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BILL—LAXD AND INCOME TAX ASSESS-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Received from the Lepgislative Assembly and
read a first time.

House ailjourned at 9.3 p.m.

Tegislative Ts5¢mbly,
Tharsday, 16th May, 1918.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 430 p.m,
and read prayers,

[For ‘ Questions on Notice” and ** Papers
Presented ™' see * Votes and Proceedings.”] -~

BILL-LAND AND INCOME TAX ARSESS-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT.
Third Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL
Robinson—-Canning) [4:-35]: I move—

* That the Bill be now read a third time."

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) [4-36): I rise to
oppose the third reading of the Bill at the present
juncture. In an important measure like this we
should sce & fair print of the Bill. I am surprised
that it has not hern made available before now,
so that we could ree exactly what has been done.
Never in the history of this Parliament has a
Bill received the same treatment as this measure
has received. 1t is a measure which affects the
whole of the people of the State, which involves
a great deal of taxation, which places heavy
responsibilitics and heavy burdens on the citizens
of Western Australia, and which taxes people who
were never taxell before and were unable to pay
that tax, snd who are, therefore, unable to pay it
now. It is & measure which has heen emasculated
to such purpose that its parents would never
recognise it, Or at any rate & great portion of it.
It i&8 a measure which has been taken out uof the
hande of the Treasurer in his absence from the
State, and the Treasurer stated that if this measure
was interfered with be would not centinue to hold
his position. This is » measure concerning which
the Government have been dictated to and dom-
inated hy a party. T could say & great deal on
this point if I were not prevented from doing so
by the Standing Orders. I could not speak in
conncetion with this measure without rightfully
casting reflections in certain directions, if I were
permitted so to do, and without saying things
which under our Standing Orders it is impossible
for any member to ke allowed to say in this
Chamber. .

The Attorney General: How about suspending
the Standing Orders ?

Mr. HOLMAN : It is a pity that the men who
are supporting the present Covernment in their
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unjust taXstion, and placing burdens upon the

"shoulders of the people who should not be taxed

at the present stage, do not realise their position,
and hark back to their statements of only a few
nionths ago when they reviled the very men to
whom they are cringing and crawling at present.

The Minister for Works: You know that is
incorrect.

Mr. HOLMAN: It is absolutely right. 1t
would te impossible to scc & more degrading
spectacle than has occurred during the passage
of this Bill. 1 should like to have heard some of
those hon. members: speak if they had heen in
opposition to the presentt Government. Their
wrath would have been houndless, and have
involved the Chamber in a scene which it has
nover witnessed hefore, We have this measure
brought into the Chamber containing 27 clauscs,
including the title, together with the fact
that it had to boe read os one with the principsl
Act. We then find that the Govermnment como
down, in the absence from the State of the
Treasurer, and place on the Notice Paper 27 other
amendments. There is slightly over 100 per
cent., on the aversge, of smendments to this
Bill. During the passage of the measure through
the Chamber almost an equal number of other
amendments was moved in Committee. Here we
have a Bill brought into this House containing
all these clauses——

Hon. P. Collicr : There was only the title left.

Mr. HOLMAN: There was practically only
the title left of the original Bill. Yet, after it
has heen twisted and turned and dragged into
some shape, no one in the Chamber knows what
has been done to it, hecause opportunitics were
taken to force the Government into & position
which na Government with any self-reapect would
tolerate for & moment.

The Minister for Works : The only attempt ot
force has heen from your side. .

Mr. HOLMAN : Idefy the Minister for Works to
say that any opposition has been shown to any jugt
legislation from this side of the House during the
session.

The Minister for Works : What do you call the
opposition of the last few daye ?

Mr. HOLMAN : The last few days represented
& protest against the prostitution of Parliamentary
power. We have witnessed the most degrading
spectacle of & Ministry, which is suppesed to be
governing a self-governing  State, swallowing
anything which was placed bhefore it for the purpose
of keeping in office.

The Minister for Works : We would not swallow

you,

Mr., HOLMAN: The Minister could not do
s0, although there would be cnough slime in him
to swallow anything--

Mr. SPEAKETL. : Order!

Mr, HOLMAN : Becausc that is cheracteristic
of him. .

The Minister for Works : On a point of order,
1 chject to that statement. The hon. member
has no right to talk about slime in any hon. member.
It is offensive to me.

Hon. P. Collier : What is the point of order ¥

The Minister for Works: 1 want those words

withdrawn,
Hon, P. (‘ollier: What words ?
Mr., SPEAKER: The leader of the House

hes taken exception to the remark by the member
for Murchiton ae to there heing enough slime in
himi for him to swsllow anything, I ask the
kon. member to withdraw that statement.
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Mr. HOLMAN : I withdraw the words I used
to the effect that slime is coming from the hon.
member, If the Ministor for K Works had kept
to himsclf his interjections about swallowing me
he might have rested o little more comfortably in
his soat,

The Minister for Works: T said I would not
swallow vou and do not intend to do so.

Mr, HOLAIAN : The Minister could not do so.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! There is nothing
in the Bill about swallowing. :

Mr. HOLMAN :  The Minister for Works has
already swallowed enough from the Country party
in conneetion with this measure, and there is no
reom in him to swallow any more. The only
time the Minister for Works will swallow anything
is_when he has to swallow something to keep in
office, just as he has done on this cecasion.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: He crucified the member
for Sussox.

Mr. HOLMAN: I was dealing with the fact
that we have a measure brought down here con-
taining 27 clauses, There werec 27 amendments
on the Notice Paper and most of them were passed.
‘Clauses were struck out of the Bill and alterations
made everywhere. Thorefore, we should have
& fair print of the Bill before the third reading
is passed,

Mr. SPEAKER : 1 might draw the hon. mem-
ber's attention to the fact that the same pro-
cedure is being adopted in connection with this
Bill as with every other. 1 have a (air print of the
Bill as certified to by the Chairman of Committecs
in the same form as othar Bills have been certified
after they have passed the Committee stago.

Mr. HOLMAN: I am aware that the same
procedure has been carried out by yourself, Mr.
Speaker, but you know as well as I do that on a
numher of occasions, when important Bills have
passed through the Committee stage and have heen
amended; the third reading has been held over
for some time, at any rotc until a re-print of the
Bill has been obtained. That should elways he
done in connection with mcasures which are of
more than ordinary impertance. The mceasure
we are discussing now was introduced by Mr.
Gardiner, the Treasurer, and Mr, Gardiner has heen
absent from this State for some time. Weo were
assured by the Treasurer before he went away that
it was his intention to carry this measurce through.
What has been the result ¥  During the Treasurer’s
absence exemptions have beon made in directions
where they should never have been made, and
reliel has been refused those able least to hear
the taxation, while benefits have been granted
those to whom it was never intended to give it.
We do not know now whether the ‘I'reasurer
will stand hy this Bill or not. Hardly one clause
in it to-day, is B$ it was when the Treasurer left
the State., No fewer than 27 amendments appeared
on the Notice Paper and almost all of them have
been ohrried. There have also been carried
amendments which wers not on the Notice Paper
while some clauses have been struck out.  Surely,
therefore, we should be entitled to have some
consideration shown us. We should have an
opportunity of seeing a clean print of the Bill
before we agree to the third reading. This is the
machinery measure and unless the taxation
measure itself is passed, the machinery measure
will be worthless. Why should we pass the third
reading to-day ? Thete i3 no necessity for doing
that to-day. On previous occasions when the
taxation mneasure, and the assessment measure
have been before the House, the third reading
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stages have invariably heen taken on the sama
day. Why the hast: on this occasion. may I
aak ? We can go on with the second resding
of the taxation Bill and then dispose of the third
reading stages of both measures at the same tinte.
Hon. members will not know what they will be
discussing in connection with the Taxation Bill
itgelf until they sec a fair print of the Assessment
Bill.  There is o good deal of other busincss we
can go on with, s6 no harm will follow if the third
reading stage is postponed. Moreover, the energics
of the clerke of the House have becn taxed to the
utmost by the latencss of the previous sitting. and
in justice to them they should be given the oppor-
tunity of perusing & reprint of the measure to see
that tho amendnients hove been correctly mado.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: We must put our brust in

. the Chairman as well.

Mr. HOLMAN: Certainly, but it is uttorly
impossible with such a flood of amendments not
to expect an error to occur,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member I hope is
not reflecting on the Chairman of Committees,

Mr. HOLMAN : Certainly not. I am too well
aware of the strenuous duties the Chairman has
to perform ; but i3 it not possible for mistakes
to0 be made when we remember that during a long
sitting the Chairman has to be relieved on several
occagions ? The clerks, of course, attond to these
matters, but as 1 have stated every assistance
should be given them to see that members are
presented with a correct, print of the Bill, secing
that it was almost torn to shreds in Committee.
Thet practice hag always been followed whenever
a Bill has beon magsacred in Gommittee as tho

" Assesament 13ill wag last evening. Wore we passing

only the taxation measures, and were we at the
closing houra of the session, there would bo no
room for argument. We would make our protest
and bo content, but the end of the session is still
a long way off and the House hns a good doal of
other buginess to deal with. Therefore, the third
reading stago can well atand over until next
Tuesday and hon. members will have an opportunisy
of secing oxactly what the measure looks like in
its omasculated form. Again, there may be a
nocessity for the Government to recommit tho
measuro when they have secen a fair print of it.
Even tho acting Treasurer himself, learned in the
law as he is, can hardly be awaro of the full oxtent
of the amoendments which have been made to the
mQRsura.

“Mr. SPEAKER : I do not think the hon, member
is guite fair in making those statomonis because
it is o refloction on the Chairman of Committees.
As I stated bofore, I have a certificate that this is
a fair print in accordance with the Bill as agreed
to in Committee. Now the House is following
precisely the same course as is always followed in
connection with other Rills Ever since 1 have
heen in Parliamont & re-print of a Bill hes nover
bpen distributed to hon. members on the third
reading stage. Hon. members never see it again
unlogs it comes back from the Legislative Council

* with amondments.

Mr. HOLMAN : With all due reapect to you,
Mr. Speaker, I know that Bills on many occasiona
have been distributed here on tho third reading
stage. Moreover, and [say this with all duo reapect,
I am addressing the House as I have a porfect
right to do 23 o representative of the people eo
long as I conform to the Stending Orders. I did
not refer to the Chairman of Commitbees. What
I said was that the amendments were so numerous
thet the Attorney General himself would not be
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able to tell us what the effect of them were without
geeing a re-print of the Bill. T am surprised, there-
fore, when a member is doing his duty, to tind the
Speaker taking up such a stand, T say that with
all due humility, and I regret that you, Mr. Speaker,
should have interrupted mo.

Mr. SPEAKER : My only desire was to help
the hon. member.

Me. HOLMAN: If T requiro your help, Mr.
Speaker, I will not hesitate to ask for it. 1 will
always ‘bow to your ruling and T can assure you
that if T am in difficulties [ will not hesitate to sock
your advice. T nm sure that if you, Mr. Speaker
had been in my position you would have adopted
a similer attitude and spoken in even more forcible
language than T am capable of doing. T have
already told the House that there were 27 amond-
monts on the Notice Paper, that soveral wore
movad by the momber for Katanning and others
wore moved by other hon. membors, of which no
notice was given. Some wors agreed to and aome
ware rejected, yet we aro asked to pass the third
reading to-day without being given an opportunity
of soving what the Bill looks like in its altered form.
T am entering an ecmphatic protest againat such a
procedure.  This measuro will affect the whole
population of the State. Some of the amendments
which have boen passed will materially affect tho
revenue by thousands of pounds, and in fairness
to tho Treasurer himself wo should hold up the
moasure now until ho returns. I would nobt be
doing my duty if I did not enter my protest against
the unseemly haste which is being displayed by
the (lovernment in connection with the third
reading stage. There was nothing whatever to
prevent them putting this Bill further down the
Notice Paper, and it could have been reached
simultancously with the third rcading stage of
the Taxation Bill. o have only half tho (iovern.
ment hero at tho prosent time and wo do not know
what their financial policy is.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They no not know them-
selvos.

