolitan seats arve not standing up
and making a fuss about destroying indus-
tries and ruining the eountry, At a matter
of fact, this tax is going to benefit the
farmer more than anybody else in the com-
munity.

Mr. Griffitha:
his goods!

Mr. HUGHES: Then, like the eity land-
lord, he will double his prices to the con-
sumer,

Mr. Griffiths: How can he?

Mr. HUGHES: How did we get a rise in
the price of bread the other day if the
farmer never raises his prices?

Mr, Latham: Simply because of the ex-
port prices,

Mr. HUGHES: And the benefit of the
export prices went to whom? Tt did not go
to the working men of East Perth,

" Mr. Latham: Tt did not go to the farm-
€T8.

Mr. HUGHES: It did not go in smoke;
somebody had the advantage of it. If any-
body is going to benefit by the tax, it is
the farmer.

Mr. Latham: It will be an Irishman’s
benefit.

Mr. HUGHES: Tf we have unimproveil
land tax of say 6d. in the pound, it will
bring in half a million of revenve per an-
num. That will enable us to give a quarter
of a million rebate in railway freights,

Mr. Tatham: Are you speaking on behalf
of vour party?

Mr. HUGHES: No, T am speaking in
my ‘own behalf.

Mr. Tatham: T shonld like the Premier
to make that statement.

Mr. HUGHES: The Premier can make
hizs own statements, With an mmimproved
land tax of half a million, we counld afford
to give a reduetion of a onarter of a mil-
lion in railway freights. T think the totat
‘railway revenue is ahont 214 million per
annam, perhaps a little more. So if we

By adding to the price of
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could give a reduction of a quarter of a
million in railway freights, whom would
such a reduction benefit most? It would not
benefit the city merchant who rides in bis
motor car; it would not benefit the city
man who walks to his work; it would bene-
fit the people in the agricultural areas, and
that benefit would be at the expemse of the
people bLetween Midland and Fremantle.

Mr. Latham: You have no authority to
make this promise to us; if you had we
miglit support the tax.

Mr. HUGHES: I am not making any
promise. Ultimately unimproved land taxa-
tion will redound to the benefit of the peo-
ple in the agricultural and outlying districts
at the expensc of those in the metropelitan
area. I have no objection to certain people
in the metropolitan area paying their fair
share of taxation. They have escaped too
long already. By means of a Fair Renty Bill
we shall be able to prevent them from pas-
sing it on to the tenants in the metropolitan
area, either of residential er hosiness pre-
mises. If we get a proper unimproved land
tax it will be one of the factors in eliminat-
ing the need for a Fair Rents Bill, but this
will take some time. I cannot understand
the eomplaint from the members who repre-
sent farming constituents. They say they
want more pecple on the land, One cannot
get land within the Agricultural Bank radius
of a railway. I have an elector with four
sons, and he desired to take up agriculture,
belie\’ing it offered better prospects for his
boya than that they should remain in the
¢ity. Some three months ago I had quite a
hunt for land within 124 miles of a rail-
way, Eventuoally a bleck was thrown open
far selection, but there were 92 applicants
for it. I have tried unavailingly for other
people in my -ectorate, but have been un-
able to secure for them any virgin land with-
in 1214 miles of a railway., I find
from- the report of the Commissioner
for Taxation that there are 1714 mil-
lion aeres of land assessed for Jland
tax, I do not suppase half of that iz under
cultivation. Although we have all this vae-
ant Tand alongside our railways, we cannot
get any of it for people in the metropoh-
tan area. What would be of greater benefit
to agriculturists than to have more people
settled in their districts? The member for
York gave us a list of charges that were
levied on a thousand-acre farm. He dealt
with road hoard rates, and said that certain
rates had to be paid. The best way to
rednce these lonal charges is to increase the
population of the distriet. T do not say that
by doubling the population of a Aistriet we
can neeessarily halve the rates, but if the
population were doubled, and twice the
amount of land were cultivated, the bur-
ens of lacal government would be casier to
bear.

Mr. Griffiths:  You said there was no
more land available within these areas.

Mr. HUGHES: T did not say land was
not available for cultivation, but that so
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mueh Jand was already alienated apd was
not being put to its full us.,

My, Griffiths: There is not much of that
land in the Avon district,

Mr, HUGHES: My remarks do not apply
to the Avon distriet. I wish the hon, mem-
ber would show me how to force the land-
lords in East Perth to put their vacant land
to full use,

Mr. North:
should be done!?

Mr, HUGIES: Instead of a landlerd
Leing permitted to put eight houses, each on
a 13it. frontage, he should he compelled to
so suldivide his land as te provide a goed
arca for each house, Tf people in the eoun-
try will not aesist us in bringing into pro-
duetive use land alongside our railways, how
can they expeet us to assist them in redue-
ing the burdens they have to carry? The bur-
den of rates and the evost of loeal govera-
mcat are heavy enly heecause the population
of the districts is sparse, The remedy lies
in establishing wmeve people on the land
and piving them a chance to cultivate it.
Seeing that the city people will be paying
for most of the iclief from these burdens, |
eaunot understand why memkers represent-
ing the farmers are so strong in their pro-
fests, If the position were put plainly be-
fore the fairmers, and the advantapes that
would acerue to them from the introduetion
of an unimproved land tax were pointed out
to them, T am sare very little support would
be accorded to members for the views they
have expressed to-night. I soggest to the
Treasurer an amendment to safeguard the
time payment purchaser, as indieated by the
member for York. I have na idea what the
Treasnrer proposes in the way of a land
tax, but I hope it will not be less than 64. in
the £, and that we shall be able to give a
eorresponding reduetion in railway freights
that will particularly hencfit the agricul-
tural arens. Ahove all we must bring down
an adequate Tair Rents Bill to operate for
the noxt five or six years to prevent eity
landowners from passing the additional land
tax on to the workers of the metropolitan
area,

How do you suggest thati

Mr. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [8.25]: This
Bill is good in patehes. I agree with the
relief accorded to the mining industry, and
to some of the other clauses. If the
Premier had said he intended to put on a
land tax in order to reduce railway
freights it would have had more support
from me.

The Premier: This is not a taxing Bill
bnt an assessment Bill.

Mr, LINDSAY: Tt leads up to what i+
coming later. Statements have been mad»
as to who will pay the tax when it i
imposed. The Commissioner for Taxation
has some fiznres covering values of citr
and country land. He estimates the uu-
improved value of the metrepolitan area
at £15,500.0000, the wvalue of agrienlinral
lands ot €19,000,000, of country and goid-
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fields town lands at £3,000,000, of Crown
Jeaseholds £2,500,000, a total of £40,000,000.

Mr. Hughes: That is not in the Com-
missioner’s report,

Mr, LINDSAY: It is furnished by the
(Commissioner, and is dated 3rd Oectober,
1923,

Mr. Hughes: His report shows a total of
£20,000,000. This strengthens my argu-
ment, )

Mr. LINDSAY: The hon. member has
slipped in his very weak argument. I can
understand moembers representing agri-
cultural distriets trying to protect people
they represent after hearing the member
for Euast Perth, who is so beat on protect-
ing bis electors. We have mof said it is
not right to strike out the deduoction in
the case of a hlock of land worth £50 or
in the case of agricultural land worth
£250, although some of our memhers have
said it is not right to strike off the latter
exemption. We have, however, not made
the distinction the member for East Perth
has done when he made his claim for
persons who are buying something on time
payment. When a man takes up a Crown
lease he has 25 years in which to pay off
the prineipal.  Would the hon. member
exempt such a man?

Mzr. Hughes: Certainly.

