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Mr, Latham: They are not different from
cheques.

Mr. WISE: Much different. Pound notes
were not recognised in that country for two
good reasons, one being that a note might
have spent its life in the toe of an Afghan’s
hoot and therefore had best be got rid of
as speedily as possible. But these shinplast-
ers in that particular locality always have
their face value. The £10 shinplaster which
I have here is printed by a storekeeper with
a gallon license in a remote distriet of Aus-
tralia, and it is worth £10 to anybody who
produces it in that loecality. Many outback
men have seen no other form of money. A
story is told of a man horn in outhack
Queensland who lived all his life there until
he traversed the north of the continent and
came to the Western Australian eoast. He
had never seen any other money iban these
shinplasters. He visited the saloon of the
“Bambra” when she was in port at Derby
a few years ago, and having called for drinks
for himself and his mates he tendered one
of these shinplasters, The steward took ex-
ception, saying, “That is not money.” “But,”
the man returned, “it is the only money I
know. What do you mean?’ A tourist sit-
ting by Yecame quite interested in the con-
versation, and offered to buy some of this
peculiar money from the Queenslander, ten-
dering a sovereign in payment. The old
wayback looked suspiciously at the sovereign,

“turned it over, and said, “Well, it may be
all right. I ean recognise Jobn Forrest on
the one side. But who is the hlighter riding
the goanna?’ The story shows thut this
form of money has rendered very great ser-
vice indeed to the pioneers of outback Aus-
tralia. I go so far as to say, that if money
printed by a storekeeper or a publican or a
producer in that part of Australia can be
utilised to his benefit and to the benefit of
the eommunity, then money so prioted and
used by the Governiment could well support
the production of exportable commodities
from this country. If to-day’s emergency
were war—the Leader of the Opposition said
that this depression was a worse malady than
war, and I agree with him—and if money
were instantly required for war purposes,
money would he produced in abundance.
Therefore I contend it is quite feasible to
produce money for the presemt emergency,
which is adwmitted to be quite as grave as
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war. I have much pleasure in supperting the
amendment.

Oun motion by
Journed.

Mr. Wilson, dehate ad-

House adjourned at 9.58 p.m.

Qegislative Council,
Thursday, 24th Angust, 7933,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.n., and read prayers.

QUESTION—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY
TAX.

Hon E. H. HARRIS (for Hon. H.
Seddon) asked the Chief Seerctary: What
amount is estimated to be still outstanding
under the Finanecial Emergency Act, 19329

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied :
£8,250 was outstanding on assessments
issued at 30th June, 1933, and £urther
assessments amounting to £6,218 have sinee
been sent out. It is not possible to say how
much of this money has heen collected by
the Taxation Department, and some assess-
ments still remain fo be issued. It is esti-
mated, however, that the total amount to be
collested sinec 30th June on assessments will
not cxcced £20,000. Tt is always the ease
that some tax assessments are not issued in
time for paymeot to be made hefore the end
of the finaneial year. Under the Bill now
heing considered it is anticipated that the
carry over from this year to next would con-
siderably exceed that fram last year to this.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1),

Report of Commiitee adopted.
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BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day,

HON. E. H HARRIS (North-Fast)
[4.351: The introdunetion of the Bill reminds
one of the legislation implemented when the
Premiers’ Plan was introduced to save the
Commonwealth from disaster, in that it in-
¢lnded provision for an emergency tax. That
legislation was responsible for the subse-
quent defeat of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and five of the six State Governments
that gave effect to the Plan. That result was
regardless of the politieal colour of the
various Governments.  Nevertheless, the
Premiers’ Plan still prevails. It reminds
one of the Greek proverb: “The dogs may
bark but the earavan rolls on” The Pre-
miers’ Plan is still rolling on, notwithstand-
ing the defeat of various Governments that
have been supplanted by the pohtical parties
formerlv in opposition to them.