Mr. HOLMAN : o know full well that thero
arp grave financial difticultios ahead of us and these
have to be faced firmly. We know too that the
amondments which have been made to the Assess.
ment Bill must put the tlovernment in a very tight
cornor. We know that without finanee the country
will socon hecome bankrupt. The Treasurer him-
self told us that if the measure which ho intro-
duced was passed we would got from it a certain
amount of revonue, but there have been so many
oxemptions made that the financial position will
be altered altogether. The differenco must run
into many thousands of pounds. The * Wost
Augtralian " in its leading article only this morning
drow attention to the fact that as tho result of
one of last night's amendments the State will lose
no less a sum than £30,000 and this i3 to be practic-
ally given back to those who are well able to pay.
. The Attorney General: And do you think that
is correct.

Me. HOLMAX : I do not know. but where thero
is 2o much doubt and when the loading newspaper
of the State adopts such an attitude, we are jusii-
fied in asking for a little further time to consider
the Bill in ita altered form. T do not know
whethor thoy are correct of not, and [ defy the
Attorney General to say at present how far-reaching
all tho amendments in the measure will bo in
affecting revenus. This is a matter of direct im-
portance to the Governmont themselves. It is
not a Governmont measure. It did not emanate
from the Government. It has been torn in shreds
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and patched up. ¥ edo not know exactly what the
patches mean. We do not know what revenue
wo are to got under the measure, in fact, we do
not know where we ara. With a view of testing
tho Housp to sce whether it will blindly accept
anything put bufore it, or demend an epportunity
for properly discussing the guestion, I meve an
amendment—

*“That *‘ now ' be struck out with a viow of

inserting other words.”

I do this, not with the idea of obatructing the pas.
sege of the measure, for I realise we must have
taxation, but because T have a perfect right to
entor my protest againat the passing of measures
without full consideration, Consider the import-
anco of some of the amendments dealt with last
night. One meant g difforence of £8,000 or £10,000
and others meant as much and even moro. Surely
wo should be entitled to somae reasonable oppor-
tunity for closoly investigating the Bill.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fremantle)
[5:3]: I second the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. J.
George) Murroy-Wellington [5-4}: 1 do not
propose to follow the hon, member’s flight of
fancy, nur do I wish to deny that if he chooses to
think it in guod taste, he is at liberty to take the
coursc he has. But I want to enter a protest
apainst his statement that the Bill has been un-
duly rushed through. A few weeks ago the House
decided that we should put the Standing Qrders
on oue side in order that we might take a Bili
through all stages in ome sitting if necessary,
That has been done in this case.

Mr. Holman: You could not do it, for you had
to get a new Bill printed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No one who
wishes his words to have full credence can say
that the discussions which have takon place on the
several stages of this Bill have not been full. I
am not going to insult the intelligence of the
House by supposing for 8 moment that hon,
members did not know what they were doing
when they voted on it. Hon. members opposite
gave us criticism ; some of it was not very relevant,
but they gave it to us just the same, and all the
pointa were discussed and voted upon. There
is no real reason why the course taken by the
hon. member should have been adopted. He
has said there is another Bill to discuss upon
which this is contingent. If that Bill is cast out
by the House, then of course this Bill will not
operate ; but to say that because there is another
Bill which in a measurc is attached to this one
we must stop our work till woe sce what the fate
of the other Bill may he is to ask the House io
comc to no decision on any matter whatever.
If that course were carried through to its logical
conelusion, our proceedings on every measuro
would be stultified. I ask the House to negative
the amendment of the hon. member and let us get
through with this Bill and get on to the next.
If I {elt there had been any undue haste in pushing
the Bill through [ would not be so confident,
but T am not of that opinion at all. 1 do not
wish to indulye in recrimination if I can help it,
because T think the consideration of this matter
is now beyond the stage for formal speeches.
We have gone through it as o business proposition
and [ hope the House will reject the amendmeut.

Hon. P. COLLIER {Boulder) (3-7): The pro-
test made by the member for Murchison was not
without substantial justification. Certainly there
is no urgent need why the third reading of the
Bill should be taken to-day. Tf another place
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wera waiting for work to go on with I could under-
stand the anxiety of the Government to get this
Bill over there at the esrliest possible moment ;
but a glanco at the Notice Paper of another place
shows to us that that House has work sufficient
to engage them for the next week or two, quite
independent of whether they receive this Bill
or not. Thersfore, if for thot reason alene, the
the Government might well hold over the third
reading until o later date. There is nothing to
be gained by forcing it through to-day. 1 am
not going to say that any mistakes have been
made, for of course I accept the certificate of
tho Chairman of Committees that thiz is a true
copy of the Bill as amended in Committes, but
there arc other reasons why time should be given
for consideration of the Bill., As a matter of faet,
I think the Bill ought to proceed no further until
we have the Premier and the Treasurer back
emongst uvs. The two principal Ministers con-
cerned, the Premier of the State and the Treasurer,
who is intimately interested in thia discussion of
the measure, arc absent from the State.

Hon, J. Mitcheil : Surely that is Ministerial
responsibility, not ours.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But we¢ romember very
well the attitude adopted by the Government on
a former occasion this vear when the buainess
of the Houso was entirely suspended becauso of
the ahsence of the Treasurer from the State.
That in itself is evidence that the Government
rely to a very great extent, if not wholly, upon
tho advice of the Treasurer on financial matters,
If the House were unable to proceed with any
finonecial measvres whatever during the former
absence of the Treasurer, only three or four months
ago, then surcly the Treasurer has not fallen to
guch an extent in the estimation of his colleagues
and those on that side, that they feel they can
now get on, not only without his assistance, but
apparently tho better for his absence. It is a
remarkable change of attitude.

The Attorney General: He had to go to Mel-
bourne on that occasion to find what moncy was
available.

Hon. P. COLLIER : That iz not my point. I
am not arguing that he had no justification for
being out of the State then, nor that he has not
justifieation for being out of the State now. He
was over there dealing with loan moneys.

The Attorney General : That is why these Bills
were then held up.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Not at all. Tt was be-
cause the Government were unable to procced
on financial questions during his absence. More
particularly should the House refuse to consider
theso proposals any further cduring the ahbscnce
of the Treasurer in view of the manner in which
the Treasurer’s mature judgment as expressed
in the Bill, has been entirely set aside.

The Minister for Works: Would yon have
accepted the whole of the Bill if the Treasurer
werc here ?

Hon. P. COLLIER: XNo, because | do not
accept any responsibility whatever for the draft-
ing of it ; but if I had been a member of the Gov-
ernment that discussed and digested it for months
and drafted the Bill and brought it to the House,
I would have accepted full responsibility for it
and would not have deserted it in tho miscrable
fashion in which it has heen deserted by the
Treasurcr's colicagues during his ahsonce. [t
ig only fair to the Treasurer that we should not
proceed any further with the Bill until he returns
and has an opportunity of viewing the handiwork

[ASSEMBLY.)

of the Committec as dirested in some instances
by his collengue the deputy loader of the House,
Last night we had the spectacle of the deputy
leader of the House frequently finding himsulf
in division on the side opposite his colleague
the acting Treasurer.

Hon, J. Mitchell: He was very generous, he
voted with you sometimes.

Hon. P. COLLIER : Tt is all very well, but in
view of the radical wholesale departure this House
has thought fit to take from the Bill ‘as- brought
down by the Treasurer, this House led by the
Government, who in turn were led by the cross
benches, in view of that fact——

The Minister for Works : It is not a fact.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is a fact. What were
the Government doing for four huurs in a meeting
upstairs discussing the Bill ?

The Minister for Works: Doing their buginess.

Hon. P. COLLIER : Thig is the place in which
to do ithoir huginess after Bills have been laid
before the House, this place and not behind the
sealed doors of a cauons, not in following the
methods which the hon. moember has spent the
whole of his political life in condemning. He and
most of his colloagues have maintained their
political existence by condemning the very methods
they have adopted in regard to the Bill.

The Minister for Works: No.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There is no denying it.
I should like too, that the Premier should have
an opportunity of saying wheiher, after all, be
is prepared to aceept the Bill as amended by the
Committee. I doubt very much if the Treasurer
and the Premier would be prepared to go any
further with the Bill after the manner in which it
has been riddled during the last few davs. [
take the first opportunity of ssying that, wviewing
the Bill as it lefs our hands last night, it is highly
desirable that we should not proceed any further
with the measurc. Therc is another point, and it
seems Lo me that cannot he got over. If the Bill
that is set down for consideration this aftermoon,
the Income Tax Bill, is not passed in this House,
where is the Assessment Bill with which we have
heen dealing for the last two days ? It will have
to go into the waste paper basket. The Bill
of which wo are now discussing the third reading
is contingent upon the passing of the Income Tax
Bill. Unless the Income Tax Bill is passed, this
Bill is of nn use whatever, is merely waste paper.
If the Income Tax Rill fails to pass we of necessity
have to go back upon the existing Land and
Income Tax Assessment Act. Lot us not waste
the time of the House by carrying this Bill any
further until we know what the fate of the other
Bill is to he. When the Land and Income Tax
Act was originally passed, in 1907, the third reading
of the measure was not taken for something like
a weck sfter it had passed through Committec. It
remained on the Notice Paper for several days,
until the House had had an opportunity of dis-
cussing the other Bill. 1f they were short of work
in another place, I would not blame the Govern-
ment for getting on with this Bill and scnding it
over, But, judging from the progress being made
in another place with certain other Government
measures, it seems that members there will not
be in & position to deal with this matter for three
or four wecks. Again, the conlerence of Premicrs
and Treasurers is now over, having concluded its
business yesterday ; and I presume that the
Premier and the Treasurer will he back in this
State some time next week, possibly on Monday.
Particularly if the Treasurer is going back to
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Melbourne to attend another conference in July,
he will make his way over here at the earlicst
possible moment. The Premier and the Treasurer
on their return will be able to consider what should
be dune with regard to thie Bill, in the light of the
manner in which it has been dealt with during
their absence. That is the position, and I shall
vote agsinst the third reading. .

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN (Forrest) [5.21]: Tt ap-
pears te me that the Government in asking
that the third reading of this Bill be taken
to-day prior to the discussion of the other
Bill which is to engage our attention as seon
as this measure has heen disposed of, are
putting the cart hefore the horse. T hold
the opinion, also, that it wounld be wise for
this House, no matter what confliet of opinion
huas been in evidence during the discussion
on the measure and its amendments, to await
the return of the Treasurer. HMe is the man
1esponsible for the financial solvency of
Western Australin, and it is at a time like
this we should he especially loyal to the Treas-
“wrer in the matter of any proposals he has
to make. T is to-day the financial mouth-
piece of Western Australia in the Bastern
Btates. It is quite true that when he at-
tended previous conferences the business of
the House was hung uwp. Personally I do not
ineline to a one-man Government. Indeed, 1
remember being rapped over the knuckles by
Mr. Scaddan because at one time I, as one
of the supporters of his CGovernment, sug-
gested that the bhusiness of Parliament couid
go on in his absence. However, the present
Premier, in addition to the Treasurer, is ab-
sent from the State. During their absenae,
ithe dietators of the Government have run
amok. Thev have taken the business out of
the hands of these responsible to this House
for putting statements before us, and as a
result there is no one in Western Australia
to-day could recognise this Bill as it emerpged
from this (hamber last cvening. Conse-
quently, T think we should be most careful,
and if time will allow of our &xercising eau-
tion, we should exercise eaution in going on
with this Bill, at all events until its original
sponsor returns. I know that if the Treas-
urer were in this House to-day, he would be
voicing his protest in the same way as the
leader of the Opposition has done,

The Minister for
know that?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Because I have heen
speaking with the Treasurer, and know that
he has absolutely no svmpathy whatever with
the way in which this measure has bheen
hacked abont. He evidently had an idea
that something was going to be done with it
in his absence, and something has been done
with it during his absence. The faet is that
the acting leader of the House was told a
few days ago what he wnas to do with this
measure. There has been no semblanre of
leadership in this Chamber latterly. We do
not know where one Minister stands rela-
tively to another.