Mr. LINDSAY: We, however, do not
think that would be fair. I am opposing
the Bill because of the method of valua-
tion. I am not satisfied with the values
as they ure imposed to-day. On this point
our organisation carried this motion—

That in the event of the present Gov-
ernment with its substantial majority
introducing legislation to extend use of
the land values tax, this association
shal insist, (1) on safeguarding valua-
tion on just lines; (2) relief of primary
industries from other forms’ of taxation
to the extent of the mew taxation being
introduced,

It is neither fair nor reasonable to the
landowner nor to the State that this
method of valuation sbounld be persisted in.
We had an illustration to-night when it
was shown that a man sold land in Perth
at 300 per ecent. ahove the valunation
appearing in the Land Taxation Depart-
ment. T understand the value of land is
assessed on the price it will bring in the
open market under reasonable terms and
conditions as if no improvements were
added. How are we to arrive at that?
The Commissioner of Taxatlon wi'l
prohably sav, as he said fo me, that it is
possible for people to go to the Taxatien
Department. having gnt sales from any
particular distriet. and to quote a sale
which is not a standard sale for the dis-
triet. A man mav parchase a property an
which to settle his sons or to round off his
own holding, and give an enhanced valne
for it. Some gix weeks asn the Chief
Assessor addressed a meeting of surveyors
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jn Perth, and stated that revaluations had
been made ir 12 road board distriets and
that these had accepted the revaluations.
Some of the road boards in my district
have not accepted the revaluations. 1
have 2 letter from the secretary of the
Dowerin Road Board in the distriet I
represent showing that that board is not
satisfied with the wvaluations which seem
to be inequitable and umjust. He writes
to me in this strain—

T am enclosing you the area and taxa-
tion value of a few properties all over
the board district as promised a few
days ago. I picked these because you
know them all and can speak with that
knowledge. The taxation valuation is
supposed io be made on the unimproved
value only, but it would seem to me that
improved values are taken in some cases.
Look at R. Laffan’s 4s. 6id. Tt is light
land without improvement and compare
it with Maisey’s light land improved at
13s. 6d4. Certainly Laffan’s is further
away from a railway. The Lands Dec-
partment in classifying land for ¢.p. has
a fixed price for first, second and third
class motwithstanding distance from the
railway, as, in nearly all cases, selection,
survey and classification preceded rail-
way construction. The Faxation Depart-
ment would seem to value largely on the
zone system,

I know all these blocks. Omne which was
revalued, is two miles from a railway lne.
Tt is of light land and consists of 511 acres
and was valued at 16s. per acre. Another
block that T am familiar with is simtlar
country, but certainly is three miles fur-
ther from a railway and was valued at
4s. 6d. Reference is made to another block
which T know well and the secretary
writes of it as follows:—
~ Eight miles porth of Ejanding; 539
acres of the 2,063 is light land and ‘s
valued at 7a. per acre. His average is
133. 6d. which scems to be low swhen
compared with Anderson’s £2 4s, 6d. It
is less than Place’s light land two miles
from Dowerin, and less than Cash’s an.|
Whitesed's which are further from the

railway.
Even the secretary himself is rather
doubtful. I know that the road board has

not accepted the valuation. Take another
road board. This is where T happen lo
have my property. T am not prepared to
say that the valuatinns there are too high,
but T do say thot there should be a better
system of valuing than that which at
present exists, T selected this land from
the Government at 10s. an acre in the very
early davs and T remind the member for
East Perth (Mr, Hughes) that T had to
ga out in those daxs no less than 40 miles
from a railway.

Mr. Hughes: ("an you grow wheat profit-
ablv if you have to cart it over a distanre
of 1214 miles?
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Mr. LINDSAY: I went 40 miles out 18
years ago, and if I had not dene that I
would not be in possession of the Jand T
hold to-day.

Mr. Hughes: Tell me whether you ecan
grow wheat profitably 1215 miles from a
raibway,

Mr. LINDSAY: That bas nothing to do
with it, but I can tell the hon. member
that I carted my wheat 25 miles for many
years. If the opening up of the country
depended on men like the member for East
Perth, it would never be settled.

Mr. Hughes: My ancestors went 50 and
60 miles away from a railway.

Ar. LINDSAY: The hon. member may
be interested to know that I earted my
wheat 25 miles for many years. I desire
to show the House that the road boards
are not accepting the valuations made by
the Taxation Department as has been
stated by Mr. Campbell, the chief assessor,
The Taxation Department increased the
valuation of my land from 10s, to 33a. 6d.
No land in that distriet has been sold at
that price. No road board has accepted
the valuation made by the Taxation De-
partment, They assess on their own. The
Taxation Department valnation on my

property of 1,720 acres was £2,207 and
the road boaard valeation was £1,322,
a difference of £787. T have spoken

to the Commissioner on this question and
also to the gentleman who valued my
iand. 1 asked him on what hasis he
arrived at the valvation and he said
‘*Will your land produce 14 hushels?'”
T renlied, *¢Certainly, if T farm properly.’’
Geverally s:eaking it is the method that is
arlopted in farwmin? that is resnongible for
the h-tter results. When speaking to the
Commissioner on this auestion he {old me
that in South Australin the unimproved
valwe of land that nroduced 15 lLmshels to
the aere was from £8 to £10 an acre. As
a vractienl farmer I declare it will be a
bad dav for this country if our land is sold
at that nriee, beeause it will mean that the
nld establirhed farmers will got out and
the new men will be londed up with
fo much interest that it will not he
possihle for them to pay it. The Act does
not say anvthing about what the laml will
produce. Tt only sots out what it will hring
in the market. T.et me quote the report
of a ease that was dealt with in the Fre-
mantle local court a few davs azo. relating
to an aopeal against a road hoavd’'s assess-
ment of land—

When givine his decision WMr. Craig
said that he was wnable to find anvthing
in the evidence to justify the board's valu-
ation of tre land at £41.296, The hoard
was entitled in the first instance, afisr
rrover inquiry, to fix what it reasonnhly
eonsidered to be the full and fair rate-
able value of the land, and to make ils
assessment accordingly: bnt when the
question was brought before it on fhe
appeal, the hoard was bonnd by the evi-
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depce given as to values. The trne value

of land for rating purposes was nnt

necessarily the amount which an owmner
was actually wilting to sel] it for, nor the
amount which a purchaser was actnally
willing to pay for it, but it shouid be
asecrtained from independent data in Lhe
proper manner,

There we have a legal ruling on the point.

It seems to me that the more we go into this

question, the more confused we become.

Mr. Hughes: They said it ghould be fixed
with the proper data, but they did not men-
tion what the proper data was.

Mr. LINDSAY: T will leave the member
for East Perth to find that out. I par-
ticularly mentioned ome property valued at
15s. 6d. That property eonsisted of 1,680
acres of first-class land and 598 geres of
third-class land valved at 7s. per acre, &
total of 2,278 acres, If you take away the
inferior land, the price of the first-class

land should be £1 2s. 63 My pro-
perty, which consists of 1320 acres,
I8 in  just the same pesition, only