Hon. W. J. Mann: To whom do you refer
as the dogs?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The hon. member
can form his own opinion. The Mitchell
Government, after providing sustenance for
the workers of Western Auwstralia for two
vears out of loan funds, were told that the
Loan Council would not agree to further
loans being eranted. As a result, the then
Premier found it necessary fo introduce
legislation of a similar eharacter to that
which is now before us, in order to provide
the money required to enable work to be
found for the unemployed. The TLabour
Party, who were then in Opposition, tren-
chantly denounced the scheme as un-
warranted, and pointed ount the depths of
degradation to which their opponents had
stooped in order to fasten further taxation
on the workers of the State. Labour emitted
a considerable quantity of poison gas and
subsequently when the State elections were
held, the Labour candidates, by deception,
obtained a majority of the votes of the poll
and thus secured oftice. From every plat-
form thev pledged themselves that the first
act of the Labour Government, if returned
to power, would be to repeal this iniquitous,
inhuman, monstrous and obnoxious form of
taxation, which, by the way, automatically
expired on the 30th June, prior to Parlia-
ment assembling. When the Labour candi-
dates broadeast their intention regarding the
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emergency lax, they knew that it was not a
matter of repealing the legislation because
it automatically repealed itself before Par-
liament could he called together to discuss
the future legislative programme for the
State. The clectors had a very brief respite
from the financial emergency taxation, hul,
to the utter amazement of the industrialists
of the State, the Collier Bill has been sub-
mitted to Parliament fo continue the taxa-
tion not on a flat rate of 44d. in the pound,
but starting at 4d. and ending at 9d. in the
pownd, with a few variations. The hread line,
as it is ‘ermed, of the hasie wage and
that paid to the sustenance workers, which
is much fess than the basie wage, has been
varied slightly, which represents an improve-
ment on the Mitehell Bill. The object of the
measure now before us is to raise £385,000,
which the present Premier (Hon. P. Col-
lier) described, when the Bill of 1931 was
before the Legislative Assembly, as an
enormous sun to take from the taxpayers, in
addition to all the other taxation they were
paying. The same argument applies to the
Bill now hefore this Chamber, Under the
measure, it is anticipated that approximately
the same ammount of money will be raised
over the 12 months. What was an enormous
amount to fake from the taxpayers under
the 1931 Aect, is again an enormous amount
fo take from them at the present juncture.
As to the basic wage, it must be rememberca
that the wage specified represents the decision
of the Court of Arbitration when they fix
what they consider to be the lowest wage on
whieh a man, his wife and two children, can
exist, having regard to their obligations and
comfortable living. The sustenance rates
that have been, and still are heing paid are,
naturally, considerably less than the basic
wage. It is remarkable that the day the Bill
was introduced in which £3 10s, was the
amount fixed for exemption by the Labour
Government, was the day that the Court of
Arbitration delivered their deeision fixing
the basic wage at £3 9s. 3d. That declara-
tion was made on a riging market, which
indicates that, in all probability, before the
quarter is ended, the basic wage wiil exceed
£3 10s. Members will probably be aware
that the rate is not altered unless there is a
difference of at least 1s. in the cost of living
figures. The present basic wage is less by 94.
only, and with the rising market it is
almost cevtain that immediately effect is
given fo the taxing measure, the basic wage
will exeeed the amount provided for exemp-
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tion under its provisions. That means that
the whole of the workers throughout West-
ern Australia will be subject to the financial
emergeney fax. That was the position
under the Mitchell Government’s measure,
except that the tax levied at that time was
44d. in the pound on a Aat rate and the pro-
posals embodied in the Bill eommence with
143. lesg than that amount, Nevertheless,
the rates imposed are so much higher in the
various steps specified in the gradnation, that
the workers, for whem the Labour Govern-
ment are so solieitous, will soon discover
that they will have to pay considerably more
than formerly. Mueh has been said concern-
ing equality of saerifice, and the unjust and
unfair treatment meted out to married men
with large families.  The arguments that
were advanced against the Mitchell tax ap-
ply equally to the Collier taxes. I ean find
no equity in the Bill before us now as it
affccts married men. When we lnive regard
to the scheme for relief that the Minister
for Employment introduced recently, it will
he recognised that he has made provision
for men wilth large families to secure a
greater sharve of the work. Provision has
been made for dependants to the number of
four or five. The men are to work so many
weeks on wages and to be so many weeks on
sustenance and the amount of work to be
performed is to be governed by the family
obligations of the men. That, I consider, is
a step in the tight direetion, hut no such
principle is recognised in the Bill hefore us.

Hon. 8ir Bdward Wittenoom: You want
to exempt them?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: T did not suggest
any such thing, T suggest it would be fairer
to the man who has to provide for depend-
ants if a seheme were devised similar to that
adopted for relief workers.

Hon. H. J. Yelland: Do not vou think =
tax on bachelors would meet the case?

Hon. E. I. HARRIS: Perhaps. but 1
hope the hon. member will try to get it
without my active support.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: How would you
fare under it?

Hon. E. H. MARRIS: In these times a
Kamily man finds that there is very little
work for his children and he should reecive
rclief under this tax. The tax is to he im-
posed at the source on a gradnated seale and
the fn}l amount is to he dedueted on each
pound carned or nart of » pomnd in pxcess
of 10s.  When the inecome tax return is
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lodged, a claim could be made for a refund
of emergency tax in respect to dependants.
In income tax returns, certain deductions
are made that benefit a man with a large
family, but no such henefit is to he confer-
red under this measure. During the debate
members have pointed out that no one conld
determine what rate of tax shonld be de-
dneted fromn the earnings of an agent or
other intermittent employee, nand have asked
whether such men should be taxed at the
highest rate, which might he above the aver-
age for the whole year. My snggestion is
that everyone should be taxed on the amount
curned at the time, and then the taxpayer,
when submitting his income tax return, should
be able to show on his form or on another
form what deductions are due to him. The
department could thus give consideration to
the man with family obligations as is given
under the income tax. When it was found
that a taxpayer had overpaid emergeney tax,
the balance could be eredited against his
income tax.

Hou. J. J. Holmes: YWhat if he had under-
paid? Where would the department get the
money 7

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The employer is
responsible for dedueting the eorrect amount.

Hon. J. J. Uolmes: That is on the yearly
average, but a man might become liable to
2 higher rate late in the year.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Could not it be
added to his income tax assessment? The
Taxation Departiment should welcome this
suggestion hecanse, according to the efficials,
we have a number of people in Western Aus-
tralin termed tax-dodgers. They do not sub-
mif returns and they work under different
names. It they were taxed hy the employer
at the appropriate rate for emergency tax
and a refund were due, they would not be
able to ¢laim the rebate unless income tax
returas had been submitted. T think such
provision would meet with the approval of
taxpayers as well as of the department. The
miuch-abused Mitchell Government Aet was
limited in dnration: it expired on the 30th
June last, The Bill introduced in another
place was of the Kathleen Mavourneen type
and might have lasted forever hut for the
faet that it was amended.