Mr. SPEAKER: That has nothing to do
with the third reading of this Bill.

Mr. O'LOGHLEX: It may not have any-
thing to do with the question before the Cham-
ber, but the people of Western Australia

Works: How do you .
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will have to groan under the taxation which
is being levied, and they have a right tn know
whether an alternative method eannot be de-
vised to get Western Australia out of her
financial difficulties,, Very little attention
is being paid to this phase of the subject to-
day.  Unfortunately, Western Australia is
dependent on primary production, and every
one of our industries, with the exception
of the pastoral industry, is reeling under
blows received from various quarters—from
the war, from climatic causes, and from bad
government. Only one of our industries is
in a hueyant condition to-day; and yet it is
proposed, in spite of our disadvantageous
pesition as compared with the people of the
Eastern States, to levy toll on those amongss
ns who are least able to bear it. The work-
ers of this State are to bhe asked under ihis

Bill, whieh s not the C(lovernment
Bill  originally  introduced, to find a
sum of £75,000 per aroum, which they

were not obliged to find previously. ‘That sum
will have to come out of their ¢upboards, and
very naturally the people will ask whether there
is not another method of working out our finan-
cial salvation. Personally I think there is no
such urgent hyrry that this measure could not
stand over for its third reading until the return
of the Treasurer, the man to whom we look,
the man picked out by his colleagues to manage
the finances of this country. Even if the Treas-
urer were not returning within a few days,
however, members, whether sitting on this side
of the House or on that, if they disagree with
a certain piece of legislation, have a right to
nppose that legislation at cvery stage. Is not
that admitted?

Hon. .J. Mitchell: That is right, of course.

AMr, O'LOGHLEN: Consequently, T am tak-
ing this opportunity of pointing out to the
I{ouse that it would be instructive to the people
of Western Australia if the Treasurer were
cnabled to give this House—and he is respona-
ible to this House—his opinion as to the effect
of these aniendments which have been made in
the measure during his absence. It would be
instructive to the people to learn whether the
amendments have the approval of the Treasurer.
None of the Ministers can tell us that they
have,

Hon, P. Collier: And the approval of the
Premier.

The Miniater for Works:
us?

Mr, O'LOGHLEXN:
Works tell us?

The Minister for Works: T thought you had
discussed the matter with the Treasurer?

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: The Minister for Works
often thinks a great deal that is of no advan-
tage to the people of Western Australia.

The Minister for Works: That is an imperti-
nent statement.

My, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: I am not in the habit of
making impertinent statements, but if I wanted
a tutor in the art of making them I would go
to the Minister for Worky. I have never wit-
nessed during my ten vears in this House such
a manifestation of helplessness as has been
given here during the last few days. Ministers

Cannot you tell

‘an the Minister for
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are not united. They will not take responsi-
bility for a measure. A couple of them pass
to the right and a couple to the left. They are
all at sea with regard to measures of Govern-
ment policy. :

The Minister for Works: No. We are free,

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN: I heard one national
Labour man, Mr. Thomas, say that after the
party had been created every man was as free
as the air he breathed; that he could go into
the House and advecate a proposal or oppose
it just as he pleased. We have it in evidence
that the members of the Country party the other
day entirely attributed their solidarity to their
class consciousness,

Mr. Pickering: I refute that.
class consciousness in this party.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Absolutely it is so. Tt
is the representative of the Farmers’ and Set-
tlers’ Association that is elass conscious. e
knows that the people whom he represents are
labouring under certain disabilities, and he
makes an open boast of it that he is out to
remove these disabilities; and let us give him
all honour for it. Perhape the same thing exists,
under party government, on this side of the
House, and in every quarter of the House.
There may he times when groups of members
representing certain interests or certain classes
may say, ‘‘We will go for this, or we will go
for that’’; but when it interferes with public
policy, and when it means making discrimina.
tion by which some people have to suffer penal-
ties while others eseape them, it gets beyond
good legislation and good government. I am
not blaming the members of the Conntry party
for making demands and seeing that they are
granted. 1 am blaming those who lack the
ability to stand up against any and every de-
mand. It would be a most interesting position,
if the Treasurer had not been called away, to
see him standing up in his place here and telling
the cross benches, when they issued their ulti-
matum, what he thonght of them.

Mr. Maley: Mr. Sanderson thinks the Treas-
urer is well away and ought not to eome bhack.

Mr. O’LOGIHLEN: Mr. Sanderson may have
that opinion, but I have a very high opinion of
the Treasurer and of his ability. T do contend,
however, that the Treasurer and his collengues
should stand together on a Bill after it has
passed the second reading, They should take
responsibility for such a measure, and not nllow
it to be sniped at from every corner of the
Chamber, nor allow a wedge to he driven into
the Ministry so that we do not know where
we are.

The Minister for Works:
we are,

Mr. OLOGHLEN: Where were you Jast
night? Were the Attorney General and the Hou-
orary Minister for the North-West right last
night, and were you wrong?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! 7T cannot allow the
hon. member to discuss what happened last
night.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: We are discussing the
measure, and the effeot it will have.

Mr. SPEAKER: What happened last night
has no effect on the third reading of the Bill

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: I certainly think it has
a very big effect on the third reading, hecause

Therc is no

We know where
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it shows the demoralised state of the House
when there is no leadership, inasmuch as Min-
isters are divided and cannot tell the country
exactly what they want. And that position is
aggravated by the fact that the two leading
members of the Government are away. Al
thongh their substitutes are doing remarkably
well in many ways, they are not in a position
to tell us whether the measure, passed as it is,
will neet with the approval of their colleagues
when they return.

The Minister for Works: I am satisfied.

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: But there are others to
be considered begides the hon. member,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is a National Par-
fianent.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: It is a MNational Par-
liament, we are told, and I have every con-
sideration for others.

Mr. SPEAKER: T would like to draw the
attention of the hon. member to the fact that
the Treasurer is not under discussion. It is-
the third reading of the Bill that is befora the
House,

Mr. O'TOGHLEN: With all respect to you,
Mr. 8peaker, T have a perfect right to claim
that the third reading of the Bill should not
be passed until the Treasurer’a retorn)

Mr. SPEAKTR: But the hon, member is
not in order in repeating that fact motre than
is necessary. He has now repeated it 15 times.

Mr, LOGHLEXN: If that is so, I am sur-
jirised, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, SPEAKER: I am not.
the hon. member every latitude.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: As long as I am not re-
peating myself, I am in order.

Mr. SPEAKER: But you are.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: This is the first time I
have been told during the 10 years I have been
here that T have repeated wmyself. 1 have,
during the last three years, only spoken about
five times and yet, you Mr. Speaker, make this
intrusion to tell me that T am off the track.

The Minister for Works: There i% no ‘in-
trusion by the Speaker.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: We do not all possess
the originality that some :members do. Mem-
bers have to follow in the track of many
speakers and sometimes matter is repeated a
dozen times. This is the first time I have been
told that I repeat myself unduly when I make
a few ohservations to the House.

Hon, T. WALKER (Kanowna) [5.33]: The
member for Murchison used a very forcible
argument for the postponement of the third
reading of the Bill. T have had some few
years’ experience of Parliamentary life, not
only in this State but in an Eastern State,
and T have never known a Bill undergo su
many alterntions at the hands of the an-
thors of a RBRill as this measurc has under-
gone during its progress throngh Committee
The previous speakers are corrcet in saying
there is not a single member of the TTouse,
unless it be vou, Mr. Speaker, who has a faiv
print of the Bill, who has a knowledge of the
Bill in its entirety, and who is able to scec
the relationship of its patts, and appreciate
the full value of the alterations that have
been wnude; and it is eertainly the important
Bill of the sesgion. That is to say, it is the
important Bill in conjunction with the Bill

T am allowing
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which is to follow, that is the Land and Tn-
come Tax Bil); it is the preface, the prelude
and part, and the legislation is not complete
and as has been pointed out, this portion
is of no value whatever until the succeeding
Bill becomes law. We cannot one of us ap-
preciate the indtances and relationships of all
the alterations that have been placed on the
business paper. 1t is orly fair that we shouid
see the Bill in print and be able to follow
it clanse by clause Lefore we assent to the
third reading. I say so all the more becanse
this Bill has n remarkable history. Tts his-
tory docs not even date from its introducétlion
to this Chamber. Tt is anterior to that. The
life of the Government was given to them
by the people for the purpose of construct.
ing u financial poaliey that would plaee the
State on a solid footing, and presumahly
this is no other than a national finaneial po-
licy., The people gave the Government a
mandate to aect nationally and finaneially
and after mature consideration, after all
kinds of expedients. the Treasurer intro-
duced the measure. That measure reached z
certain stapge whilst the Treasurer was with
us. Me stayed while the principles of the
Bill were being discussed. He was here all
through its second reading debate and no
one who heard the sprech he made in reply
can Joubt the fact that he pledged himself,
his honour and integrity, indeed his position
as a Minister of the Crown. upon the prin-
ciples enunciated in the measure. He turned
with wrath on those who suggested the very
amendments that now the remnant of the
Government have adopted.

Hon. JJ, Mitchell: The House may have
done it.
Hon, T. WALKER: Tt is here we are

treading on dangerous ground. Tf the House
had done it and the Minister stood to his
guns, we should have known where we stood.
If the House had done it in the teeth of the
Minister’s opposition the Minjister pvould
have interpreted the vote as it ought, in
honourable assemblies, to be interpreted. But
when the Ifouse is not allowed to do that,
and the Ministers behind the bhack of the
responsible Minister who iotroduced the
measure—when  the  Ministers themselves
back down and desert the prineiples that he
defended and go behind his hack, so to
speak, and adopt what they are told to
avoid, that very moment there is an end of
Respensible Government. Tt is na longer
Responsible Government. Tt is not Parlia-
ment in its old, honourable sense, where a
Minister intrpduces a policy and stanids or
falls by it. Jf we are to have government
of this kind, the institution has gone. We
ean in no way bring a Minister to hook in
this Chamber. We can in no wise punish
the offender.

Hon, J. Mitchell: You never did, the in-
dividual Minister.

Hon. T. WALKER: T have known in my
experience individual Ministers who have re-
signed and their places have been filled by
others because it was recogmised that in-
dividual Ministers were the offenders. but in
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this particular case it is not an individual Min-
ister who is solely responsible. Thig is distinetly
a Government measure, introduced by the Gov-
ernment through its responsible Minister in
eharge of the department which deals with fin-
ance, and the Government had to take the full
responsibility of it. Bui at the same time we
had to judge what that responsiblity meant hy
the confidence expressed in this Chamber itself,
and if we are to judge by what the Minister
said on the conclusion of the debate on the
second reading of the measure, then cvery-
thing that has been done in his absence is
direetly the antithesis of what he then adve-
cated, championed and declared his determina-
tion to stand by, One wants to know what it
all means.  Nothing happens in this world
without a cause, and without a cause sufficient
to produee it. T want to ask what is the desire
for haste in the third reading now; what apecial
emcergency is there to get this before the Legis-
lative Couneil? Why (o it hefore the Minister,
who has made such strong statements on the
floor of the House, has time to return? His
work % over aml he should be baek soon, as
was stated by the leader of the Opposition.
Why this haste? [s it possible that those human
frailties that sometimes heset men and lift
them up in the lofty atmosphere of distinetion,
those frailities that cause one to become light
headed and vain, is it those who are now run-
ning the affairs of this covntry in the abseuce
of those truly responsible, want to do it off
their nwn bat and want to show how clever they
are, and get the thing done before the others
have a chance to get back.

Mr. Davies: That is not confined to one side
of the House.

Hon. T, WALKER: Tt is not confined to one
side of the House: it is a common, human
thing. T have hearl of it at Midland Junection.
There are instances of that kind everywhere.