it ig 26 miles further east. [t iz valued
at £1 13s, 6d. an acre, That makes me
assume that the valuations are not fair or
reasonable. We have to understand that the
gentleman who makes the valuations is sn
officer of the Taxation Department. We
know of course that the Aet permits of an
appeal, but first of all you must ap-
peal to the Conuuissioner, T believe it is
the intention of the Government to go into
the question of land values taxation, We
ghould eertainly have a better means of
arriving at valuations, for after all it is
the valuatien on which we have to pay onr
taxation. It is an easy matter to raise the
valunation of a property to £3 an aere. 1f
the tax is 3d. in the pound, that means 94d.
per acre. If the value of the praperty is
£1, it will be 3d., and omnly that will have to
be paid. There are certain sections in the
New Zealand Aet on which I would like
to enlighten the House. The method adopted
there is a fairly reasonable way of arriving
at valuations, Some years ago I was chair-
man of the Dowerin Road Board and was
instrumental in forming another road baard
further ont. We had no chance of making
a valuation or paying anyoune to do se, and
when the road hoard had to make up a
rate bhook and arrive at valnations, those
valuations were made by members of the
beard. We struek out on a svatem of our
own and decided to class the land as first,
goeond, amd third quality. We made the
maximnm amount 15s, and the minimum 3s,,
and vnlued the land accordingly. ITater un
when forming the Wyaleatchem Road Board,
we had tn take half of another hoard’s area
in and T fonnd that the other board valued
the land in their area at only half the
amovrnt at which we valoed onrs. Knowing
that the Government were thinking of mak-
ing valunrtions, we approached the Taxation
Department, and made them an offer if
thew wanlid send an officer ont to make the
valuations and in that way enable uws to
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arrive at a basis, We offered to pa7 hatf
the cost.  The Commissioncr of ‘Taxaticn
came to Dowerin and we drove him aronvd
the various farms in the distriet that had
been sold. Then we drove him around the
Wyalcatchem Jdistriet and we asked him fo
put up a basis for the valuations. Tf ke
had done 80 at the time, the valuations
wonld have heen less, because many pro-
pertics were sold, not on the unimproved
value. What we wanted to protect ouravlves
against was inflated valucs by the 'Taxation
Department. The chief assessor died at
itbout that time, aed nothing happened.
Then Mr. Black and Mr. Whitely ap-
proached the Road Boards Association and
asked that a conference be called. They
attended the conferenee and tried to grt the
association te meet them. The only road
hoards that met them in any way were the
two with whiehh I was connected. Since
then the department has made a consider-
able number of valuations. The way they
have gone about those valuations is nzither
fair nor rensonable. They have no tnethod.
They change about from block to block,
We require some method of appeal and n.ore
50 as the road board needs the valuations
as well as the Taxation Department. New
Zealand deals with distriets. Let me quote
a soetion from the New Zealand Act. In
that eountry eapital value of land means
the sum which the owner’s estate or interest
therein, if unencumbered by a mortgage or
other charge thercen, might be e¢xpected to
realise at the fime of valuation if offered
for sale on such reasonable terms and eon-
ditions ns a bona fide seller might be ex-
pected to require. District means the
local authority distriet, The distriet valu-
ation roll may be revised by the
Valuer  General. The Valyer (leneral
has to give notice of altered valuation and
the owner may object to the valnation.
When the roll has been revised, the Valuer
General, or any local authority or any owaer,
within sueh time as notice has been given,
has the right to objeet to any valuation
therein, All objections have to be heard and
determined by an assessment court con-
sisting of three members, of whom one is
the magistrate of the court situated in or
near the locality, Of the other two mem-
bers ane is appointed by the Governor-in-
(Council and the other by members of the
local avthority of the distrirt whose roll has
heen revised, provided that such member is
not n member of any local authority. If the
Valuer General is of opinierf that the court
has fixed the assessment ton low, he mav
within 14 «days raise the volue and notify
the owner. Tf the owner agrees, the Valuer
General rernmmends the Governor to acquire
the land at that sum, Tf the owner does
rot agree, he may pive notice to the Valuer
fiereral to redure the value or acquire the
land. Tf the Governor-in-Couneil dors not
apnrove of the aenuisition of the land, the
YValuer General redures the vaine. The prin-
eipal noints of the Aet are that people of
loen]l knowledse are utilised to deal with
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the question of land values; the local gov-
erning hodies have some say because they
nre directly interested as regards rating;
and the loeal eourt is held in the road board
or shire council district so that pecple can
appeal agninst assessments. It may be con-
tended that such & system here would in-
volve great trouble and expense. However,
we shall net require valuations every year,
Probably one valuation in four or five years
is all that would be necessary, and this at
any rate would lead the people to believe
that they were getting justice. Speaking as
& landowner, and not too big a one at thar,
I admit that the land taxation is not very
high and dees not hurt a great deal. When
it amounts to orly a small sum, landowners
sit down uwnder an injustice because it ia
too hard to get the injustice righted. They
would sooner pay than sgueal about it.

Alr. Hughea: Do you suggest that the
values to-day are too high in some in-
stances?

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes.

Mr. Hughes: You said the valvations
amounted to 44 millions, and yet the latest
retorn shows 21 millions,

Mr, LINDSAY: T believe the land valua-
tions to-day amount to more than 40
million~, The figures I have quoted are the
regult of an inquiry by a committee of the
Primary Producers’ Association. Mr. Black
was asked for this information and I have
quoted a copy of his letter. I point out,
however, that that was in 1923. At present
there are men going arcund the country re-
valuing land. My value has been inereased
by 350 per cent., and I know that values in
other agricultural areas have been increased
from 200 to 400 per cent. The values in
the agricultural areas totalled 19 millions
before the revaluations were made. There-
fore we can expeet them to be much more
to-day and still more in future,

Mr. Hughes: How ean vou say they are
too high when the Commissioner says they
are only 21 millions and you say they are
40 miltions?

Mr. LINTISAY: I am making my state-
ment, which is bassd on the letter of the
Commicsioner of Taxzation.

Mr. Hughes: So the agriculturists have
heen paying on 50 per cent. of the value?

Mr. Latham: Perhaps you do not know
that there is five years’ exemption.

Mr. LINDS8AY: The commissioner dealt
with the value of taxable land. There are
certain exemptions. He did nét deal with
the unimproved value of land.

Mr. Hughes: No, he gave the lot.

My, LINDSAY: The Act grants exemp-
tion for five years after selection of a con-
ditional purchase lease, and there are the
exemptions of £250 and £50, which would
bring the amount down considerably. The
figures 1" have ouoted are from the
Commigsioner of Taxation, and T am
prepared  to stand by  them. The ques-
tion of the revalvation of the land of
the State is very imrortant. T have
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advocated increased land taxation, but
when 1 did so I certainly did not allow for
the remwoval of the present exemptions. 1
did not think those exemptions would be
remeved.

Ar, Griffiths: Neor did you expeet that
the valvations woull be increased by 350
per cent.

Mr. LINDSAY: If the land is worth it,
we should pay on that value, Personally
I do not think the valuation is fair. The
Minister for Apgriculture stated that the
city man who owped land paid both taxes.
T fuil to see how uny man who owns land
can pay laud tax and income tax as well.
The exemption applies to ineome directly
earned from land used for agricultural or
pustoral purpoges. If a man uses his land
for either purpose, he pays whichever tax
is the higher.

The Minister for Lauds: On
carned from the land.

Mr, LINDSAY: Yes. If a man is hold-
ing up a block in Perth, he is getting no
income, but he is certainly getting the bene-
fit of the unearned inerement.

The Minister for Lands: If he puts a
building on it, he geis an income,

Myr. LINDSAY: That is so, but I fail to
seec that he pays any dircet taxation, It
is the man to whom be lets the building that
pays the taxation. The agriculturist takes
up, land in order to extract some of the
wealth from the soil and provide wealth in
turn for the general community.

The Minister for Lands: He does it for
philanthropic reasons! .

Mr, LINDSAY: T do not know that that
is so. Many men who have gone on the
Jant may have done some good for the
State, but they certainly have done ne good
for themselves., They have had to walk off
with their swags. Forlunately, a fcw have
not hadl to do that.

Afr. Marshall: More of them have been
a suecess than a failure.

Mr, Hughcs: There are more who have
gone off in motor cars than with swags.

Mr. LINDSAY: The men who have motor
cars have well earned them, Quite a lot of
men in the wheat belt have had to walk out,
and some of them had very good land, too.
The men who have been suecessful are the
super-men, who were suited for the job and
wheo have worked hard over long honrs, not
44 hours a week, and have saved their
money and capitalized their epergy. All the
money they have earned has heen put back
into the land. Tuch men deserve their
motor ears,

Mr. Marshall:  They never worked any
longer howvts thon any other nien, hecause
there are only (0 minutes in an hour.

Mr, Hughes: You have becn a success.

Mr. LINDBAY: And I warked more than
44 hovrs. T also went out 40 miles from a
railwav. Tf the hen. member did the same
he, too, might prove suceesafrl, Tt is not
fair or rrasonable to sav that a man who
gets his income from the land should pay

intome
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bhoth income tax and land tax, When we
get bad years we get no income at all. We
bave had years of drougkt, but the land tax
has always been there whether there has
been an income or not. Generally speaking,
when it comes to paying income tax, we get
a deduction of the land tax alrcady paid.
It iz not a big item. In the past my land
tax has Feen £1 3s. 7d. per annum and with
the increased valuation it is £3 13s. 6id., so
it is not a great deal

The Premicer: This exemption will not hit
vou very hard.

Ar. LINESAY: No, it will not hit hard
the hona fide worker of a holding.

Mr. Hughes: Not at the present price of
wheat.

Mr. LINDSAY: The member for Fast
Perth (Mr. Hughes) is always talking about
the price of wheat. He talks about it being
added to the price of bread. The average
price of wheat in the pool this year will he
44, 3d. rer bushel. That is a very low price,
and ia not responsible for any increase in
the priee of hread.

Mr. Hughes: The price of bread went up
and nobody got the inerease.

Mr. LINDSAY: Why does not the hon.
membter make inquiries and ascertain why
the price of flour went up? The poor wheat
grower is too busy looking after his bus-
iness to trouble about that.