Hon. J. Cornell: The Bill is hefore you.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Yes, and its opera-
tion is to he limited. My point in mention-
ing that is to ask what warrant there is for
the measure. Ts it an emergeney measure or
is it means to extract additional money from
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the people? One ean imagine the Govern-
tent taking the view, “This is good business.
The tax is collected at the source; we re-
ceive payment every day, so let us retain it
forever in addition to the income tax.” The
present Government have been fortunate in
having gifts showered upon them by a bhene-
volent Commonwealth Government.  Prob-
ably the Premier’s success in obtaining them
was due to the fact of the Commonwealth
naving a huge surplus. They could afford te
be generous. But as the Government have
received more money than did their prede-
cessors, I should like to hear reasons advanc-
ed for their desiring the extra money to be
raised by the emergency tax., I suppose one
would not be right in suggesting that the
money will be used to enable shell to be
pumped out of the river, or to build the
Dartmoor or Southern Cross-southwards
railways. We are entitled to know how the
Government propose to expend the money.
When the Bill of last year was before us,
that point was particularly stressed by
Labhour members, They said the money
shouid be devoted to providing work for the
unemployed and a suggestion was even made
that it should be entmarked. The Chief Sec-
retary, who described the measure as a most
obnoxious one, moved an amendment as fol-
lows:—

That in lines 2 and 3 of Subelause 2 “‘the
Consoltdated Revenue Fund for the use of His
Alajesty’’ be struek out and the following
words inserted in licn:—‘“an unemployment
trust fund account, to be kept in the Treas-
ury; and, subjeet to the payment to the Com-
missioner of the cost of colleetion, the amount
for the time being to the eredit of such aeeount
shall be applied te the provision of work for
uuemployed persons.’’

With the amendment, the Chief Secretary
told us on that oceasion, the measure would
be less obnoxious. There is no sueh provi-
sion in this Bill. If he thinks such a provi-
ston will be advantapeous to the workers,
we may insert it for him in Committee. I
thought it well to remind the Chief Secre-
tary that he considered such a provision
of valve last year.

Member: He made many other sugees-
tions,

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: That is the best T
can find. The tax is to be imposed on in-
comes ranging from £104 to £416 and over per
annum, The Government start off as a class-
conscions Government, They do not want
to fax the bread-liners, but they propose to
tax boys earnings Os. 8d. per day. They in-

dicate that they degire to place the burden
on the people hest able to hear it. [t is the
pructice of Lahonr members on the platform
and in Parlianment to talk about people .o-
ceiving the higher grades of income. They
{requenily speak of people receiving £1,000
o year and they talk of taxing those on the
higher grades or, to use a phrase employed
against opponents by Mr. Lang when he
was Premier of New South Wales, “They
wonld chop the lower paid but only prune
the tall poppies.” That might he applice-
able to the Government who are forever
quoting men on the top rung of the Iaddes.
The bona-fides of 3inisters are open fto
question. A AMinister receives £1,150 a year,
hut | suggest he will not pay 9d. on tha
whole amount. He will pay 8d. on the £400
paid to him as a private member and 9.
o the £750 he veceives ag Minister.

Hon. A. Thomson: Are you sure vou ure
right?

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: If I am wrong,
the Minister ¢can correct me.

Hon. A. Thomson: I think the tax would
b tixed on the aggregate income,

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The Mitchell Gov-
crnment provided for a tax on a flat raie
of 4l5d., bt the present Government pro-
pose o graduated tax, I suggest that Minis-
ters will pay the lower rate on the amount
reccived as private members and the higher
rate only on the amount received ns Minis-
ters, whereas the man in the street, with an
income of £1,150, will pay 9d. on the lot.

Ton, 1. Cornell: But the previous Gov-
ernment suggested two heads for financial
emergeney.

IIon. E. H. HARRIS: I am suggesting
that this is a double-header. It iz idle to
talkk of taxing people in receipt of incomes
of £4,000 or £5,600, Companies are formerd
in order to avoid being stugged with heavy
taxation. Inereasing the tax merely encour-
ages the formation of companies. However,
nuch talk is indulged in by Labour mem-
bers about the higher incomes. and T sugeest
it is merely bird lime for unsophisticated
electors.

The Honorary Minister: Is it hird lime
youl are giving us now?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I am pointing out
the insincerity of doling out this political
dope to the industrialists. ¥or simplicity
in colleetion and operation generally, the
flat rate has more to commend it than has
the graduated seale. Taxpayers know what
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they have {o pay and there is nothing to
argue about. The proposed graduation of
the tax is full of significance to the workers
on the goldfields. The basic wage on the
goldfields is £4 Gs. a week, but in centres
north of Kalgoorlie allowances are made
ranging from 6d. to 2s. per day. Conse-
quently, very few people on the fields will
henefit from the exemption proposed by the
Government, Men who work in the
mines for tributers and eontractors—
casual or permanent employees—usually
receive £1 per day., On the gold:
fields those who formerly paid 4%%d.
will now have to pay 5d, 6d. and $8d.,
and they are saying some harsh things about
the Collier Government. Ail the goldficids
Assembly seats are held by Labour members,
and the goldfields workers are incensed at
the Government passing this burden on to
them, after being led to believe that they
wonld be exempt. The action of the Gov-
ernment is resented as much as were Lar-
wood’s tacties on the ericket field. The re-
sult is that many former avdent supporters
of the Labour Government are now express-
ing their opinion of the Government in
words not to be found in the prayer book.
I shounld like to read what Mr. Collier said,
when he made an appeal for unity in June,
1932—

To you, the ofticers of the Labour wmovement,
the facts arc plain. You know the folly of
promising the unattainable, but you also know
that Labour will realise more of what is possible
than will its opponents. You know that Labour
will not put on the howed shoulders of the
workers responsibilitics that should be borne
by the weaithy.