The Minister for Works: You need not
worry about that, Get on with the Bill

Hon. T. WALKER: T objeet to these stupid,
unseemly interrnptions,

Tho Minister for Works:
Rill now,

Hon. T. WALKER: T am going on with the
Bill in a manuner in whieh the hon. member evi-
dently does uot like, and the hon. member feels
it, or onght to feel it if he does not. T am
pausing because | want the House to have the
full benefit of the dramatic rehearsal on the
part of the leader of the House, which shonld
not be seen in a dignified Assembly.

B The Minister for Works: Get on with the

il

Hon. T, WALKER: It shows what we may
expert whilst mattors of the State are left in
the hands of suel irresponsible people. There
is evidently a desire on the part of Ministers
te get this Bill ont of the way before the Pre-
mier and Treasurer return, and T am objecting
to that, T did not entirely approve of the
Treasurer's propesals. Tn fact T made my posi-
tion ¢lear from the ecommencement of this
measure. T do say that he has a right to give
his imprimatur to his own measure, that he
has a right to comment upon the conduet of the
Rill, and upon its management while it is he-
fore the Assembly, and that he has a right to
know where he stands, not only with the House,

Get on with the
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but with his owii colleagues. I say, morcover,
that the country has a right to know what is
the meaning to he given to the conduct of
the business so fur as this Bill is concerned,
and have a right to know how this is to be
interpreted. 'T'he Bill, for which the Govern-
ment was created and christened a National
Government, has gone through this Chamber
with the Government absolutely divided agninst
themselves. We have had members of the Gov-
ernment voting against ench other whilst the
matter hng been proceeding. Have we not the
right to hear what the Treasurer himself will
say upon eonduct of this kind¥ Where prineiple
has been concerned the Government have been
divided, and we are supposed to have a respon-
sible Government. Who are and who are not
responsible for this measure?

Hon, P. Collier: Nobody is; it is homeless
and fatherless.

Mr. O’Loghlen: It has no parents at all.

Hon. J. Mitehell: It is improved in some re-
spects.

Hon. T. WALKER: T am surprised at the
member for Northam (Hon. J. Mitchell) de-
fonding such ¢onduet. I have never agreed with
him in all his political principles.

Mr, O’Loghlen: e will always stick to his
colleagues.

Hon. T. WALKER: I have always known
the hon. member to be g man who is a stickler
for strict comstitutional Government. He has
been 4 man who all the time T have known him
has had the courage to stand by the Goavern-
ment of which he is either a member or is
sitting behind, and one who never would de-
sert what he balieved to be a principle, whether
it be right or wrong, for the sake of currying
favour or winning a vote. I am, therefore,
a little surprised to find that he ia taking ex-
ception to my commenting upon the attitude of
the Government. The country has a right te
know who are responsible for this measure.

Mr. O’Loghlen: His environment on the cross
benches is having an effect upon him.

Hon, T. WALKER: The Treasurer intro-
duced the Bill, but this is not the Treasurer’s
measure, the third reading of whieh we arc
asked to. pass to-night. Tt is not the measure
of anyone of those Ministers sitting onposite.
There are two Ministers now on the Minister-
ial henches, and during the discussion they have
been cut in twain, one sitting on one side and
one on the other, on matters which involve 2
principle.  Where was the responsibility while
that phenomen was occurring, Ministers voting
with the Oppogition on their own measurc?
We have a right to know where we shall ulti-
wmately saddle the responmsibility, and that is
why I am asking that the third reading shall
he postponed. When the Premier comes hack
he may say, ‘I cannot adopt this as my mea-.
sure, Tt wad never my intention either through
the suavity or the threats or the cajolery of
others, or any other psychological machinery to
yield.”’

Hon. W, C. Angwin: The Premier will take
anything so long as he can keep in office.

Hon, 1. WALKFER: T do not like to think
ill of anyvone.

The Minister for Works: YVou are not justi-
fied in saying that,
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: We have proved all
that over the Hon. F'rank Wilson.

The Minister for Works: Yon have no right
to say that.

Hoo, T, WALKER: Bec that as it may we
have a right to know whether lic adopts this
measure as it stands, pounded out of shape by
an influence not of the Government hut be-
hind the Goverument,

Alr, O'Loghlen: Which they were not strong
enough to resist.

Hon. T. WALKER: And which the Gov-
ernment were not strong enough or courag-
cous enough, and I was going to say honest
cnough, to resist.

Mr. Pickering: Yon do not accuse us of
dishonesty, I hopef

Hon. T. WALKER: I do not accuse them
of dishonesty. Whatever may be said of the
Government, this can be said of the Farmers
and Settlers’ Association. They have never
hidden their light under a bushel, or concealed
their pretengions one iota. They have de-
clared that they are out to get all they can
for thewselves.

Mr, Pickering: And others,

Hon. T. WALKER: And others inciden-
tally.

Mr. O' Loghlen: If there is anything left.

Hon. T. WALKER: The others car have
the erumbs which fall from the table, but
they are out to get all they ean, and declare
that they will support that Government which
gives them the greatest coneessions.

Mr. O’Loghlen: There is no blame attach-
able to them.

Hon. T, WALKER: How can we blame
them in view of the way in which polities
are run in the scratchy sort of style of this
country? They arc all right, but what shall
we say of the Government, which pretend
to he National and take under their wing
overy phase and scetion of the community,
yvielding to one section?

The Minister for Works: Is this a motion
of no confidence?

Hon. W, C. Angwin: You will have it yet.

Hon, T, WALKER: So far as my vote is
caneerned, it will be to convey the want of
confidenece T have in the Government while
we have such a history as has been played
hefore us in comnection with this Bill.

The -Minister for Works: Why not give
some argument agninst the third reading of
the Bill?

Hon. T. WALKETR: My arguments against
that are found in every word that I have said.
The Bill has upon it the very aroma, the
very stink, of bargaining, The Bill has upon
it the stamp of the desertion of responsibility.
The Bill has upon it the very opposite of all
that has been deemed honourable and noble in
the history of British politics, That is why
I am opposing this third reading.

Mr. O'Loghlen: And they are not proud of
it.
Hon. T. WALKER: Its impositions affect
the people, it is trug, and om this ground
alone one might be justified in reiterating
the argument which has been used at every
stage up to date. Baut that is net all. Thern
is the revolvtion that it means; there are the
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possibilities of Government in the twentieth
century in this enlightened State of Western
Australia. There are the depths to which we
have descended in our political existence.

Hon. ¥, Collier: Where are wo going, and
how will the people stand it?

Hon. 7. WALKER: How will the people
tolerate this?

Hon. W. C, Angwin: That is why they want
to rtush it through.

Hon. T. WALKER: How will the people
tolerate thiz method of dealing with Bills of
the utmost public rmportance?

Tlon. P. Collicr: The public are helpless.

Hon. T. WALKER: The public are utterly
helpless.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Do not make any mis-
talee about that; they will smash them up
directly.

The Minister for Works: I suppose this is
the first stage of the smashing.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: Yes.

The Minister for Works: It does you credit.

Mr, SPEARKER: Order! Will the hon. mem-
her proceed?

Heon. T. WALKER: I am endeavouring to
speak as T feel, I am speaking as I am be-
cauge T feel that a duty impels me to do so.
It i3 not the language of a novice in that
senge. From my earliest day of entering into
political life T have had an ideal, and T could
think of nothing more deserving of respect
and veneration than this time-honoured insti-
tution, which gave that instrument to the
people whereby they might express their will,
and which we have christened Parliament.
That institution T have always tried to preserve
with all its privileges, rights, and sense of
honour that history has clothed it in., How
can I help feeling humiliated and degraded
when I contemplate the history as seen in this
measure? It is the very ultimate point of
degradation of everything we eall political.

Mr. O'Loghlen: It has no breeding or pedi-
gree at all.

llon. T. WALKER: The longer we are
given to think over thig, to study it, to ¢on-
template it and possibly to again amend it,
the wiser we shall be acting in the interests
of our constituents, and of the people at large.
T should very willingly, if the Treasurer were
here to-night, ask that there should he a re-
committal of this Bill——

AMr. Green: Or a Royal Commission.

Hon. T. WALKER: 1In order to consider
particularly one portion of it with a view to
having it altered. T refer to that portion
which deals with the taxing of the poorer see-
tion of this community while giving coneces-
sions, remittances and exemptions te others
who can well afford to pay, or, if they cannot
well afford to pay, have less need to squenl
than this, the great hody of the people that T
have in mind. T want this measure printed
from its title to its coneclusion in order that 1
may give an apt and just comparison between
the firm insistence of the Government on some
portions of it and their. jay-like yielding on
other portions. T want people to cempare
what is taken up and what has been, like the
laws of the Medes and Persians, made fixed
and unalterable and pushed on with set teeth
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anid determined mein, I want to see by mak-
ing a comparison, as the measure stands in
print, the effect of the tout ensemble. Good
as my memory is usually, it is impossible for
me to recall the verbiage or the context of the
amendments that were made last night. On
all great matters we get an opportunity for the
full and complete consideration of a measure.
This is supposed to be a deliberative Chamber,
not a rush Chamber. We are “supposed to
think aver what we are doing. We are sup-
posed to bring our hrains to hear in a mature
sense after we have digested the facts, then to
think carefully and not to he precipiiate.
Here we cannot aet more inconsiderately if we
were passing laws in the street and were ask-
ing the erowd to vote upon the measures sub-
mitted to them hefore having the facts given
to them. The Government absolutely want,
metaphorically speaking, to club the measure
through. They eome down at half-past four
as the bell rings and throw on our desks 27
amendments to the most important measare of
the session, in fact, the most important mea-
sure of the period, and they say, ‘‘Discuss
them, we will give you no time to read them,’?
and then they refuse to re-print the measure
whicli contains these amendments. They ex-
pect members to pieee the amendments to-
gether and to see the effect of them as best
we ean by taking the Notice Paper and read-
ing the old Aet and the Bill and trying by
straining all our mental powers to acquire the
knowledge we ounght to have.

Mr. Davies: Is it nsual to circulate a Bill
amongst members on the third reading stage
after many amendments have been made?

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, it has been re-
peatedly done, and in this case it ought to
have been done. In ordinary cases a Bill is
re-printed after it hag been amended in Com-
mittee and it is sent to the other Chamber
printed as it leaves this Chamber after the
third reading. It is different of course when
we sugpend the Standing Orders so as to pass
measures through all stages in ome sitting
When a Bill leaves the Committee stage, the

_elerk has to put it in order and a print has

to be made, and when Mr. Speaker anncunces
that he has a certificate from the Chairman of
Committees that the Bill then to be read the
third time, is a print of the Bill as it left
Committee, it pre-supposes that all these
amendments have bcen put in their proper
places, and that the Bill has been re-printed
and that the Bill is a complete and full aed
exact copy of the measure ag it left the Com-
mittee.

Mr. Davies: Ts it customary to civculate that
Bill amongst members?

Hon. T. WALKER: 1If that be not dore it
is because we have got into a slipshod method
of doing things. It ought to be domne.

Mr, O’Loghlen: It has been done,

Hon. T. WALEKER: Tr all my political life
[ never knew it otherwise. I will admit that
we are getting exceedingly careless. We ignore
what is obligatory upon us. What is the object
of the third reading but to enable us again to
review a Bill when we see the whole thing in
its exaet proportions?

Mr, Davies: You could not amend it again.
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Hon. T. WALKER: It could be re-com-
mitted if necessary. When we see a reprint
of the Bill, and we are satisfied with it, no
further debate will be necessary, but it is just
at that stage when we may find that we have
made mistakes in Committee, how we have
knoeked the Bill into shape or out of shape.
Then if necessary we ean ask for its re-com-
mittal. Again, 2 Bill of this kind should not
be passed through the third reading stage until
the people have had time to comsider it. In
matters of such importanee we take second
place to the public, It is the public who have
to bear the burden, and at the present time
there is not onc member of the ecommunity,
except the Speaker, and the Chairman of Com-
mittees, who actually know what the Bill is.
The Bill is to be sent to another Chamber and if
possible to bhe got ouf of the read and become
law without even the author of it knowing what
the Bill is,

Mr, Holman: He does not know one clause
in the present Bill.