Mr. Hughes: He is not too busy to
come to the eity. '

Mr. IINDSAY: T came to the city be-
cause I wag elected to Parlianment. I admit
that the price of wheat has gone up, but
only 2,000,000 Fushels of the 19,00¢,000
bushels prodeced is consumed in Western
Australia. That is a very small proportion.
We puf ovr wheat in the pool snd are com-
pelled to keep a certain quantity in the
State to feed our own people. We agree
to supply the millers from day to day at
world’s parity, and we have to hold the
wheat, stand out of the interest on the
money it represents, pay for the storage
and provide for loss from mice, weevil, ete,
Before the pooling gvatem came into vogue,
there was nothing like that. The millers
hought their wheat and stored it for the
whole ycar in ovder ta provide the people
of the State with bread. Tt was the miller
who paid the interest on the moncy and
stoord the less from mice and weevil. To-
day the pool does that, and the miller docs
nothing.

Mr, Hughes: Ts the increase due to the
poel getting world 's parity?

Mr. LINDSAY: Would you ask w3 to
aceept onything elre?  The hon. member
and his friends go to the Avhitration Court
and get a stapdard wage fixed according to
the standard of living. The wheat grower
dors not get that.

Mr. Hughez: Is that the reason for the
increase in the price of hread: that the
millers have to pav to the pool the world's
parity for wheat?

My, LINDSAY: That is correct.
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Mr. Hughes: Then it goes from the pool
to the farmers.

Alr. GRIFFITHS (Avon} [8.58]: As 1
represent a small section of the, mining
eommunity-—-

Mr, Heron: You are between the devil
and the deep sea,

Mr, GRIFFITHS: No, I am not. I was
on the poldfields yrobally hefore the hon.
member was, As a representative of a sec-
tion of the minirg community, T suggest we
shonld have a definition of prospector in-
serted in the Bill. We know what extraord-
inary things happen, and something should
be done to overcome the rotter position that
has existed as regards the prospector who
discovers a valuable show and puts it on
the market. In the Federal Houwse recently
a definition or interpretation of ‘‘pros-
pector?’’ was given as follows:—

"“Prospector’’ in this scetion inclades
a person who, though not personally per-
forming the work of prospecting, is the
person or one of the persous upon whom
there is a legality, under contract or ar-
rangement, to contribute to the costs of
the prospecting, and in whom lies the legal
right te the whole or a part of any pro-
fits from the sale of a lease of a mining
property discovered by the prospector.

T should like to see that definition embadied
in this Bill. Commenting vpon the Aefini-
tien a speaker said—

What we desire to know is whether in
your adjudication vpon such issues, the
assecssment, or excmption from assess-
ment, to State income tax will he deter-
mined according to thot definition, and,
if not, will von he gead enough to inform
ng preeisely what is the State’s definition
of ‘‘a prospeetor.’’? The Act has not
heen administered in Western Australia
in accordance with that definition of the
Commissioner. Tt is not the design under
thie Act. The Bill proposes to exempt the
person, partnership, or syndicate that
sends out a prospector, or purchases a
proverty from a prospector. It is always
Miffienlt to get the head of the Taxation
Department to decide who is a prospector.
There seems to be a desire to grab taxa-
tion from persons interested in  gold:
nrining, Hon, memhers representing
Western Anstralia will remember the sale
of the Celehration lease. The person whoe
s0ld that property accepted sharea in part
payment, and went insolvent to meot the
department’s assessment of lis obliga-
tiong.

T discussed that matter with the chief of
the Mines Department some time ago.

The Premier: That pesition has been
met hv the amendment Aet of 1922. The
sale of the Celebration lease took place
prior to that amendment.

Mr, CRITFITHS: That is so, but we
know that on that oceasion the amomnt of
taxation imposed was £6,000 or £7,000,
whilst the seller got only ahout £3,000 in
eash, the halance of the consideration heing
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paid in shares. A good deal has been said
ahout the passing on of taxation. JMembers
have asserted that the farmer can pass
taxation on in the price of his wheat. I
fail to sce how that is arguable, If there
is any inerease in the taxation of, say, a
firm like Boan Bros. or Foy & Gibson’s, the
additional taxation will he put on to the
prices of their goods, whether those goods
are sold to city reople or to country people.
But the farmer has simply to sell his pro-
duee in the world’s markets. As an old
goldfields resident, T would be the last to
try to differentiate between the two great
primary industries. Nobody wanld be more
delighted than T to see mining flourish once
more ag it flourished in the paimy days of
the nincties, Bot when T hear members try-
ing to create a certain feeling hetween the
two induatrics, I regret it very mueh indeed,
In speaking of the farming industry one
has to hear in mind that it suffers not only
from lack of railway faeilities. There are
sich disahilities as water carting, and hail-
storms, which may wipe ont all the results
of a wan’s induostry.

Memhor:  Ts it not customary to insure
agingt hnjlstorms!

Mr. GRTFFITHS: Yes, such insarance
as it is, The farmer gets only two-thinds.
Really the ingunrance is hardly any good.
Then there are such pests as grasshoppers
and wire worms and so forth. T-have heard
memhbers speak ahont the motor cars to he
seen in the country; bhut, having seen those
people o through their early struggles in
earth huts with bark roofs, T say that they,
and especially their womenfolk, deserve all
they are getting now. The member for York
{Mr. Latham) gave a list of rates and
taxes on 1,600 neres, a list totalling be-
tween £80 and £90. But where this taza.
tion is going to hit hardest is in new areas
like that aronnd Lake Brown, where there
are hundreds of strupgling settlers.

Hon. Bir James Mitchel: They get five
vears® exemption now.
Mr. GRIFFITHS:

Mr. Latham:
make n farm.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: T wish to emphasise
what has been said hy the member for
Toolyay (Mr. Lindsay), that in consider-
ing land values taxation, or indeed any in-
novation in taxation, the revaluation of
lands must be an important point. 1 hope
the Treasurcr will take particular note of
wlat hag heen stated regarding oceurrences
in New Zealand. There is much wisdom in
the suggestions of the memher for Toodvny,
and the Treasurer micht obtain information
from that hon. member with a view to
future netion regarding lnnd values taxa-
tion, The chief anomaly in the matter of
taxation is the in-and-out husiness, In one
plare the valuation is far helow what it
ought 1o bhe, and elsewhere it ia much too
high, Altogether the system is haphazard,
T have heard sneering references thrown
aecross the floor resanding agricultural re-
Iresontatives. I yield place to no man in

That iy so,
But it takes 10 years to
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this (hamber in the matter of representa-
tion of the furmer, though I do not at pre-
sent hold any land, T did go in for a little
land speculation more with the idea of
Luilding a house than anything else. From
the aspect of what has been alleged regard-
ing the holding of land for speculative pur-
poses, I may say that in holding my land
for some time T found that water rates and
road board vates and land tax were so high
as to make it botter for me to get out. The
land in question was situated at South Ned-
lands, amdl it wns a niee bit of property;
hut T was foreed out of it because T was
not able to finance the thing, having bought
another property in fown.

Mr, MARSHALL {Murchison) [9.12]:
This is essentinlly a Committec Bill, bnt L
do not feel disposed to east a silent vote, as
the chief feuture of the measure is to ren-
der some material assistance to the mining
industry. Like the last speaker, 1 am en-
tirely without any desite to pit one in-
dustry against another. As regards the land
lield by the member for Avon at Nedlands,
the matter must date some years back, ns
evillently he had not the modern idea of
holding land without paying cither rates or
taxes. ('nquestionably & large area of land
iz being held up in the city by speeulators
with a view to realising a much higher priece
than the majerity of people can afford to
pay to-day. Although these speculators ara
legitimately entitled to pay rates and taxes,
they have solved that problem by decorat-
inp their lands with advertisements, the fees
for which go far to cover the annual cost
of rates and taxes, There is to-day hardly
a block of land within a reasonalle distance
of the general post office which does not

carry elzhorate advertisements; and for
these a° large premium, presumably, is
charged.

Mr. Taylor: Government property, such

as railway land, is just the same.

Mr, MARSHALL: I do not dispute that;
but the private enterpriser is shrewd enough
to avoid allowing the land to be an obliga-
tion upon him at the end of the year. He
receups himself for rates unl taxes by let-
ting his land for advertising purposes. My
object in rising is chiefly to refer to a re-
mark, made by the Opposition Leader 1
think, that we desire to give to the mining
indnstry and take from the agricultoral in-
dustry,

Hon. Sir James Jlitchell:
strong suspicions of it here.

Mr. MARSHALL: Tt was rather a erude
and unfair comparison to draw.

Mr. Tavlor: Tt is a faet, all the same,

Mr, MAPSHALT.: Tt is not a fact,

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: Well, it is half
a faet.

Mr. MARSHALL: For years past the
mining industrv has not reecived reasonable
consideration at the hands of the Legisla-
ture,

Mr. Taxlor:
ment.