Those are words that got the votes. lere
are more that were nsed at election time in
Kalgooriie reeently. Mr. Cunningham’s
civenlar set out—

Change the Government and vote for the
Labour eandidate.  The Mitchell Gevernment
refused to inerease the ordinary income and
property taxes to balance the budget; it fixed
the added burden on wages. [t was to relieve
the rich of taxation on an cquality with that
paid by similar incomes in other States that
Sir James Mitehell put his tax on the poor.
The tax is a very vicious one,

Further, it was urzed on the goldfields that,
by means of the unemployment tax of 4id,,
enormous sums were being filehed from the
workers there every week, and yet there were
Tundreds of unemploved not receiving any
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sustenance whatever. Then these words
were broadeast—

Only by mass pressure can we force the
Government to abolish this inguitons piece of
legislation, and thus ensurc ourselves against
further reductions of the alrcady meagre stan-
dard of living. Therefore, refuse to vote for
parlinmentary candidates who will not pledge
themselves to immediately abolish the tax on

wages.

That is the kind of thing that was put for-
ward, and all were doped into voting for
the candidates that would abolish the tax on
wages. Recently, some 6,000, I think, of
State employees expressed their disgust at
the introduction of this legislation. Hon.
members may have read it in the paper, but
in the event of their having missed it, there
will be no harm in repeating what was pub-
lished. They felt that the Mitchell Govern-
ment had chastened them with whips, but the
Labour Govermment’s proposals svemed to
he like chastening themn with seorpions.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Who said that?

Hon. K. . TTARRIS: That waz the view
expressed by the seeretary of the State em-
ployees. It was put ap as their protest
against this legislation. As n matter of fact,
they hove written in this wuy to the Govern-
ment.  The observations of the State em-
ployees liave been endorsed by the goldfields
nnions and the A.L.I’. have protested hy
resolution.  No public meetings have heen
held as in 1931, but strong rezolutions of
protest have heen carrvied and forwarded to
the Government. Of eourse, there is no elec-
tion pending, TIf the position had been re-
versed and a Nationalist Government had
introdueed legislation of this type, there
would have been meetings of protest
throughout the State. That was what hap-
pened when the Mitehell Government sub-
taitted their taxation proposals, but at ghe
present time resolutions qf protest are being
forwarded quietly to the Government and no
mention of the fuct is made in the Press.
I am a student of the “Worker” and T am
indebted to that newspaper for the inforua-
tion which I am repeating here. M. Holmes
made an excellent speceh last night from the
State and financial viewpoint. He is to be
congratulated on his effort. It is not very
often that T throw bhouquets around. but T
cannet help doing so on this oceasion. He
referred to the fact that supporters of the
CGovernment in this Hounse bad so far made
no effort to justify the proposed legislation,
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Hon. G. W. Miles: They do not want the
Bill.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I am woudering
whether they do. The Premier, when Lender
of the Opposition, speaking on the second
reading of the Bill introduced by the Mit-
chell Goverument, said—

1 am amazed at the attitude of the Govern-
nent supporters; their support bas been of
the cowardly type—that of the silent vote; not
a solitary member bas attempted to justify
the measure.

That is quile interesting reading after Mr.
Holmes' protest. Here are Mr. Collier's
comments on the Mitchell tax when the Bill
was going through the second reading
stage—

Taking into consideration the hospital tax

of 1%d., the tax really amounts to 6d. in the
pound.,

On the platform, Mr. Collier always quoted
6d. in the pound and not 414d. He went
on to say

The Government could raise £100,000 Ly an
alteration of the Income Tax Aet.

Now that the Labowr Government are in
power, could not they do as their leader sug-
gested when in Opposition? It was spoken
of then as being o good move. I wonder
why no attempt is made to put it into opera-
tion now? Mr, Collier went on to say

How could any member with a sense of jus-
tice vote to tax n married man on £2 a week
when o man receiving an income of £1,000 was
taxed only £2797 Tt was this kind of tax that
made Bolshevists and  brought abouwt revolu-
tion and the @isturbanees that were tuking
place all over the world,

That was Mr. Collier’s opinion of lhe Bill
that taxed a married man on £2 and over. 1
listened with interest to Mr. Boiton's re-
marks and his proposed amendments, I do
not follow them very well. As T interpret
the amendments, Mr. Bolton means that a
person may work for one employer for three
months and carn less than £3 10s., and then
. work for ancther emplover for a period of,
say, Lor nine months, and earn more than £3
10s. Then the second employer will be re-
sponsible for the payment of the tax on the
earnings of the man over the twelve months
should higz wages exceed in the aggregate £3
10s. weekly.