Hon. T. WALKER: Even the Premier, whe
iz responsible for the conduct of the affairs
of the country, does not know what the Bill is.
We are to be asked to rush it out of this Cham-
ber and give no time for its review, and no time
for the public to make themselves acquainted
with its provisions, with its enmormities and its
abnormalities, and with its strange mixture of
oppression in one ease and extreme and eriminal
neglect in other ¢ases, T wish to enter my pro-
test againgt the third reading being taken at
this stage. 1 shall vote for the amendment so
that the public may make themselves familiar
with all the provisions of the Bill. I do net
hesitate to say that I am championing in this
Chamber one section of the community par-
ticularly, bot that section is the basic founda-
tion of the whole community; that scetion is
the one whieh is the bottom rung of the ladder
which carries every other rung above it by ita
own sheer strength and endurance,

« Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m,

Hon. W. €. ANGWIXN (North-East Freman-
tle) [7.30]: T support the member for Mur-
chison (Mr. Hohman), on the ground that the
Bill is not as first introduced and has not heen
on the Table sufficiently long to allow people
in the country to know what Parliament was
dealing with.  The Biil eontains a2 number of
amendments which the people have had but
little opportunity of learning anything about.
Noue of the country Press has had time to show
the people what the taxation proposals of the
Government are as contained in the Bill. Tt
might be said that the taxation pronosals really
come under another Bill, but just the same this
Bill provides for the assessments and esemp-
tions. Again, I think the amendment is only
fair, sceing that on many occasions in this
Chamber when a Bill of this description has
passed the Committee stage some time has been
allowed to elapse hefore the third reading has
heen taken, so that the people of the State
might know, through the Press, what Parliament
has done. To push through the third reading
immediately the Committee stage is passed is a
new departvre. T honestly think, after the state-
ments made by the Colonial Treasurer, members
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should have an opportunity of knowing his
views on the Bill as amended. We were pre-
viongly told that without the provisions in the
Assessment , Bill, as originally introdveced, it
would be impossible to earry on the affairs of
the State. We were told that the State required
money and that that was the sole object of the
introluction of the measure. The Colonial
Treasurer said he was there to see that his pro-
posals were given effect to, But in his absence
the Rill has been entirely transformed. Tt is
now a new prepesition altogether, and T think
we should await the Colonial Treasurer’s return
in order to ascertain whether the Bill in its
amended form merts with his approval. I have
been surprised at the action taken in his ab-
sence. T am of opinion that what has been
idene in his absence will not meet with the ap-
proval of the people of the State, and T fylly
cxpect them to ask Parliament to re-consider
the decisions arrived at. A Bill of this des-
cription is quite different from ordinary Bills.
1t ean only he introduced by special permis-
sion from His Excellency the Governor. No
member has a right to move amendments, ex-
cept by way of reduction. No member can in-
creage the taxation proposals in the Bill. No
new form: of taxation can be introduced nor
anything which would be an impost on any see-
tion of the people, unless first recommended hy
His Excelleney., It might be said there is no
neeessity for this; but we had a elear proof of
it last night when an lion, memher tried to im-
pose inercased taxation on a ‘eertain section of
the community. Tt will be seen, therefore, that
this measure is entirely different from an or-
dinary Bill. That being so, I think we have
gool solid grounds for asking that opportunity
should he given to the people to pervze the
Bill. I do not kmnow what words the member
for Murchison intends to insert in licu of the
word ‘"now.’’ Personally I would prefer that
the only words introdueed should be such as
would give time for the Premier and the Col-
onial Treasurer to return to the State. It is
uot my idea to vote that the Bill be read this
day six months.

Hon, T. Walker: I would not object.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T can only say that
in my opinion time should be given to enable
the Premier and the Colonial Treasurer te re-
turn to the State and peruse the Bill in its new
shape, so that we might have their views before
proceceding further. T should be satisfied with
g0 mueh delay, which would miean algo the giv-
ing of opportunity to the people generally to
learn what is heing donec. We cannot get away
from the fact that there is not unanimity
amongst the members of the Government in re-
gard to the Bill. The acting Treasurer is not
satisfied with the Bill, nor is the Honorary
Minister for the North-West. They disagreed
with the Honorary Minister for Lands and with
the Minister for Works, who, by their votes, de-
clarerl that the Colonial Treasurer id not re-
quire the amount of money which he said he
did when introducing the Bill. In effect they
said the Colonial Treasurer was wrong in his
ealenlations, Personally T agree with the action
of the aeting Treasurer in trying to carry out
the views and desires of the absent Colonial
Trensurer. Onee the Government lay down a
financial policy it is their duty to stick to it as
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far as possible. I do not know how anv Min-
ister can consistently vote against the Bill, be.
cause we realise that a Bill of this kind must
have been agreed to in Cabinet before being in-
trodueed here. Obviously all the Ministers then
aequieseed in it, and that being so the Bill
shoull eome here with the agreement and sup-
port of every member of Cabinet. When we
were dliscnssing the second reading of the Bill
reeently the Minister for Works tried to make
it a personal matter, regarding the Colonial
Treasurer as a private individual and not as a
member of Cabinet. I then interjected, *‘This
is not a personal Bill, but a Government Bill;
this Bill represents the policy of the Govern-
ment.’’ No one had a right to deal with the
Colonial Treasurer persenally in the matter,
hecause he is only onc of the Cabinet of Min-
isters. Consequently, this Bill is a Government
poliey Bill, and not a Bill representing the
Treasurer’s policy. Thus it is elear that the
Labinet must have been in accord with the
Treasnrer when this Bill was introduced. T ask
you, Mr. Speaker, whether during your long
experience of this House, an experience longer
than that of any other member—you are not
only the Speaker of the House, but also the
father of the House—you have ever known of
a case where the Treasurer presented the finan-
cial poliey of the Government and pointed out
the urgent neeessity for incrensed revenve,

. where he laid it down in the Chamber that it was

impossible to carry on the affairs of the State
onless Parliament granted him the money he
asked, and where he got so warm, because the
policy of the Government in that matter had
been eriticised, as to turn round and tell these
opposing him, ‘T have a good mind myself to
pay the taxation that you object to paying.’’
T glory in my friend the member for Sussex
(Mr. Pickering). He honestly admitied in
this Chamber that his party are proud of the
position they have taken on this Bill. The
hon., member said, ‘‘ We are here to fight for
a certain pariy.'’

Mr, Pickering: No. T said ‘“a section of the
community.”’

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That is just the
same thing. T was merely putting it more
shortly. The hon. member said, ‘*We are here
to fight for a certain section of the ecom-
munity, and T am proud that we have been
guccessful in reserving to them certain rights
which we think should be granted to them.'’
The member for Sussex is the only member who
has been candid enough to admit the truth, the
anly member who has dealt with the question
openly. When J made that statement the other
night, T was told that it was incorrect and
that T did not know anything about the matter.
But shortly afterwards the member for Sussex
rose and corroborated the statement T had made.
Tn the cireumstances I think we shall mereiy
he arcting fairly and justly by the peonle of
the State if we demand that the third reading
of the Bill should be postponed for at least
one week. The conference of Premiers and
Treagnrers finished vesterday; and our Premier
and our Treasurer should be back here early
next week. Of, course, it is possible fhey may
be staying away on purpose; I do not know.
They may have had a telegram desiring them
to keep away. Indeed, one member of Parlia-
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ment has said that Western Australia could do
very well without the Treasurer altogether.
The request of the member for Murchison (Mr.
Holman} is one which, under the special con-
ditiens obtaining to-day, and in view of the
special action taken by Ministers, who have not
been united among themselves, ought to be
granted, Ministers have been two and two;
honours have been easy. There was not even a
casting vote given by any colleague of Minis-
ters. Theretore the motion of the member for
Murchison shouid le carried, I ask the House
to realise the position, and to say whether this
Bill, of which we are asked to pass the third
reading to-night, is or is not a policy Bill of
the Government. Have they the knowledge or
information neeiled in order to put the finances
of the State in proper order? The acting Treas-
urer said last night that the State could not
afford te lose an amount of £8,000 which was
being voted away. And the hon. gentleman has
been acting for onlv a fortmight or so as
Treasurer. ‘That brief experience has enabled
him to realise the necessity for extreme finan-
eial measures. The acting Treasurer pleaded
that a certain amendment should not he passed
in the Treasurer’s absence. And then we on
this side are told that we are now doing wrong
and blocking business. T have no desire what-
ever to delay huginess, but I do wish to have
it declared openly in this Chamber whether the
Premier and the Treasurer agree with the action
of the Assembly regarding this Bill. And it
must he remembered that it is the Premier whe
is responsible for his Ministers. Tf the Bill
in its present form does not meet with the
Premier’s approval, and if he is dissatisfied
and hands back his commission to the Governor,
then every other Minister goes with him. The
Bill could as well stand over for n few days
to allow us the opportunity of hearing publicly
in this Chamber the ovinions of the Premier
and the Treasurer on it.

The Alinister for Works: That would not
alter your opinion one jot; and you know it.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: T do know that dwr-
ing this session T have done nothing hut help
the Treasurer in every way T could. Before
going away, the Treasurer gave me credit for
that. On the second reading of the Bill T up-
held in many instances the proposals of the
Treasurer, and during the Committee stage T
endeavoured, as far as oracticable, to have those
proposals passed into law. In other words, we
on this side were supporting the Government,
and they sold us a pup. T do not know what
position we shall take when we go hefore the
country, On the hustings we made a promise
that, no matter who held office, if they hrought
down measures necessary to put the finances of
the State in order, we would give them our sup-
port, And the present Government have hroupght
down a financial policy whiech we supported cx-
cept as regards one or two items.

The Minister for Works: What would vour
opposition be like if this is support?

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: We are supnorting the
action of the Treasurer and of the Premier. In
this instance the Treasurer is the mouthpiece
of the Government. We gave our support
becanse we helieved the Treasnrer’s statements.
We told the people from the platform that
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‘there was absolute need for increased taxa-
tion, aithough the Treasurer was, perhaps, a
little severe in some matiers. But we algo
said that we helieved in taxation being dis-
tributed equally over the community, We do
not believe in putting land tax and income
tax on one man, and relieving another man
of one of thosec taxes if the other happens
to be a little higher., It is only due to the
Opposition, who have supported the Treasurer
on this Bill, that we should know whether
the Treasurer also is going to furn dog on us.
I do not think he will,

Hon. J. Mitchell: The' Treasurer said that
if he did not get his Bill he would resign,

The Minister for Works: Do hon. members
-opposite know what the Treasurer's opinion
ig!?

lTon, P, Collier: It is given in his second
reading speceh.

Hon, W, . ANGWIN: As to that, I only
know what the Treasurer said in moving the
second reading of the Bill. But T also know
that in the Treasurer’s absence two of bhis
volleagues have turned him down.

The Minister for Works: But the Treasurer
doces not know that.

Hon. P. Collier: But we want him to know
it, and before the Bill goes through.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The Trcasurer is
" honest enough to believae the reecords of Par-
liament,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
not under discussion,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T do not intend {o
delay the House. Let mc say again that my
principal objection to passing the third read-
ing of this Bill is that the measure we have
hefore us for the third reading is not the
nteasure which .passed the sccond reading,
with the exception of the eclause containing
the short title.

Mr. Nairn: But youn helped to alter the Bill
in the way you desired.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: We stuck to the
Treasurer right through, As regards Clause
2, T told the Treasurer at the time that I
thought the original cxemption should be re-
tained. I said that on the second reading,
While that was the clange to which this side
of the House raised objection chiefly, objee-
tion was also tnken by us to certain other
clauses after the Bill had passed the second
reading.