There are

That is not a fair state-
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Mr. MARSHALL: If the hon. member
casts his mind back to 1914 he will appre-
ciate the fact that since that time no reliet
has been granted to the minicg industry in
this State. Taxation, direet and indireet,
has been imposed upon the industry, railway
freights bave been increased, the cost of ex-
plosives and s¢ on have been imereased, and
every impost that eould well be levied has
heen cast upon it, XNo relief whatever has
been granted to the industry. I admit that
the Federal Parliament has been largely re-
spensible for the burden, because of the
tariff, but the State did not do anything te
relieve that burden. If any industry is en-
titled to relief, it is the mining industry. We
have assisted, almost without exeception,
every industry hy way of legislation. Dur-
ing the war period the agricultural industry
secureil particular assistance, and, in fact,
the pooling system was the salvation of the
farmers.

Mr, Latham: Who started that ¢

Hon. 8, W. Munsie: The member for
Guildford (Hon, W, D, Johnson) started it.

Mr. MARSHALL: And it was carried
out by a Labour Government. The Indus-
ties Assistance Board was also of great unse
to the farmers during the war period. I ad-
mit it was a statesmanlike nction to take at
that time.

Mr, Latham: The State got revenue from
it, too.

Mr. MARSHALL: What did the mining
industry get? Merely increased railway
freights, increased taxation, and so on, It
was exploited in every possible avenue,

Mr. Latham: Tell us about the conces-
gion granted last year.

" Mr. MARSHALL: Tf I did so, I do not
think the member for York woold under-
stand it. The Premier proposes to do some-
thing practical for the mining industry. 1
hope, however, he will not be unmindful of
the miners themselves. Owing to the lack
of legislation T am inelined to look upon
the mining induatry as somewhat of a men-
ace. Tt is playing havee with the health of
the men employed in the mines. Unless legis-
lation is introliced immediately to bring
ahout seme relicf, T do not know that 1
would like to continue here much longer.

The Minister for Agriculture: What has
thia to do with the Bill?

Mr. MARSHALL: It has this much to do
with the Bill: that we pronose to assist the
mining industry, and I think we must do
something to assist the workers in that in-
dustry.

The Premier: T am awaiting an oppor.
tunity to get at it.

Mr. MARSHATLL: T am glad to hear
that. Experts from Ameriea and Afriea whe
vicited onr mines said that our system was
vile, and shonld he put an end to. T am
pleased that the Bill will attacrk the undis-
trihuted profits of companies, T have
wntehed that svstem for some years past
and have nnticed that eanita! has been set
aside vear after year, until finally the diree-

[ARBEMBLY.]

tors met and agreed to distribute it among
the shareholders by means nf bonus shares.
That is not a fair way to deal with those
profits which are purely income. I am glad
the Premier has seen fit to stop that means
of exploiting the eommunity. There is only
one other matter to which I desire to draw
attention, and that is the attitnde of the
Country Party members togather with others
sitting on the Ministerial sid= of the House.
[ do not know why Opposition members con-
tend that they are the only people who re-
present farmers.

Mr, Latham: They do not say that.

Mr. MARSHALL: Then the member for
York does not understand what he himself
has said.

Mr. Latham: It is impossible to make you
understand anything at all.

Mr, MARSHALL: Country party mem-
bers apparently desire to have a monopoly
of that sort of thing. Is there a farmer on
the Odpposition side of the House who is en-
gaged as extensively as are farmers sitting
on the Government side of the House? The
difference is that the farmers sit on the
Government side of the House whilst the
exploiters sit on the Opposition side.

Mr. Taylor: T do not see mueh chaff in
your whiskers!

Mr. MARSHALL: The Speaker is one of
the biggest farmers sitting in this House,
whilst the Minister for Mines and the mem-
ber for Guildford are also farmers in a big
way.

Mr. Teesdale: Do not ehow them up.

Mr. MARSHALL: They are men whoe
will be ealled upon to pay the taxation that
the Country Party members are objecting
to.

The Premietr: Qur farmers are well ahle
to pay the tax. The Country Party mem-
bers were speaking for the poor farmers.

Mr., MARSHALL: Apparently they were
referring to the guinea pigs who run ahout
3t, George’s-terrace and talk about the men
on the land.

Mr, Tatham: T thought they had drifted
to Beaunfort-street.

Mr, MARSHALL: If the farmer were
ahle ta cultivate his own land, grow his own
wheat, take off {he erop, rail it to the sea-
port, manufacture all the machinery he
wants and so forth, he would not be on a
farm at all.

Mr. Tatham: Tf he did that, he wonld
fall out with the Trades Hall, on the one-
man-one-ioch pripeiple,

Mr, MARSIATIL,: Members shonld not
suggest that the farmers are the only peaple
who shonld have any corsideration. T ad-
mit that the farmers. even those who own
motor cars, deserve all that they have, T
have nathing to =av against them.

Mr, Teesdale: Yon are smoodging now,

Mr. MARSHATT : T could say a lot more
for the farmers than T could say for the
member for Rochourne (Me. Teesdale), and
that is raving a lot. The miner on the
Murehienon, the railway engine-driver and
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others are as good ecitizens and as valuable
to the State as is the farmer. .

Mr. Taylor: They all come under the Bill.
It is a universal provider.

Mr, MARSHALL: There is one clause in
the Bill to which I am not favourably dis-
posed, That is the clause that refers to
the allowance of a deduction of £30 for
the renovation of homes. I am deubtful
whether that amount will eover the neces-
sary expenditure.

Che Minister for Lands: It does not cost
me £30 to repair my house.

Mr. MARSHALL: We all know the Mio-
ister and we know that he will not spend
any more than is absolutely necessary. I
do not think, however, that the deduction
of £30 is adequate, If the unimproved
land values were taxed in this country and
we had a veduction in the tariff items, the
position of the producers in this State would
be more equitably dealt with., We cannot
interfere with the tariff, which is a Federal
matter, and we are therefore handicapped
in bringing forward sound lcgislation. The
land tax scems to be a little lopsided, inas-
much as we go to the trouble of providing
money for the development of the agrieul-
tural areas by means of assistance through
the Agricultural Bank and the Industries
Asgistance Board, and then we take back
portion of that 1noney we have loaned in the
form of taxation, That is an anomaly. I do
not see any good in giving in one direction
and taking away in another. What is re-
quired is unimproved land values taxatiom,
with a proportion of the revenue dedicated
to a reduction of the tariff and a reduction
of railway freights.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mr. Margaret [9.307: 1
bad net intended to sreak on the second
reading, but in view of the remarks made
by the member who has just sat down, and
who represents the goldfields, I fes] iz duty
bound to say that this Houmse has always
been generous towards the goldfields in find-
ing money for development purposes. The
amount alloeated from loan fuads for that
purpose in 1922-23 was, I think, £35,900,
whereas in the preceding year it waa some-
thing like £30,000 or £40,000, and in 1920
it was £20,000. Tn other words in a period
of four years over £100,000 has been snent
in the development of the goldfields. I have
been in the Howse under every Government
we have had in Western Australia execnt
Lord Forrest’s Government; and successive
Governmenta, whether Liberal, Labour, or
Nationalist, have done what they conld to
assist mininz. When proposala have been
brounght dewn for the support of agricul-
ture thev have never been objected to by
the mining members, while on the other
hand when provisien has been made for the
assistance of the poldficlds, that provision
has heen supported by agriculturists. There-
fore it ia idle for the hon. member to say
that this Parliament haa never done any-
thing for the goldfields other than to exploii
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the goldfiedds people. That is an unfair
statement and I, as a goldfields member,
would not he doing my duty if I allowed it
to pass unchallenged. The Premier was ad-
ministering the Minea Department for four
or five years. He, at all events, knows what
he did during that time to foster the gold-
fields. I should like somebady to tell me
the best method fo give the goldfields a lift.
I think you, Sir, were one of a deputation
of goldfields members that waited on the ex-
Premier last year and asked him would he
be prepared to put a large sum of money on
the Estimates for prospecting purposes. The
ex-Premier said that he would. He sng-
gosted that the members of the deputation
should meet mining men on the goldfields
aml then comvey to him a conerete scheme,
whereupon he would put £50,000 on the
Estimates of that year, and if he remainad
in office, £100,000 on the Estimates of the
next year, Yet the member for Murchison
{Mr. Marshall) tells us to-night that this
House and the Government have never
raised a finger to assist the mining indus-
try, but have dome everything to ecaploit
those in the industry.