Hon. L, B. Bolton: No, he will be respon-
sib?» ~nly for the amount of wages that he
himsef has paid.
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IHon. . H. HARRIS : Reading the amend-
ment, [ imagined that the second employer
would he responsible for the tax for the
whole period. In that case, an employer
wouwld be very cautious when engaging an,
individual.

The PRESIDEXNT : I suggest that the hon.
inember interpret the proposed amendments
during the Committee stage.

Hou. E. 1. HARRIS: T shall awaii with
interest the hon. membei’s interpretation of
his amendments when we reach the Commit-
tee stage. 1 support the second reading of
the Bill, and shall await with some degree
ot interest the spirited debate I anticipate
we shall have when we get into Committee,

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
[3.13): \When the taxation proposals of the
previous Government were hefore this House
I saiid 1 woultl support them, though with
a great deal of reluctance, I believe then
a5 1 beliove now that evervone should pay
his just quota, irrespective of the amount
he wuz receiving. When addressing my elec-
tors in the South-East Province, I definitely
stuted I was opposed to all forms of inereas-
ed taxation unfil I was satisfied that every
step had heen taken to obviate the imposi-

tion ol additional taxation, I think
even the Minister and those who have
sponsored the Bill searcely realise the

anomalies that are going to arise under the
weasure.  Surely they never for a moment
thought that, as pointed out by Mr, Wil.
liams, Mr. Moore and Mr. Harris, the gold-
fields worker would have to pay the tax,
while the wetropolitan worker would go
Eree. I congratulate Myr. Holmes on the
very excellent and able speech he made on
Lhe subject last night. Here I would point
ont the relative volue with which, appar.
vntly, the publie view the financial position
of the State. I am not blaming the Press,
because they have to eater for their readers,
but we had here a discussion vesterday on
the motion moved by Alr. Iall, during which
certain statements were made which were
cuite unworthy of the publieity they re-
eeived,

Hon. E. H. Gray: That is what the public
like to read.

Hen. A, THOMSON : Apparently so; yet
when we come to a discussion of the taxa-
tion of the people it is given very small
space indeed in the public Press. I am only
drawing attention to the relative value
placed on a discussion which was not of any
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importance, while a well-prepared speech
on # subject vitally touching the taxpayers
did not get the prominence to which it was
untitled. I find myself in a peeuliar position
in regard to the Bill. Mr. Baxter submitted
figures showing thai, if his proposals werz
uceepted, the Government wonld receive as
mueh, or possibly even more, money than
they will receive under the Bill. I have
always maintained that a man, a woman or
wven a girl receiving only £1 a week should
pay a quota to the Government of the State.
They would then realise that they have to
contribute a mete portion to the expenditure
of the State. This measure proposes to
relieve many single persons, and so it does
not in any way do justice to those who are
carrying the respoasibilities of family life,
sinee it allows single men and girls to go
scotfree. A married man on £5 or £6 a
week, if he is purchasing his own home,
has to pay £1 or 25s. per week to that end.
And if he is not purchasing his own home,
it he is renting 2 house in any deeeni
loeality, he will have to pay 30s. to 35s. a
week in rent. Compare his position with
that of a single man drawing the same
amount in wages or salary. The money the
married man pays in rent alone would serve
i maintain the single man in reasonable
comfort. So from that point of view the
Bill evidently has not received that eon-
sideration which it should have received he-
fore being hrought down. 1 hope that if the
sceond reading should pass, a seleet eom-
mittee will he appointed with a view to
going through the Bill and making valuable
siggestions to the Government. Unfortun-
ately, Governments and Ministers take very
nnkindly to any suggestion whieh departs
from the prineiples they hold dear. In
effect, as in a Supply Bill, we are asked
to give the Government a blank cheque.
Whilst allegedly government of the people
by the people for the people is the standard
we have set up, we find that members of
the present, as of all Governments, do not
invariably subseribe to it. I know I may
be regarded as a crank, but T could vote
for this mensure more cheerfully if I knew)
how the money was to he spent. However,
all we are asked to do is to grant additional
taxation, to impose a further burden on
the people. We are not asked fo say how
the money shall be spent; all we are asked
to do is say to the Government, “You ecan
now collect so much more from the tax-
payers, and we do not attempt to dictate
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how it shall be expended.” I am blaming,.
not the present Government, but the unfor-
tunate system that we have. Now let us.
examine the position in which we find our
sclves, and the fortunate position of the
present Government. When the late Gov-
crnment fook office they were faced with
the wmost unenviable task that ever con-
tronted any Government of Western Aus-
tralia, in that they had to reduce salaries.
The present Government ave in the fortun.
ate position of being able to reap the
henefit of the work done by the previous
Administration, without ineurring the odium
of having enrried out a distinctly unpleasant
fask. Then we had the secession vote, which
showed hy an overwhelming majority that
the people of Western Australia were dis-
satisfied with the Federal yoke. Owing to
the Financial Agreement, which I sup-
ported

Hon. G. W, 2Miles:
ashamed of it.

Hon, A. THOMSON: I am proud that
I snpported it, because that Agrecment
has heen the salvation of Ausiralia as a
whole. Without it, a certain gentleman
once associated with the Government of New
South Wales, would have run viot. It is
diffienlt to contemplate what would have
been the position of Australin but for the
Finaneial Agreement.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Would not anything
done by thal gentleman have affected only
the one State?