Mon, P. Collier: The Treasurer said he had
spent 50 hours on this Bill, too.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Yes; a week-end—
Saturday, Sunday, and Monday,

Me, SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: In reply to an in-
terjection, T said that the present Bill eon-
tains clauses which this side of the House
gtrongly opposed. One proposition only was
introduced by this side and that was to make
thre incidence more fair, and this proposnl
was lost on the easting vote of the Chairman.
That is the only proposal which we brought
forward after the Treasurer left. T hope the
motion will be carried so that the Press
throughnut the country, not onlv the metro-
politan Press, will have an opportunity of dis-
cussing this Bill as it passed through Com-

The Treasarer is
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mittee. The Press throughout the country
know nothing whatever about it. That being
80, wo are justified in having the third read-
ing postponed until next Wednesday or
Thursday to enable the Treasurer and Pre-
mier to say if they give their approval to
the Bill as it is now before vs.

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [8.1]: I say as
a member of the Country party that when I
stood for election 1 retained to myself the
right "to exercise my voice and vote in the
House; and as long as I am returned on that
understanding I intend so to do. I resent the
imputation of members of the opposition that
I should be pledged to follow blindly any
Government, If I find the incidence of taxa-
tion unjust to the people I represent, whether
they are members of my particular party or
members of my electorate, I shall fight in the
House.

Mr. O'Loghlen: We do not expect you to
follow the Government; the Government fol-
low you.

Mr. PICKERING: Replying to the remarks
of the leader of the Opposition, I do not hesi-
tate to say what the members of the Country
party supported in regard to the Bill on the
second teading. Mombers cannot get away
from that. What I fought tooth and nail
against has been struck out.

Mr. Green: What about the exemptions on
the higher incomes?

Hon. P, Collier: We want to know what
took place upstaira behind the door.

Mr. PICKERING: So far as what took
place upstairs behind the door is concerned,
the members on this side—the National party
—retain to themselves the right to exereise
their vote at all party meetings.

Hon, P, Collier: Cauecus.

My, PICKERING: Caucus if you like to
call it

Hon. P. Collier: T thought yon were op-
posed to the word *‘caucus.”

Mr, PICKERING: Not at all.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
speak to the motion before the House; Caucus
is not under discussion and it is just as well
for members to know that.

Mr. PICKERING: 1T rose to support the
third reading of the measure. The member
for North-Rast Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Ang-
win) has stated that the Bill was a good Bill
before the Treasurer left this State.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T did not say that.

Mr. PICKERTNG: I beg the hon. member’s
pardon, but he did say that. He said the Bill
was a good measure before the Treasurer left
the State. I took note of what he said.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T never said that.

Mr. PTCKERING: TIf it was a good Bill
before the Treasurer left T do not hesitate to
sav it is 2 better Bill as far as the Opposition
are concerned now,

Hon. P. Collier: That is a reflection on the
Treasurer,

Mr, PICKERING: T do not eare if it is or
not; T say that. What is wrong with the
RillY

Hon. T. Walker: Tell us what is right.

Mr. PICKERING: When the measurs was
brought befare the House there was in the
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parent Act an cxemption to the tune uof £10.
What is the position in the Bill?  That ex-
emption has been increased by 100 per cent.
is that not an advantage and is it oot an in-
ducement to populate the State! Let us turn
to the Bill again. There has been a further
extension to the opposition, that is the ex-
cmption on account of depeadants. Yet mem-
Lers of the Opposition do nothing but eon-
dlemn thesc who fathercd the amendments,
The only thing the opposition really have at
beart is the removal of the £200 cxemption.
L come frem one of the poorest districts in
Western Australia. T have lived in that dis-
trict for vears and most ot the people are
struggling for existence. What is the trouble
a3 far as we are concerned? The Opposition
object to the retention of Section 17 of the
parent Aet. This would have bheen unjust
had it been passed. In some instances
older cettled people of the State are bet-
ter able to pay than these struggling to
make good, and who want ag little taxation
as possible, If we want to open up the South-
West and develop it properly, this House
must be prepared to extend every possible
coneession to the primary producer and the
pioneer. I am a pioneer. [ took up virgin
conntry. We must make the taxation as light
as possible on those people who have the
courage to go into the country and open it up.
Tt has been stated that T voted simply for
the farmers and settlers and the Country party
of which T have the henour to be a member.
We as primary producers are a down-trodden
section of Western Australia, and it is only
hecause we realise that fact and that there
is a necessity to fight our own battles we
take on ourselves the responsibility of re.
prescnting our penple in Western Australia.
We retain our identity in this Chamber to-
night as a party.

Hon, P. Collier:
National party.

Mr. PICKERING: There is nothing I es-
teem more than the word ‘‘nationalism’?’

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member will keep
to the motion before the Chair. Nationalism
is not being discussed. T have allowed 2 lot
of latitude hut the debate is getting beyond
all reason,

Mr. PICKERTNG: I am not going to un-
duly waste the time of the House, hut if T am
led away from my argument by interjection
it is hard if I cannot reply. I want it to be
clearly understood that what T, as 2 member
representing the Sussex electorate in  the
House, have done is to fight a clean fight to
get a Bill that will meet the particular cir-
eumstances in which we are placed to-day.
Xo one will cantend that the time in which
we are living is normal and there are very few
prople in Western Australia who are so dis-
Joval ta the country who are net prepared to
pay their just portion te the taxation of the
conntry. The people are prepared to do their
just share in this time of tribulation.

The ATTORNEY GENTERAL (Hon. R. T.
Robingon—Canning) T[8.12]: I congratulate
the House that on discussing a measure so
vital to the country as this taxation Bill we are
able to extract sn much fun and humour out

I thought you were a
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of it as we have been able to do te-night, and [
congratutate members who are able to discuss
such a Bill as this in a bantering fashion be-
¢auge it prevents during late sittings seme of
the ill-feeling which is likely to arite; and I
am glad to see at the conclusion of a long
debate members are able to enjoy the humour
of the sitvation. I have listened to the mem-
hers who have econtended for various reasons
that the Bill should not be read a third time,
but I have not heard a reason which has ap-
pealed to me in the slightest. [ think hon.
memhers have been twitting us just as they
did on a former oceasion.  When the Trea-
surer went away previously members twitted us
that there was no one on the Treasury bench
who could earry on the financial proposals.
Now when we do carry them on with the full
censent of the Premier and Treasurer, members
say we should not :o it. So that there is no
pleasin;z our friends in any way. The argu-
ments given against the Bill, against the third
reading, have net impressed me. We have given
cvery latitade to the disenssion, Right from
the brginning to the end of the discussion ail-
vantage hus not been taken by the Government
of the fact that the Standing Orders have been
suspended. The discussion has been fair and
full. We have adjourned from time to time
and all reasonable consideration has been piven
to the Bill. Members cannot say it bas been
rugaed through, It has been discussed to the
full, argued, voted vpon and finished with, and
the job is over. Our business is now to send
the Bill, after it has been read a third time; to
be discussed in another place. I hope hon.
members will see that the third reading is car-
ried.

Mr. JONES (Fremantle) [8.13]: [ wish to
support the amendment moved by the member
for Murchison (Mr. Holman). T have pur-
posely refrained from addressing myself to the
Bill in its carlier stages, because [ had hoped
that the good sense of the House and the
sense of justice which permeates even some

hon. members sitting opposite, wonld have
placed this Bill in a somewhat modified
form before wus, and consequently onme

wouldl have been able to vote for the third
reading without any debate at all. [ am hope-
ful that the amendment will mean that the oper-
ations of the Bill will be suspended for a
reriod of a few days. TUnless some precan-
tion is taken in order to regulate the price of
commodities which the workers require in
order to live, they will be unable to meet the
demand shieh this taxation measure will place
upon their slender resources, Tf this Bill is
foreed upon the toilers of this community, it
will in turn foree them to take out the amount
of their taxation inside the Fremantle paol.
‘There will be no other course open but to ad-
vocate passive resisiance by the toilers of the
community, rather than that they should be
forced to meet the extortion which this Bill
will place upon them. Unless the Government
are prepared to institute some regu'ation, or to
force the Federal Government to do so, rezard-
ing the cost of food and living generally, the
imposition of this tax at the low exemption
which is being allowed for, it vill be absolutely
impossible for the workers to meet. We find
that, aceording to a quotation which has been
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placed before me from the text-book on Soei-
ology by the Rev. Dr. Jaues Quayle Dealey,
PH.D., Professor of Sociology and Politieal
Science in the Brown University, of the United
States, dealing with the question of the ‘¢ Flexi-
bility of Life’’— .

Life ia very flexible. It adapts itself to
cirenmstances. 1ts preservation is so essen-
tial that it cannot be destroyed by reducing
the amount of nutrition., In the history of
life there have been wide vicissitudes in this
respect, and the organism has been adapted
and adjusted to these vicissitudes. If food
is abundant, the orgunism ¢omes up to that
standard and is correspondingly rebust. Tf
the supply falls off, the standard is lowered
to correspond, but life goes on.  Unless it
stop suddenly, a great diminution of the
supply can thus be sustained without de-
stroying life. The creature hecomes what is
called “‘stunted,’’ but does not perish.

I submit that the imposition of this tax upon
wage earncrs, those earning £2 or £3 a week,
unless some corresponding reduction is made
in the cost of living, will only result in mak-
ing the oncoming race and the children of
this State, as Professor James Quayle Dealey
gava, ‘“stunted.’’ There is no donbt that this
tax will be a heavy burden upon those earn-
ing anything below £4 a week, if they are
forced to make the payment, and that everv
penny that the State demands from a man
on £3 a week will have to he taken from the
food and the nourishment that are required
for his family.

The Minister for Works: Nothing s
claimed from a man carning £3 a week.

Mr. JONES: A tax is claimed frem a1 man
earning over £156 o year. The leader of the
House knows this,

The Attorney General: This shows that
vou do not understand the Bill. A man on
£1537 a year will not pay anything if he has
children,

Mr. JONES: I have made no mention of
children,

The Atterney General: You said that woe
should be taking away their nourishment.

3r, JONES: T am prepared to work the
thing out for the Attorney General if he is
unable to follow my line of reasoning. He
knows full well my reasoning. and is well
aware of my line of argument, He has shut
his eyes, even as he has turned his hack
apon vou, Sir, to the vital cfleets which will
result from this extortion from the worlkers
and toilera of the community. Unless the
Covernment are prepared to face boldly =«
reduction of the cost of living, the toilers
of the community will be unable to pay the
tax. I hope that hon. members are fallv
seized of the fact that with the present priee
of commodities it will he impossible for the
workers to pay any such imposition. T trust
the amondment will be carried, and that the
Bill will be placed quietly on one side for a
few days at least, because T am satisfied that
with the wonderful speed with which the At
torney General is able to turn out legislatinn,
he ean rexulate the cost of commodities with-
in that time. If he will tackle the question
boldly, snd gunarantee that the workers of
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the community ean buy their commodities at
a reasonable rate, there will be no opposition
from this side of the House to a proposition
for taxation which will not press heavily
upon the toilers of the community. I have
pleasure in supporting the amendment.