Mr. Hughes: He &id not say this Gov-
ernment, Do not misrepresent him.

My, TAYLOR: At all events he said this
Parliament, On twoe previous oceasions in
this State we have had a Labour Govern.
ment

Mr. ITughes: They had some very groggy
supporters in those days.

Mr. TAYLOR: They had some of the best
of supporters. T am glad to sce that the
Bill makes provision to furthor redues the
burden on the goldfields. 1 hope it will be
successful. T am sorry the Treasurer pro-
10ses tn repeal those sections that gave some
rulief to the farming areas. Tt has cnused
a deal of annoyance amongst farminy re-
presentatives on this side, snd T do not
think the amount the Treasurer will gain
hy repealing those sections will bs worth
the talk there has been agbout it. T am
pleased that the Treasurer is attempting to
give relief to the mining industry,

Question put and paased.
Bill read a second vime.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1924.25,
In Committce of Swupply.
Resumed from 16th OQctober, Mr. Lutey
in the Chair.
Fole—Tazation, £14,268:

Item, Amount payvable lo Commeonwenlth
Government for the collection of tanes,
£12 694

Mr, HUGHES: As the rosnlt of the £200
exemption we passed last session, the num-
ber of assesaments were reduced from some
19,000 tn ahout 19,000,

Hon, Sir James Mitehel': That is wrone,

Mr. HUGHES: It wis yov whe told us se.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: [ did nut.

My, HUGHES: I raised this point lust
year. [ again ask, Jo we have to pay the
Federal Government the samne amount for
collecting the rudvewl number of assess-
wents? I understand {he ¢nllecticn is done
under an agreement, Has thar agreement
yet terminated, and it no* will there h¢ n
possibility of reviewing the cost of enllect-
ing the reduced assessments when the agree-
nent does terminate?

The PREMIER: The Commonwenlth have
taken over the collection of our taxes under
an Act of Parliament passed by this House.
I think it is done on a percentage basis.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: On a jercentage of
the revenwe collected?

The PREMIER: No, T find they colleet
for a fixed sum. The Act was passed in
1921,

AMr. tlughes: Can you say what was the
rednction in the asscssments as the manlt
of last year’s amendment?

The PREMIER: No, T canmot. Of course
there would have been a fairly large reduc-
tion,

Hon. W. D, JOHNS0OX: Then in view of
that reduction, why shounld there he an in-
crease in the vote by £450?7 The collertion
eannot be on a fixed sum, or there would not
Le this increase.

Vote put and passed.
"ote—Workers' Homes Board, E134001:

Mr. HUGHES: Last year we did not have
the benefit of the Anditor General's report
when we were disenssing this Vete.  Of
course we are in the same position again this
year. I wonder what board of directors of
a business would allow their manager to yre-
rent his statement to them withont its hav-
ing first been audited. T find in the Audi-
tor Gereral's report for last year this para.

graph dealing with the Woarkers® Homes
Boapd—

Profita  carnod by the Workers’

Homes Board to the 30tk Jpne, 1923,

£6,806 12s. 9d. have heen paid to Con-
solidated Hevenue. There is no direction
in the Workers' Homes Act to pay
profits to State revenne.
The principle of the Workevs' Homes Avt
was that €525000 was te he invested in
workers' homes, and as the borrower repaid
his principal it was to he made available
for further loans. Tn other words, it was
to be o perpetval trost fand.  There iz no
provision in the Aet permitting of fthe
tranafer of profits to revenue. The ex-
Treasurer did semething he had no legal
right to do when he confiseated the profits
of the hoard, moaey belonging to a specifie
fund created by Act of Parliament for a
specific purpose. Certain fees and interest
are charged, and the differenee hetween
the interest charged and the interest naid
to the lenders represents the profits.  Dur-
ing the operations of the hoard a profit of
£6,200 was accumunlated. Tf this year the

[ASSEMBLY.]

board made a loss of £3,000, it would e
said that another State trading comcern
was making a loss,

Hon., 8ir James Mitchell:
trading concern?

Mr, HUGHES: It was one of the finest
ventures ever c¢mbarked upon by the
Labour Party. Although profits have bean
transferred from these State ventures, if
a loss has ocenrred in any ome year it hag
keen represented as a loss, State trading
eoncerns have never cost the State a penny.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You are
wrong,

Mr. HUGHES: The State S8awmills have
put more money into the Treasury than
they have taken out of it.

Mr. Taylor: I rise to a point of order.
What lhave State Sawmills to do with this
vote? '

The CHAIRMAXN: I take it the hon.
member is merely illustrating his remarks.

Mr. HUGHES: This sum of £6,300 should
be transferred from revenue to the board,
I do not know by what method the
Treasurer could be indueed to pay that
money back.

The Premier: Leave it to my gond
nature,

Mr. HTGHES: I liope that will be an
effective method. The hoard eould lend
more money to-day than it has at com-
mand.

Hon, Bir James Mitchell: That moner
c¢onld not have been loaned by the board.

Mr. HUGHES: Tf not we should amend
the Aet. The profits of the board shoull
not be transferred to revenue. There
oupght to have been a proper overhan! of
the Rtate'’s accounts when the change of

A Stale

(GGovernment oceurred, and properly ad-
instod entries <hoold have ven made to
crathle the {iovernment to Iesarn  exactly

what the deficit was. T should like to see
created a State trading concerns trust
aceount, consolidating the whole of the
revenne of these concerns, and showing
exactly what profit has been made and
what losses there have been.

Mr, Taylor: This is not a State trading
eoncern,

Hoo. W. D. Johnson: Tf vou take the
profit into revenue yon make it a Staie
trading concern,

Mr. HUGHES: T mercly wish to draw
attention to the fallacy of discussing a
financial statement witheut the watek-
flog’s report.  Members on this side cannrt
find ont that the ventures they have
started have reeeived the henefit of the
nrofits ther have made. T hope the
Treasurer will apgree to hand this money
hack to the board,

Mr. TAYLOR: Does the Premier intend
to carry out the principle of workers®
homes in the metropolitan area this vear?

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: T shonld like
to hear the Premier’s views regarding the
transfer of the £6,R00. Tt is a dangerous
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practice to transfer to revenue the profits
made by the bourg. If it is admitted that
because of the necessities of the Btate
these profits can be transferred to revenus,
then whenever the Treasurer needs money
he can look to those profits as part of his
revenue.

The Minister for Lands: That i3 oot
done, the profits are very small.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: Thia is the first

time that the principle has been ap-
plied, and it should neot have Theen
done. The profits should not be greut

enxough to transfer to revenue. If there is
a defect in the Act, by which the board
13 prevented from uging profits for the
building of homes, we should amend the
Act. The matter should rot be passed
over lightly, and steps should be taken to
investigate it so that we may avoid
associuling the operations of the board
with the necessities of the Treasury.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
never heard sueh nonscnse. This money
is invested by the State and belongs to
the people. It cannot, under the Act, be
uged by the board. The profits have been
infinitesimal. This is one of the best
manapged Government institutions we have.
There is never anything over or outstand-
irg, becavse of the good management,
There is no guestion of charging the peo-
ple a higher rate of inferesi; sueh a srg-
gestion 1s nonsense. The ohjeet of the
board is to let the prople kave the money
as cheaply as possible. The £6,800 could
not be loaned at interest. Tt did not belong
to the board, hecause the board is not au-
thorised by Parliament (o usze profits in the
building of homes.

Mr. TTughes: Could not
amended?

Hon, &ir JAMES MITCHELL: Any-
thing can be done. The money was rightly
transferred to revenue, as is done in other
eases. Our needs last year were not so
great that the transfer made any difference
to the result,

Han. 8. W. Munsic: You redueed the de-
ficit by £6,000,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of course
we did.

Mr. Hughes: You did not follow that
practice hoth wavs. You had one policy for
profit, and another for losses,

Hon. &ir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 do not
know what the hon. member means swhen he
asks that the Premier should pay this money
back. The hoard ¢ovld not unse it, and it
has gone to the prople’s acconnt.

Mr, HUGHES: When one of the Govern-
ment ventores lost money and the Treasury
had to make an advance, interest was
charged to that conecern.  When another
made an enormons profit the ex-Treasnrer
took the monev into revenuve Lut allowed no
interest. Tf the hioard made any profit the
late Treasurer took it. and if they made a
loss he charged them interest on it. 1t all

the Act be
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helped to reduce his deficit. That is not
tho proper way to run Governmeunt ae-
counts,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What are you
talking about!