Hon. . W Miles: He could not have hor-
rowed money.

Hon. A, THOMSON: | have nu desive
here to go into the merits or demerits of
the Financial Agreement, for it is outside
fhe purview of this debhate. But, as the re-
sulb of that Financial Agreemnent, it has
hecome neeessary for the Premier or some
other State representative to go over and
mect the T.oan Couneil. Think of the won-
derful position in which the present Pre-
mier was when, with that overwhelming vote
on sgecession hchind him, he was able to
secure from the Loan Counecil £600,000 more
than the previous Government had received
to carry on the affairs of the State.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Do you regard it as
an advantage to the country to put a new
burden of £8 per head on the people?

Hon. A. THOMSON: I am not diseuss-
ing that, but am merely pointing out the
rood fortune of the present Government

You ought to be
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who, through that good fortune, are in &
much better position to meet the unemploy-
ment prohlem.

Hon. J. Corpell: The present Govern-
ment have to do work that should have heen
done years ago.

Hon. A, THOMSON: But they have
£600,000 extra with which to de it. The
previous Administration introduced the farm
labourers’ subsidy scheme, which was highly
effective and very beneficial to the Staie
Under that scheme, money wag provided
which gave a good retwrn to the State since,
it we are to get out of our present Jifficul-
Ties, we must inerease produetion. It was
materially helping the farming community,
but unfortunately the Government had te
caneel it. Why? Because the money that
was heing used to finanee the scheme came
out of revenue. It was very wmuch betier
for the Government to send men away out
30 or 40 miles west ot Mt Barker to work:
but that has all been charged up te loan
expenditure. That is the tronble we are fac-
ing generally, that the money heing expended
in that and other directions is being charged
up to loan funds. Bo, while it seems that
we are reducing the deficif, actually nothing
of the sort is being done. The other day a
member said the propesed €2,600,000 loan
was problematical,  If it i found to
be unavailable, no doubt that will
cause the warious State Treasurers of
the Commonwealth some anxiety. It is
trne the Government have earried into
effect their election pledges. I congratulate
the Labour Party. What they sav they will
do we know they will make an honest en-
deavour to carry out. I do not, however, like
the graduated tax. T hope this measure wilk
be defeated, and the Government given an
opportunity to amend their proposal. A flat
rate of 4144d. in the pound is just and equit-
able. Tt is simple to collect. I am in favoun
of collecting the tax at its source. That
principle has worked very well during the
past 12 months, and the Government might
consider giving it another trial. Take thqg
case of married men. A married man with
three or four childrven under the age of 16
is allowed to deduct from his assessable in-
come £62 for every ehild. There are hun-
dreds of boys and girls in this State who
are over 18 and who cannot get a job. They
are a greater drain upon the resources of
their parents than when they were younger.
The whole position should be earefully con-
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sidered. Most reluctantly I voted for the
414d. tax. Like Mr. Holmes I am prepared,
however, to give that back to the Govern-
ment. It is not fair to place single men
who have no responsibilities on the samé
plane as the married man, who has prave
and great responsibilities in providing for
his wife and children. Man-made laws have
certainly caused a great deal of suffering
amongst boys and girls. I spent the greater
part of to-day visiting different Brms to sea
if I could get a position for a boy of 17.
I would have found it easier to obtain a loan
of £5 for myself from every man T interview-
ed than to get a position for this lad.
That is the tragic part of the position to-day.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Very often they will
not accept work when it is offered.

Hon, A. THOMSOX: T know hoys who
will aceept any kind of position, but thew
cannot get work.

Hon. J. Cornell: T know boys who are
working in the bush for nothing.

Hon. A, THOMSOX: The position is a
very difficult one. Trade unions arve certainty
looking after the interests of their members.
It is the job of the secretaries to do 1his,
and T take no exeeption to it. The industrial
arbitration laws of the country have imposed
conditions npon industry which are seriously
altecting the children of the workers. Ti i
the children who are suffering most to-day.
T eannot understand why the workers do
not protest against these iniquitons laws.

Hon. E. H. Harris: You want to he
mewber. You would not protest too often.

Hon. A, THOMSON : Possibly that is so.
[n dayxs gone by our forefathers fought for
the right to think for themselves and for
liberty. Unfortunately we have given that
up in many directions, I objeet strongly to
the poliey of the Government in this matter.
Through the Minister for Employment they
have definitely stated that no mar will get
Clovernment work unless he is a contributing]
member of a union. In effeet what the Gov-
ernment are saving, to both married and
single men, is “We are going to exempt you
from paving anything to the State as an
emergency tax, hut on the other hand you
will not get a job unless you contribute tol
our funds.” The money is really being
transferred trom the Treasary to othor
oreanisations,

Hon. E. H. Gray: That iz a gross exag-
aeration.

Hon. A. THOMSONX: It is perfectly true.
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Hen. C. F. Baxter: Youn cannot get away
from it,

Hon. A, THOMSON: I am no! protesting
against the action of union sccretaries, be-
cause they are paid to carry out this job.

Hon. G. W. Miles: A lot of parasites.

Hon. A. THOMSON: I object to the Gov-
ernment allowing these things to go on, We
exempt these people on the one side from
making any payment to the State, but on the
other side they arc being told they must
hand to their unions a larger amount than
they would pay to the State,

Ton. C. I. Baxter: The unionist must
have preference over the State.