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

Avyes . . .o 24
Noes ‘- .. .. 13
Majority for - .. 13
AYES,

Mr. Apgelo Mr. Nalrp

Mr. Broun Mr. Plekering
Mr. Davies Mr. Pilesse

Mr. Draper Mr. Pilkington
Mr. Durack Mr. H. Rcbinson
Mr. Foley Mr. R. T. Robinson
Mr. George Mr, Stubbs

Mr, Griffiths Mr. Teesdale

Mr. Harrizen Mr. Thomson

Mr. Hickmott Mr. Underwood
Mr. Maley Mr. Willmott

¥Mr, Mitchell Mr. Hardwick

Mr. Money [(Teller.)
Mr. Muollany

Nozas.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chesson Mr. Munsle
Mr. Collfer Mr. Rocke
Mr. Green Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Willcock
Mr Jones Mr. O’'Loghlen
Mr. Lambert (Telicr.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council,

BILL—LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 17th April

Hon. P. COLLTER (Boulder) [8.30]: The
House has been engaged for the past three
days in the consideration of taxation meas-
ures, and during that period practieally every
phase of taxation, particularly that of income
tax, has been, I may say, debated thread-
bare. I doubt not, therefore, that the House
has become somewhat wcaried of the sub-
ject. and perhaps, is not in such a happy
frame of mind as would induce members
to listen with any degree of pleasure
to a further debate upon this question.
Nevertheless it is a most important measure,
in faet infinitely more important than the one
we have just disposed of, because, after all,
while we have heen dealing with a Bill which
i3 essentially a machinery one, we now come
to the consideration of the Bill which is going
to extract the payment of the tax from the
pockets of the people. I was just wondering
what are the feelings of the taxpayers when
they read morning after morning and will
again read to-morrow morning, and on the days
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tha_t are to follow, about the load of taxation
which Parliament is imposing upou them. I
propose to vote against the second reading of
this Bill, because [ feel that there is not much
chanee of amending it in Committee in the
f]:r'eetion I should like to ser it amended, It is
quite clear, of course, that increated taxation
as stated by the Treasurer in his second read-
Ing speech, has hecome absolutely necessary,
but, after all, while every mewber of the ecom-
munity will agree upon that point, there is a
\\:ldc divergence of opinion regarding the in-
cidence of taxation that ought to be imposed.
I feel eertain, having looked tbrough this Bill
and having regard to the fact that it is extend-
ingr the sphere of taxation at both ends—that
is to say, it propotes to reduce the minimum
upen which taxes have been levied in the past
and_ extend the tax at the other end so much,
taking this in conjunction with other taxa-
tion measures which have been passedl dur-
g the present scssion—we shall be imposing
a burden apon the people which, in the present
condition of affairs they will be unable to
varry. 1t is interesting to recall, if T may once
more do so, the events of the past 13 months.
{t wns contended 18 months ago by the Cov-
eriinent now responsible for the introduction
of thie Bill, that no additional taxation was
necegsary in order to meet the financial exig-
eucies of the State, ani the Attorney -General
was most emphatic in the expression of that
opinion, particularly doring Ju'y or Angust,
1216, when he was opposed by my late leader,
Mr. Scaddan. The Attorney General declared
that absolutely no additional taxation was
necessary to restore the financial equilibrium
of the State,

The Attorney General: I advoeated a gradu-
ated income tax,

Hon. . COLLIER: Tr may he true that the
Attorney (Jemeral was in favour of an ineome
tax if taxation was neeessary, but he contended
then that taxation was not necessary. He was
of the opinion, perhaps being somewhat new to
Alinisterial office at that time, that all that was
required was, to ure the hackneyed phrase, busi-
ness acumen and business prineiples to restore
the finances and to set everything in order. The
hon, member no doubt has had a rude awaken-
ing since then, and particularly as the result
of his Ministerial experience of the past 12
months. Not enly did the hon. membher and his
leader and the party with which he is asso-
eiated take that view, but even the Colonial
Treasurer who has been responsible for the in-
troduction of this Bill, was also most emphatic
in expressing similar opinions, and at a much
later date. too. I think T am justified in re-
minding the House that the Treasurer—who
now informs the country that he cannot pos-
sibly meet the financial sitnation unless he is
conceded all these measures of taxation which
he has introdueed—took an entirely different
stand at that time. He was a private member
then, and that was the time when Mr. Wilson
was Premier, and it i3 not so very long ago.
We remember when the Wilson Government in-
trolluced a series of taxation Bills, the mem-
her for Trwin, who is now the Treasurer, was
one of the members of this House who fought
hard against those measures, and who after-
wards prifled himself upon the fact that he was
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responsible for those Bills being thrown aside
for the time being. He stated then that he for
ane was not prepared to agree to any increased
taxation until the Government bhad shown bet-
ter results by way of effecting cconomies. The
hon, member and the Government of which he
is now a member have had 12 months in which
to practise economy.

The Attorney General:
hard.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But no results have
been shown. The Government have failed en-
tirely to do that which they condemned the
Wilson Government for not doing. One need
only refer to the Estimates presented to this
House during the present year, and compare
those Estimates with the Estimates of the two
preceding years, in order to sec that not only
have they failed to eflect those eeonomies they
said should be effected, but in many direetions
they have increased the expenditure. If the
contention was a good one last year that the
House shoull not graut additional taxation to
the Government until sueh time a8 they ex-
hausted all possibilities of economy, that con-
tention holds good to-day with equal foree. I
will admit that some of the Ministers have ef-
focted a considerable reduction in expenditure
in their departments, but the trouble with the
Government is that there is no ¢o-operation
amongst them. As a Government they have
done very little in the way of effectinz econo-
mies, One Minister, perhaps, may have re-
duced his expenditure by a thousand pon}nds
or £35000 a year, but another Miniater

And we have worked

has more than balaneed that reduetion by
inereasing his expenditure by a similar
amount. The inevitable result is that the

Government are foreed to ask for this enmor-
mously inereased amount of taxation. X have
already stated that meore taxation has been
asked by the Government this session than has
ever been asked for by any Government since
we have had responsible Government, and in
all serionsness I say that the Government have
not risen to the oecasion in the way of reduc-
ing expenditure, because, after all, if the ex-
penditure could have been reduced two or three
years ago, when the whole of the State was a
hive of industry in comparison with what it is
to-day, and when our industries were going at
full swing, and when there was greater need
for increased expenditure—if they urged that
reduced expenditure ought to have been
effected then, they should be able to do more
to-day, when there is, I am justified in saying,
almost a general paralysis in regard to our
industries. If the people of the State are
going to be subjected to the load of taxation
pow being heaped upon them, the effect will
ke a reaction throughout the whole of our
commercial and industrial life, and there will
be a consequent additional diminution in the
peneral activities in the interests of the State.
Then there will inevitably follow a shrinkage
in the amount that will be received from thess
taxation measures. I notice, too, that the Bill
has shared the fate to some extent of its pre-
decessor. T do not know whether this is one
that was dealt with at the famons meeting on
Thursday last. There is an amendment on
the Notice Paper which indicates that some in-
fluence, whether it was caucus or not I cannot



1624

say, has been at work in order to bring about
an amendment which is going to have a
serious  cfect upon the amount of rev:
enue that will be derived under the measure,
I do not propose to debate the merits of that
amendment at this stage. We will have an
opportunity of dealing with it in Committee.
The Bill is essentially a Committee one. The
arguments that can be advanced against the
varions graduations we see here ¢an be more
effectively done in Committee than on the
second reading. I think I am justified in
dwelling for a few moments upen the proposed
amendment, because it is such a vitally im-
portant one. The ‘‘West Australian?’ in ita
leading article this morning referred to the
question of taxation. I have not analysed the
figures, s0 1 do not know whether they are
correet or not. No doubt the Attorney Gen-
eral will inform the House as to whether the
figures may be taken as being correct.

The Attorney General: They are nowhere
near c¢errect.

Hon. P. COLLIER: My examination of the
figures leads ma to believe that they have been
rather under-estimated, because, while the
article states that there are 246 taxpayers who
would be affected by this proposed amendment,
and the writer proceeds to say that on that
number the Treasurer will lose £30,000 by the
proposed amendment. But the figures supplied
in the report of the Commissioner of Taxation
show that the ‘‘West Australian’s’’ figures,
taken from ‘‘Knibbs,”’ under-estimate to the
extent of 50 per cent. the number of taxpayers
who will be affected by the amendment. If we
take the Commissioner’s report for 1915 we
find that instead of 247 taxpayers in reeeipt
of £1,300 and upwards, there were 433. If the
“¢West Australian’s’’ figures as to the amount
of revenue that would be lost by the amend-
ment are correct in respect of 247 taxpayers,
then instead of losing £30,000 as they say, the
State will lose £56,000.

Hon. .JJ. Mitehell: More like £60,000.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Tt may even reach that
sum. Whatever the total amount may be it is
quite clear that the Government propese to
give away a very considerable sum of money
under the amendment. One is at a loss to
divine the motives of the Government in this
conncetion. We were repeatedly told yester-
day that, in view of the financial position of
the State and the need for inereased revenue,
the Government could not afford to agree to
certain amendments moved from this side, be-
cause those amendments would involve them
in a loss of one or two thousand pounds. Par-
ticularly was that the argument used in oppo-
gition to the amendment which sought to pro-
vide a deduetion of £26 for each child; and
the whole of the membera or that side who
voted against that amendment did so because
they were actuated by the desire to retain to
the Government every possible penny of rev-
enue. The same argument was advanced in
favour of the striking out of the exemption.
We were told that at a time like this it was
the duty of every person in the State, regard-
less of his or her position in life, to contribute
something to the upkeep of Government, And
s0, in purseance of that line of argument,
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practically all the workers of the country, all
the wage-earners, have been roped in and will
have to pay a tax in future, whereas they have
heen exempt in the past.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): We are all entitled to pay at this time.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Except the man who
has not the money to pay. But it will be of
little vse for him te say to the Commissioner,
“T cannot pay, because I have not the money.”’

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): If he has not the money he cannot pay.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But he will have to
find it, even, perhaps, by letting his children
go to school barefoot.

Hon. R, H, Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter) : It will do their feet good.

Hon. P, COLLIER: That is all very well.
There is no dearth of argument on the part of
many members opposite in the support of the
proposal of the Government to tax the people
to whom I am referring; there are any number
of arguments put forward to justify the poliey
of tuxing the workers who cannot afford to
pay. On the other hand, there are plenty of
arguments for the exclusion of the men at the
other end of the ladder, men who are in a
position to pay and who ought to be made to
pay. With regard to this guestion of the re-
duction of ail amounts over £1,447, here again,
a8 soon as the Treasurer has left the State,
those who have taken his place have decided to
reduce that amount by one half. From 2s. 6d.
in the pound on all taxable income over £1,500
it is proposed to reduce it to 1s. 3d. But I
find from the speech of the Colonial Treasurer
when intredueing the Bill that he expressed a
doubt about that 2s. Gd., the doubt that it was
not high enough, tbat he bad not gone as far
as he ought to have gone. While apparently
that was the view held by the Treasurer only
a few weeks ago, we now find a complete
somersault ou the part of the Govermnent, and
instead of their increasing the amount as ane
might helieve the Treasurer was inclined to do,
we find it is-proposed to cut it down by one-
half. T would like to know how it is the Gov-
ernment are chopping their own measures abont
in this fashion. Are we to understand that after
the 50 hours during which the Treasurer lab-
oured in six different attempts at the produe-
tion of the Bill

Hon. R, H. Underwood (Honorary Miniy-
ter): He was new at it.

Ilon. P. COLLIER: Evidently our friends
opposite think he is a preatiece hand at this
business, becanse as soon as his back is turned
they proceed to indiecate to the House and the
eountry that the Treasurer knew nothing about
the matter.

[The Deputy Speaker (Mr. Stubbs) teok the
Chair.]

Hon. W, C, Angwin: Tt is a quiet intimation
to him to get out.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T can only take it that
during his absence his eolleagues are giving him
a hint that he is not required in the Ministry,
or at least not in his present portfolio. They
have virtually pasged a vote of want of confi-
dence in his taxation proposals. They might



[16 May, 1918.]

relieve the Honorary Minister in another place
uf some of the burdens he is carrying, and
put them on to the Treasurer., The Government
apparenily have no fixed idea of their own in
regard to taxation. After discussing the ques
tion in Cabinet, and taking it to the party,
they arrived at the conclusion that half-a-crown
in the pound on all incomes over £1,500 a year
was a fair thing. What has induced the Gov-
ernment to put forward this amendmenti On
the last Bill they proffered the explanation that
they had made the amendments as the result of
the debate on the second reading; but here they
have not that explanation, because before any
member has expressed an opinion upen it, be-
fore the breath of criticism has touched it, the
Government have proceeded to run away from
it, without waiting to hear the opinions of any
memher.

The Attorney Generai: It was discussed by
vou on the Dividend Duties Bill,

Hon. P. COLLTER: No. My reference was,
not that the income tax should be cut down to
conform with the Dividend Duties Bill, but that
there might be an argument for increasing the
dividend duties up to the income tax.

The Attorney General: [ remember there
was a discussion on the question in the House.