Mr, HUGHES: The hon. meniber is
aware of the transfers that were put
through, 'They must have had his signature
as Treasurer, [f the moocy belongs to the
State in the sense that it ean he transferred
to Consolidatcd Revenuwe, wc may reason-
ably say that if we are short with onr rev-
enue we ean transfer money from loan to
revenue, because it all belongs to the State.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: What nonsenae
you talk!

Mr. HUGHES: Here we have trust funls
for the building ¢f workers’ homes, nothing
to do with the Consolidated Revenue, an-l
the profits that are made are paid by the
people using that fund. The £6,300 belongs
to the Workers' Homes Poard. The proper
thing to do is to amend the Workers® Homes
Act so that aecumnlated profits may be
made available for the purposes of the Aect,

The PREMIER: The hon. member knomng
that the Government have no control over
the Auditor General. T did make ingniries
when 1 was abonut to introduce the Budeet
as to when the Auvditor General's report
was likely to be presented, because com-
paints have heen made so often that mem-
bera are eompelled to discuss the Estimates
without hkaving that report hefore them,
and sometimes it is prefented after the Its-
timates have heen passed, whben of course it
is not much wre. 1 am informed that the
report will probably e laid on the Table
of the House this weck. Tt is true that
some of the £6,000 has heen taken into
revenue. That money is the result of an
accwmutation of profita naver a period of
12 or 13 yeara.

Mr, Taylor: Ts the money still in Consoli-
dated Revenue?

The PREMIER: Yes, and the question
as to what is to be done during the present
year will receive my consideration. 1 mmight
say incidentally that the board is making
a fairly decent profit out of the Repatric-
tien Department, The Auditer General
drew attention to the matter, not beeaunsze
he considered it was wrong, but because
there was mo provision in the Workers’
Homes Aet for transferring profit to rev-
cnue.  That, of conrse, does not prevent the
profit finding its way into (‘omsolidated Rev-
cuue.

Mr, Taylor: The board have
to spend that £6,000.

The PREMIER: We are goiug on build-
ing houses all the time. Qunite a number
huve heen erected Auring the past two or
three years, and in country distriets as well
as in the metropolitan area, TLast year
there were 34 approvals in the metropolitan
area, the valve of them heing £13.714. Tn
the country distriets there were 117 appro-
vals, representing £45,904, Improvements are
being effected to 10 houses and seven were

no powear
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purchased, while mortgages on three are
being paid off. The total number of houses
was 131 and the expenditure for the year
was £58,000. The board is spending about
£3,000 a month and the money that is com-
ing in poes ont again in the erection of
rew homes, The question of providing ad-
ditional eapital for the hoard will have to
be considered when the Loan Estimates are
brought down. If money is made available
for the Workers’” Homes Board it will pos-
sibly mean that some other requirement will
have to go short, but perhaps it is not ad-
visable that we should go too far at a time
when money is so dear, becaunse it will only
mean an added burden for the people who
are paying for their homes. The honrd have
a larger number of applications than they
are able to meet.

Vote put and passed.
Fote—Miscellaneous services, £39,468:

Item, Society for the Prevention of
Crueity to Animals, £50;

Mr. LAMBERT: This society has o fair
amount of money invested; at least they
had when I wae a member of it. By some
peculiat meons they got rid of several of
their committeemen, I draw the Treasur-
er’s attention to the fact that the society
has invested mwoney in debentures and war
bonds aggregating £1,200 or £1,500, and
they appear to have many avenues for col-
leeting., T differed from them on the con-
duct of their affairs. Tt might be wise if
the Treasurer withheld the grant nntil sueh
time as the constitution is made wore demo-
eratic. An arrogant stand was taken up on
the question of control.

Mr. SAMPSON: 1 hope the Premier
will not be influenced by the remarks of the
member for Coolgardie. The work being
done by the socicty is admirable, and simi-
lar work is teing carried out in every civil-
ised country,

Mr. Lambert: Do vou know how the
society standg financially?
Mr., SAMPSQON: T know what good

work it i3 deing, and that work is not con-
fined to the metropolitan area hut is car-
ried on throughout the State,

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 eannot allow the re-
marks of the member for Swan to pass un-
answered, Nobody suggested that the
society wos not one of the finest organmisa-
tions in the Ftate, but in the circumstances
revealed recently regarding its eonstitution
and ccneral management T auestion whether
the Governmert are iustified in eontribut-
ing to its rrokeep. The society bas some
£1.200 or £1,500 on fixed deposit.

Mr. Tavlor: This item is only £30.

Mr. LAMBERT: Tt is the principle that
I am debating.

Afr, Taylor: Oh, principle be hlowed!

Mr, LAMBERT: When the soeiety was
heing bombarded by the returned soldiers I
did not hear of one word being expressed
by the member for Swan. We should sec
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that the society has rules and regulations
and is managed in a way acceptable to Par-
liament,

Mr, Taylor: What is wrong with it?

Mr. LAMBERT: The constitution pro-
vides for an almost continuous dynasty. The
member for Swan should have come out of
his shell when the indignation meetings
were being held.

The Minister for Lands: Why bring that
up here?

Mr. LAMBERT: I am not expressing
an opinion as to the appointment that was
made. The econstitution provides for an
almost continuous board of control and the
hoard, in defiance of public opipion and
commongense, could dictate to Parliament
and to the subseribers who provide the
money.

Mr. SAMPSON: Had the member for
Coolgardie spoken in such glowing terms of
the socicty in the firat instance, I would not
bave had anything to say. The hon. mem-
ber, however, spoke depreciatingly, and I
merely wighed to point out what good work
the society is doing.

Mr. DAVY: ‘This item is so small that
it merely means an expression of approval
by Parliament of the society, and if the
amount be taken away every member of the
community interested in the soecity will mis-
interpret the reason. We cannot Tremove
this amount without being misunderstood.
Although 1 am not a member of the society,
T have rome internal knowledge of it. The
rules and regulations are admitted to be
hopelessly inadequate, and new rules and
regulations are being drafted to put the
society on a proper basis and bring it into
line with similar organisations. This re-
moves the real objection raised by the mem-
ber for Coolgardie.

Ttem, South African Relief Fund, £60.

MF, LAMBERT: I should like to have
an explanation of this item.

The PREMIER: On the South African
War Patriotic Funds held in trust by the
Treasury and operated on by the commit-
tee being exhausted, the Government pro-
vided a grant to meet the allowance at the
rate of £1 per weck approved by the com-
mittee, and the cost of a suit of clothes
onee a vear. Only in one case is this
amount now given.

Ttem, Vietoria Institute and Indusirial
School for the Blind, £2,416.

AMr, CORBOY: 1 was a member of the
committee and had an opportunity to he-
come acrquainted with the methals of this
institutivn.  Those controlling the instito-
tion are doing a very fine work indeerld on
behalf of the blind, but are finding the
hattle ahnost impossible, The competition
for funds by the varions charitable ergan-
isntions ia so keen that thev arc to some cx-
tent eutting ane another’s throats and mak-
ing it very diffieult for some to earry on,

Mr., Teesdale: Tt will be all right when
the T.ottery Act comes in.
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Mr, CORBOY: This subsidy is the big-
gest on the Jist, but even so it is impossible
to do what ig desired for the blind pepole.
For some ycars the institution has been car-
ried on by manufacturing brushware and
similar goods, but unfortunately a factory
has been started on a big scale with up-to-
date machinery, against which the blind
cannot compete, so that the market prev-
iously enjoyed by the blind baa been des-
troyed, In recent months the manager of
the institution, a man having a very keen
interest in the blind, has found it neceasary
to evolve other means o enable these people
to earn a livelihood. Most of the inmates
were able to earn a livelihood; some of
them made goods to the value of consider-
ably over £4 per week. An cffort has been
made to teach the inmates new trades, soch
a3 weaving eane chairs and lounges.

Hon, 8. W. Munsic: They wure making a
good job of it, too.