Honr. A. THOMSON: I am merely draw-
ing attention to the position the State finds
itself in. I do not think single men, particu-
larly those on the lower grades, will be any
better off when they pay what is due. If o
select corunittee is nppointed, ifs delibera-
tions should be of value to the State, T hope
the Government will give consideration to
its recommendations. I regret I feel it my
duty to oppose a graduated form of tax. If
the Bill passes the second reading I hope I,
shall, in Committec, be able to make sngges-
tions for amending it. In view of the fact
that I went to the people of the South-Kast
Provinee pledged to oppose any increased
taxation, T am reluetantly compelled to op-
pose the second reading of the Bill,

HON. E. ROSE (South-\West) [340]:
This is a very important Bill, and nffeets
every man, woman and child in the State
‘Much as we regret having to deal with it,
we cannot eseape paying into this account
to assist those who are unfortunately unem-
piloyed. There are thousands of these peo-
ple, many of them being out of work throngh
no fault of their own. Tt is absolutely
necessary to provide some fund to enable
them to live. I do not altogether agree with
the provisions of the Bill. All should pay
into the fund, however small 1he econtribu-
tion. I would be in favour of a smaller
tax on those who are reeeiving lower in-
comes. Sir Edward Wittenoom spoke ahout
a pgraduated tax. We should start at 14,
or 2d. in the pound, and the tax should rise
by 1d. or 2d. on cvery additional £100 over
and above a certain amount. Mr. Baxter
said there was not the same neeessity for
the tax this year that existed last year, owing
to there being so much more in the way of
loan funds to spend than was the case then.
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‘We must, however, provide work for the
thousands of unemployed in order that they
may exist. I hope the money will he spent
on reproductive works. T also trust that
every unemployed man and woman will be
given the same opportunity to weork no mat-
ter whether or not he or she is a unionist.
T believe the policy of the present Govern-
ment is to give preference to unionists. I
would object to paying money into any fund
if a distinetion were being made between
unionists and non-unionists. Tf the funds
eollected by the unions were handed over to
assist the unemployed it would be a differ-
ent matter, for the unions would then he
finding work for their own people. Fvery-
one should be given the same opportunity
te secure work. I do not agree with the
principle of paving to the unemployed the
basic wage, which is rather high, Many of
them are probably worth moere than the basie
wage, but there are hundreds who would not
perhaps earn 10s. a week, and vet they have
toe receive the higher amount. This means
bringing down the good men to the level of
those who are too lazy to earn what they got.
It is stated that the tax will start from the
1st Awgust. T disngree with that provision.
In the North-West many shearers and
drovers who are now emploved, will soon
be paid off. How are the pnstoralists Lo
know what amount to 'deduct from their
wages? It is not legal to make the dedue-
tions now, but if the law is made retrospec-
tive the employers will be held responsible,
although the employees themselves will have
gone somewhere else. I understand the em-
ployers will be called upon to pay the tax in
addition to the wages thev will already have
paid. Retrospective legislation I for one do
not agree with, and I shall vote against it
on all occasions. I shall support the second
reading of the Bill, but hope that in Com-
mittee certain amendments will be ecarried,
and that they will be aceepted hy the Gov-
ernment.  Suggestions put forward by fhis
Chamber are intended to assist the Govern-
ment as much as possible. 'We all know the
plight of Western Anstralia, and I do not
think there 15 one member of this House but
is willing to do his utmost to assist Min-
isters in the present cmergency. We all
understand that they have to raise funds,
hut T hope that the maney will be expended
in such a manner as to benefit alike the un-
employed and the State. I do not believe
in the expenditure of money on the Perlh
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Toreshore at the present juncture. It is nicw
te have the city beantified, but the State is
not now in a position to earry out such
works. There are other works which would
be of bencfit and prove reproductive. There
is the development of onr lands; there are
roads to be construeted, and buildings fo he
erected.

Hon. G. W, Miles: And there i1s vermin
to be destroyed.

Hon. E. ROSE: Yes. All these things
eould be put in hand. We have rabbits,
dingocs, foxes, kangaroos and other pests.
The unemployed might be sent ont fo under-
take the work of destruetion. Throughont
the State we have unemployed, and through-
out the State there are works of a develop-
mental nature to he done, works which will
prove beneficial and reproductive, T hnld
that in expending this money the Govern-
ment should be most careful to see that the
works are reproduetive, so that in time we
shall be able to say that some permancent

good has resulted from the expenditure. T°

regard 12 months as sufficient time for the
measure to operate. T dn not favour retro-
spretive legislation, and I do not hold that
the currency of this Bill should be extended
to the 31st Deeeher of, next year. During
the curreni finaneial year the Governmeng
will have time, if necessary, to introduee an-
other Bill or re enact this reasure.

On motion by Hon. &, W, Miles, debate
adjonrned.

BILL — FREMANTLE MUNICIPAL
TRAMWAYS AND ELECTRIC
LIGHTING ACT AMENDMENT.

Recond Reading.

HON. G. FPRASER (West) [3.50] in
moving the seeond reading said: This mea-
gure is o small item, and shonld ocenpy only
a few minutes of the time of the House. It
arises from the need of the Fremantle Tram-
ways Board to purchase certain gear in
England this vear. The gear is unprocurable
in Australia, When I mention that the Ted-
eral Government are prepared to admit the
machinery free, hon. members must be con-
vinced that it is not obtainable in the Com-
monwealth. The firm from whom it is he-
ing purchased are not satisfied to aceept
payment in Australian eurreney, nnd henee
the need for this Bill. All the gear is ready
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to be shipped, and the Tramways Board are
waiting for it; but the hitch over eschange
makes it impossible to complete the trans-
action until this measure has been enacted.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Cannet the bourd pay
the exchange?

Hon. G. FRASER: The bourd were pre-
pared to issue debentures, but the English
firm’s legal advisers were not prepared to
recommend their aeceptance because those
debentures would be payable in Australian
currency. Various communieations have
passed beiween the Tnglish firm and the
Tramways Board on that point. This Bill
has been submitted to the Tramways Board,
who are of opinion that it will meet the situ-
ation. Briefly, the object of the Bill is to
permit the hoard to purchase muachinery in
England and to pay for it by debentures re-
deemable in English enrrency. The amount
involved is ahout £10,000.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Are the board paving
it out of revenue?

Hon. G. FRASER: No. The hoard ask
permission to issue dchentures payable in
English eurrency. Their horrowing capa-
city is about £200,000, and their total lean
indehbtedness about £80,000.

Hon. W. J. Mann: What iz to be the life
of the debentures?

Hon. G. FTRASER: I have no informa-
tion on that point. However, there is qnite
a safe margin, the smrplus of horrowing
capacity heing about  £120,000.  The
board have, in fact, always proceeded on
the lines of paying out of revenue. In a
few years’ time thev will be absolately clear
of loans. The value of their plant and ma-
chinery is about £300,000, as agsinst their
preseut indebtedness of about £80,000. They
have alwavs worked on the lines of keeping
down loan expenditure.

Hon. J. J. Holmes:
from Government lines.

Hon. G. FRASER: T should not like to
commit myself by replying to that interjee-
tion.

Hon, E. H. Harris: What will bhe the dif-
ference between paying exchange in London
and issning debentures there?

Hon. G. FRASER: T presume the board
have not the money to remit the cest of the
gear nlus exchange. They requite the de-
bentures in order to procure the gear.

Hon E. II. Hareis: And to save exchange?

Entirely different
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Hon. G. FRASFR: Yes, to save exchange
for the time being. The exchange position
may have improved by the date on which the
debentures become redeemable. If there is
any further information bon. members re-
quire, I shall be glad to furnish it in Com-
mittee. I move——

That the Bill be now read a sevond time,

HON. J. J. HOLMES (North) [5.33]:
Perhaps the House is entitled to know a lit-
tle more about this Bill. I think the Fre-
mantie Aunieipal Couneil borrow money on
behalf of the Fremantle Tramways Board.
I was a member of another place when the
original Act was passed, 30 years ago; and
that is my recollection.

Hon. G. Fraser: It was so originally.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: T quite nnderstand
the position as regards paying in English
curreney. The English firm’s demand is
due, 1 believe, to the fact that a similar posi-
tion arose in Auckland, New Zealand, re-

vently.  Debenture moneys had to be paid,
and the Auckland Municipality claimed that
under their Aet they were entitled to pay in
New Zealand eurrency, and not in Englisi
currency. There was immediately trouble on
the London Stock FKxchange, and the Auek-
Jand authorities had to come down off theiv
perch and agree to pay in English enrreney.

Hon. G. Fraser: There is a Privy Couneil

ruling to that effect, too.

Hon. J, J. HOLMES: The Auckland
case  has  re-acted on  the Fremantle
Municipal Couneil, through the Tram-
wiays Board. 1 am mnot objecting to

the DBill in any way, but 1 think
that before it goes into Committee Mrj
Fraser should furnish additional information
as to the life of the debentures and on g
zood many other points, However, I am not
opposing the Bill.

HON. G. FRASER (West—in veply)
[6.571: The chief reason for the introduction,
of the Bill is the need for gettine over thd
ruling of the Privy Council in the case of
the Broken Hill Proprietary Company.

Hon. J. J. Homes: You do not propose to

iake the Bill into Committee to-day, do
von?
Hon. G. FRASER: No. In the Broken

Hill Proprictary case a similar set of eireum-
stances ohtained, and the Privy Council de-
cided that the company must pay in Aus-
tralian curreney. Because of that decision

the legnl advisers of the English firm here
evncerned were not prapared to recommend
the aceeptance of debentures unless such a
Bill as this was enaeted.

Question put aud passed

Biit read a seeond time.

House adjourned at 5.59 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,

Thursday, 24th August, 1933
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m. and read praycrs.

QUESTION—LOCAL AUTHORITIES.

Use of Grude Onl.

Mr. LAMBERT asked the Minister for
Works,—Will he have a statement prepared
showing the number of road boards and
municipalities throughout the State using
crude oil in the gencration of eleetrie ecur-
rent, and the quantity and value of crude
oil purchased by these loeal autherities dur-
irg the past three years?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
The number of municipalities using crude

oil is 3; those using crude oil and suction
gas—3. The nomber of road boards using

crude oil only is 43, and the boards using
crude oil and suction gas—8. No informa-
tion is available as to the quantity and value
of erude oil purchased by the respective
local authorities mentioned.