Mr, CORBOY: Yes, but to take men of
40 to 60 from brushmaking and teach them
a new trade, with the additional handicap
of blindness, is very difficult indeed. The
time has arrived when the Government will
have to do a great deal more for the in-
stitution than they are doing now. The
position is so gerious that many of the in-
mates are working in premises that were
condemned by the health inspector three
Years ago. hey are insanitary, ill-venti-
lated and defeetive in drainage. The
bristles used for brushmaking have to be put
through a washing process, aud the cflluvia
in summer time is terrible. Although the
health inspector condemned the building
three years ago, the inmates are still working
there, and the health inspeetors are winking
at it beeanse they know the iamstitution is
in such a parlous condition finaneially that
a decent building eonld not he provided. It
js scandalous that blind people in this
institution should be compelled to work in
a building which has been condemned. The
committce and the wmanager, Mr. Bridge,
have done everything possible to overcome
their financial diffieulties, but the competi-
tion with other institutions is so keen that
they have searcely been able to pay wages
in the factory. The machine-made article is
also a serious competitor with the institu-
tion, for the bigper the production from the
blind people the more money is lost. These
workers receive a Commonwenlth bonus of
153. a week, and £3 10s. if they earn that
much on piecework rates. Some fonr or
five men are making goods that are worth
more than €3 10s., but they are not given
more beeause this would affeet their pen-
sions. The position is very serious, and the
need of the imstitution is urgent. T hope
when the Lotteries Bill beeomes law the
Minister will see fit to elass this as an in-
stitution needing help, and will place it on
a better footing than it finds itself in to-
day. Tor a long time it was earried on
throupgh the pood offices of Mr, Holmes, ex-
General Manager of the Western Australian
Bank, and other gentlemen, who guaranteed
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the overdraft of the imstitution to cnable
wages to be paid.  That overdraft was
evertually wiped out by means of a ¢arniva)
or a sweep.

Hon. 3. W. Munsie: Surely they did not
accept moucy from a aweep.

Mr, CORBOY: Those connected with the
ingtitution would have no qualms about ae-
eepting £2,000 or £3,000 from such a source.
Sweeps are now being run in connection
with the building of homes for the married
couples attached to the institution, The
subsidy of £2,000 is not sufficient for the
bare neeessities of the institution.

Hon. W. D. JOENSON: The footnote in
conneetion with this institution states that
the sums of £696 and £416 respectively were
not paid out of grants in previous years.
What does that mean?

The PREMIER: The annual grant for
the institution for many years has been
ahout £2,000. TRepresentations were made
to me to increase that amount, and 1 added
the som of £416. There were some arrears.
Fometimes one year has to find money that
ought to have rome from the previous year.

Mr. CORBOY: The subsidy of £2,000 is
on a pound for pound basis upon what is
receiverl from outside, In previous years
the full amount has not been contributed.
The Govermment have heen good enough,
now that the institution ia hard up, to give
the balance of the £2,000 that was not con-
tributed from outside in previous years.

Ttem, Infant Heallh Association, Child
Clinic, £200:

Mr. ELEEMAY: 1 am disappointed that
the amnnnt set down here is so small, and
I hope it will be inereased.

Item, Cemeteries, grants for
£150:

Mr. HUGHES: Is this item for the East
Perth cemetery? The East Perth cemetery
might now reasonably he removed to Karra-
katta. There i3 great difficulty in aseer-
taining who is responsible for its upkeep.

The CHAIRMAN: This item deals with
fencing cemeteries, not with removing them.

My, HUGHES: Can I discuss the matter
on anather item¢? :

The CHATRMAN: 1t could be referred
to on a general discussion of the Tstimates.

Mr. HUGHES: There are two grave-
stones, supposed to he covering the graves
of two Chinamen, which are entirely with-
out protection.

The CHAIRMAX: The hon. member
may not diseuss that matter on this item.

The PREMIER: The object of the item
is to provide small advances for the erec-
tion of boundary fences around new ceme-
teries, the maximum afvance being £25.

Item, Police Benefit Fund, refund service
fees, £350:

Mr. CHESSON: Most of us have received
a ecirenlar referring to the Police Benefit
Fund. T believe it was promised that a
Bill in that copneetion would be introdueced.

fencing,
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1y there any likclihood of the promise being
tulfilled this session?

The PEHEMIER: I know that tle police
huve for some vears been pressing for the
passage of a Superannuation Bill, They
expected its introduction, I believe, last
session. The matter has been receiving the
attention of the Minister in charge of the
Police Department. Whether time will per-
mit of the introduction of a Bill this ses-
gion, I am unable to say.

Mr, HUGHES: Do the Qovernment pro-
pose to make any special contribution to the
fund to cover probationary constables! A
probationer, not being a full member of the
foree, is not permitted to contribute to the
fund, and he is not covered by the Workers'
Compensation Act, a position whieh is nes
remedied by the amending RBill. A pro-
bationer injured In the execution of his
duty is thus left without any remedy. Such
a cuse ovvurred about 12 months ago. The
probationer sued the Government under the
Workers® Compensation Act and the magis-
trate held him not to be entitled to recover
under that Aet, Such a stale of affairs is
wrong. I suggest that the Government make
a contribution to the fond in respect of
probationers, so that these may be proteeted.

Item, Refunds of revcnue net otherwise
provided for, £15,0u0:

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: On last year's
item there was the large exeess of nearly
£10500. How did that come about!

The PREMIER: The item represents
mainly refunds of amounts cver-collected by
the Taxation Department. On ecnsideration,
the department frequently have to refund
awmouunts eollected. The previous vear’s tax-
ation refonds amounted to £18,000,

Itom, Subsidy S.E. Coast Mail Service
{State Steamsh'p Service), £1,150:

Mr. LATHAM: Under existing conditions
it is impossible to grow wheat in the Ravens-
thorpe district owing to the high cost of
freighte, In the past the raiiways have been
utilised in order to subsidise the agrieultural
indnstry to promote production and T trust
something will be done to assist the farmers
at Ravensthorpe. They will not be able to
continue unless they receive assistance by
way of reduced freights in conneetion with
the State Steawship Service,

AMr. CORBOY: Ever since L have repre-
sented the Yilzirn constituerey endeavours
have been made to rectify the position to
which the member for York bhas drawn at-
tention. During the’ last Parliament the posi-
tion was relieved to a certain extent as the
restllt of a conferenee between the manager
of the State Shinping Rerviee and the Com-
missioner of Railways. The freight which
ron out at 1s. 3d. a bushel to conver wheat
from Ravensthorpe to Fremantle, was re-
duced to 104, a bushel, but even at that rate
the farmers in the Ravensthorpe district
have to pay double the railway freight
charaed to other agriculturists. Tt is im-
possible to graw wheat under such con-
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ditions. In order to assist the producers am
effort was made to start a hutter factory.
Tue Midister for Lands: Don’t mention
that. )
Mr. CORBOY: The Minister does not
feel more sore abount that point than I de.
The non-sueeess of the factory is not the
fault of the people there, bat arises from
the fact that we had three drought years in
suceession, as a resnlt of which the stoek had
te be taken away from the district. A still
further reduction in freight is cssential be-
fore wheat can be grown there and I hope
the Government will make that possible by
agreeing to relief in thati direction.

Itewm, Proportion of Erxpeuses of Trade
Commissioner 1o the East), £i0:

Mr. MARSHALL: The 7Trade Commis-
sioner, who is loeated at Singapore, is prae-
tically a Federal employes, and in these cir-
cumstances it s possible that manonfacturers
in the Eastern States may get preference
rather than thoss in this State. T do not
see that we could expeet to get reasonable
assistance in the disposa)l of our produce in
snch circumstances. 1 feel inclined to move
for tha deletion of the item, believing that
it would be better to appoint a Western
Australian representative to look after our
trading interests in the Near Fast,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Infor-
mation is supplicd by the Trade Commis-
sioner to the several States, and as a rule
Western Australia secures that information
much earlier than the other States. We get
information regarding the goods required or
markets open to us. The information is
sent here to the Council of Industriai De-
velopment, whose officers forward the neces
sary information to traders. The Trade Com:
missioner 13 doing splendid work in provid.
ing markets for Western Australian pro-
dnets.  As hen. members are aware, a great
deal depends upon the elass of goods that
we acnd forward,

Iem, Ugly Men's Asseciation, Assisfance
to Immigrants, LI62:

Mr. SLEEMAN: What ‘i the ex-
planation of this item? The Tgly Men's As-
socintion is doing good work, hut T am at
o loss te understand why the Government
should have to provide these funils,

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Tt wonld
appear that last year, or the year hefore
last, a number cf immigrants here were inm
distress, The (overnment of the day au-
thorised the Tglv Men’s Associntion to as-
sist them. The item refers to that work.

Yote put and passed.
Progress reported.

Houvse adjourned at 71 pm.