Hon. P, COLLIER: [ do not know how any
diseussion ¢ould have taken place because, ex-
cept for the Assessment Bill, there has been no
measure before the House upon which a memnber
could express such an opinion.

The Attorney Ceneral: The Treasurer said
in regard to the discussion that he was looking
to find some measure to equalise the difference.

Hon. P. COLLIER: [ think T am justified in
assuming that the influences that have been ar
work to bring about this amendment did not
originate in this Chamber.

The Attorney General: Tt was the discrep-
ancy between the tax and the dividend duty.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Did that never occur
to the Government before they brought down the
Bill? Is the Minister going to tell us that this
amendment is brought forward hecause of the
difference in rates that will be paid vnder it
as against those paid under the Dividend Duties
Act?

The Attorney General: Tt is one of the rea-
sons.

Hon, PP, COLLIER: Well, it evidenres an
cextraordinary lack of foresight on the part of
the Government. But T take leave to suggest
that that is not the reason. If it is, why is
this equalising of taxation to apply to only
those in receipt of incomes of over £1,500%
Why is a man who s in receipt of, say,
£1,450 a year going to be taxed the 2s, Gd. under
the Income Tax Act, while the man receiving
an cquivalent amount from dividends is only
to pay 1s. 3d.¢ 1f the arpument of the Min-
ister has in it any equity at all, he must of
neeesgity hring down the wkhole of the rates
in order to correspond with that which will
be paid by shareholders in companies under
the Dividend Duties Act. Let hon. members
observe what is being done.

The Attorney General: T cannot answer ¥ou
by interjection.

Hon. P. COLLIER: This is how it appears
to me, The Government say that the man
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who iz in receipt of over £1,450 a year should
not pay any more than the man who pays un-
der the Dividend Duty Act. The Government
say, ““We will bring him down to 1s. 3d. in
the pound, the same as the man drawing divi-
lends from a company.’’

The Attorney General: There is no State
in the Commonwealth where the individual
pays a higher rate than we propose.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If that is a sound
reasQ-———

The Attorncy General: It is a faet.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If it is a matter of
equity that he shou)d not pay under the
income tax wmore than the man who pays
under the Dividend Duties Act, why will the
hon. gentleman not apply the same reasening
and the same prineiple to those in reeeipt of
incomes of less than £1,450—seay, £1,000. or
£1,100?

The Attorney General: How would you ap-
ply it?

Hon. P. COLLTER: | am not prepared to
say off-hand; but I have no doubt that it
ean be done. Mere the Government are quite
content to let the man pay 23. and right up
to 2s. 5d. for £1,446 a year. If he is in re-
ceipt of £1,446 he will pay 2s. 5d.

The Attorney Gencral: !His average rate
will he 1s. 3d., taking it all through on every
pound, .

Hou. P. COLLIER: Then the Minister says
the man is not at a disadvantage as com-
parcd with the man paying under the Divi-
dend Dutics Act. That is the contention of
the Minister. It is an extraordinary thing
that the Government did not discover this
earlier, that it wags left to the last moment to
relieve the taxpayer who can well afford to pay
this 1s, 3d. in the pound. Having regard to
the attitude of hon. members doring the last
three days on the other Bill) and having re-
gard to the Government's contention that
the financial position of the State is such
that cvery possible pound must be brought
into the revenune, I should imagine that they
were not going to vote to relieve those whe
are in receipt of the higher incomes, and
who, after all, are or ought to be in a po-
sition to pay. However, the Minister in
charge of the Bill may be able, when we
get into Committee, to give ns mare defailed
information as to how this will work. Cer-
tainly, T should imagine the House will re-
quire very complete information, and very
substantial arguments teo, before it will be
induced to agree to the amendment the Min-
ister has placed on the Notice Paper. I
shail not dwell on the other aspects of the
Bill, except to sav that it represents a tre-
mendous increase in the income tax, in view
of the fact that only last year the inrome tax
was increased. The parent Act, passed in
1907, provided a flat rate of 4d. in the pound;
and that rate has obtained right up to last
vear, Then the Governmeat amended the
Aet, so that the maximum amouat now paid
is, I think. ls. in the pound for £5000 and
upwards. The rate of tax goes up by stages.
Now we have a Bill bringing the rate up to
2s. 3d. in the pound for incomes just under
£1,500. The Bill itself, of course, provides
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a rate of 2s. G6d.; but the amendment which
the Minister proposes to move will reduce
the rate to 23, 5d. 1t must be recognised that
the inerease is a tremeundous one to he made
in one year. Undoubtedly it is going to put
a heavy strain on the taxpavers of this coun-
try.

Mr. Davies:
quirements.

Hon, P. COLLIER: No; and that is the
sad feature of the whole business. I believe
the taxpayers would submit to this taxation
in a fairly cheerful mood if they had the
knowledge that it was going to bring the
State round financially, But the depressing
aspeet of the question is that even after im-
posing all the volume of taxation upoen the
people this year, we are still going to be
somewhere in the vicinity of half a million
sterling on the wrong side for the year. The
situation is such that, without any stressing
it should drive home to the Government the
absolute need for taking hold of things in
the way of cffecting reduction of expendi-
ture. I am quite confident reduction of ex-
penditure can be effected. If the Govern-
ment will appoint me a Royal Commission
for three months or six months, I will under-
take to cut dewn their expenditure, and
without affecting efficiency. Tt ean be done
to a very cousiderable cxtent now. I do not
gay that it could have been done when the
Government activities were greater.

The Attorney Gemeral: We will wcleome
you over here.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Reduction of expen-
diture is one of these subjects which no Gov-
ernment will touch if they can possibly avoid
it. Liberal, Labour, National and otherwise
—they will not tonch it.

The Attorney General:
day.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Tn a small way.

The Attorney General: In a big way.

Fon, P. COLLIER: The results are not
apparcnt.,  Whilst the Minister can point to
redueed cxpenditure in some departments, T
can point to increased expenditure in other
departments which more than balances the re-
dnetions; and so there are no resolts.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: All the cronomies ef-
fected refer to officers engaged on loan works-

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is so. What is
the use of one DMinister cutting down his
expenditure hy £35,000 a vear while another
Minister increases his cxpenditure by £7,000
a year? That is what has been going on. That
is the way the Government have been dealing
with the wmatter of reducing ecxpenditure.
There appears to be no cohesion or unity
amongst members of the Government in this
respect. I do not know what is the cause of
it. T'ndoubtedly it is an easy thing for one
Minister, by inercasing his expenditure, to
make himself popular at the expense of
other Alinisters. T know of nothing that will
make a Minister more popular with all the
officers and staff of the department he con-
trols than a pretty generous expenditure of
public funds, or else an avoidance of any-
thing in the nature of cutting down expen-
diture. Such a policy will make the Minister

And then it will not meet re-

We are at'it to-
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pupular for the time being, hut the State
suffers under it. The present Goverument,
however, will have to face the question.
Whether they like it or not, sheer necessity
will force tlhiem to taec it. The present Gov-
ernment, or any other Covernment in power,
will be forued to cut down expenditure,

Mr. Davies: In that ease there would be
no party within 12 months.

Hon, P. COLLIER: 8¢ far as I am con-
cerned, theve is mo party now. I am pre-
pared to give the Government every assist-
ance as regards the finances, and I do not
think T have ever attempted to discuss the
finances from a party standpoint. 1 do not
desire to do that.

The Attorney General: The Government
will be very glad to welecome any suggestion.

Heon, P?. COLLIER: That is all very well.
I have already given suggestions to Minis-
ters in this conncctton. 1 think 1 have de-
monstrated to individual Ministers where
gavings of thousinds of pounds could he ef-
feeted; but they do not take my advice. T
want to know do the Government take up the
attitude of sitting back and declining to ae-
cept the respongibility themsclves of making
these reductions? Do they want mc to get
up in this House and incur the odium and
displeasure of the people of the country by
indieating reductions or moving reductions?
It is not a fair proposition to try to place
a responsibility of that kind on any member
of the Opposition, or indeed on any indi-
vidoal member of the House.

The Attorney Genmeral: You make your
suggestions, and T will vndertake to submit
them to Cabinet.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T have sobmitted sug-
rresiions, and they have not been aeted upon.
But if I were to bell the eat, as it were,
if T were to get up, when the Estimates are
under consideration, and move to strike out
a whole list of itema, which might result in
the dismissal of a number of public servants,
and if the House were to back me up, then,
no doubt, the Government would graciously
say, ‘‘Yes; we will give effect to the de-
cision of the House; we will Jo it.”’ But
that would be shirking respoansibility, The
Government would be free to say afterwards,
““Well, we did not initiate this retrenchment
or whatever you like to call it; the leader of
the Opposition brought it forward in the
ITouse, and the majority of the IHouse sup-
ported him.’’ At the next general election
T and my party would be saddled with the
whole responsibility, I am prepared to ae-
cept my share of the responsibility here on
the floor of the House, along with Ministers;
and T have said to Ministers, in the course
of dizcussion, *‘If you attempt to effect econo-
mies, to reduce cxpenditure, in matters which
T have indicated, 1T give vou my pledge that
T will never attempt to make party capital
out of your action, and that I will stand by
you in the country about it.’” No member
could make a fairer statement than that, Hav-
ing regard to the position of the State, any
Government cndeaveuring to reduce expen-
diture would incur unpopularity in some dir-
ections; but T, for one, would not be out
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to gain political capital by their action. The
present Government took office with the ex-
press delermination, or with a pledge to the
people of Western Australia, that they could
and would effect economies. If that is the
policy of the Government—and they said
the financial pesition was such as te render
economy imperative—snrely they do not re-
quire that I should join their ranks before
they will be prepared to put that policy into
effect? Apparently they say, ““We will not
do anything uoless you come in and join the
Government.’’ Is that the attitude the Gov-
ernment adopt?

The Attorney General: No,

Hon. P. COLLIER: Tf the Government are
prepared to stand by their policy, if they
have no hesitancy in doing so, then T from
my place on the floor of this House tell them
that T am prepared to assist them in everv
legitimate effort to reduce expenditure; and
I further undertake unot to endeavour in the
future to make political capital out of the
subject. No Government kave ever heen bet-
ter circumstanced or situated for carrying out
such a poliey than the present Government
were sluring the past six months. They have
conte back fresh from the elections, with a
large majority. almost an overwhelming ma-
jority. They had three years certainty of life
imn this Parliament; threc years without any
doubt or uwncertainty; and they might well
have taken matters of this kind in hand soon
after the elections. T can understand a Gov-
ernment being perhaps a litle timid about
tackling such matters during the last few
months of the life of a Parliament, They
do not desire to go to the country with the
recollection of their efforts in this regard fresh
in the minds of the electors. But redwetion of
expenditure is a matter that might well be
tackled soon after an election. 1 pnt the
subject in this way beeause we have reached
a stage in this country when we are com-
pelled to impose a tremendous load of taxa-
tion upon the people; and even then we still
find ourselves about half-a-million on the
wrong side at the close of the finan-
cial  year, Therefore 1 am convinced
there is nothing for it but that this coun-
try will have to face reduced expenditure.
Wea cannot impose more taxation next year to
meet that half million. The Government will
have to stop when they get these Bills through.
They cannot come down next year and say
““We are still half a million to the bad; we
shall have te bring in further taxation.’’ They
will have to find other methods in order to im-
prove the financial position of the State. There
is one other aspect which T wish to refer to
and that is the question of the retrospective
taxation. The Government, not content with
all this increased taxation, propose to make the
taxpayvers pay one year's tax for the last six
months of last year. T am going to oppose that
notwithstanding that the Treasurer justifies it
by stating that he gave a warning to the people
some six or eight months ago that this would
be done. Tt is absolutely unfair to the tax-
payers of the country to come to them now,
something like 12 months after the event and
say ‘‘We are going to double the tax for the
second half of the year 1918-17."7 Tt is net
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a fair proposition. Taxpayers have not made
provision for it ev n though they may have
read the Treasurer’s warning. Unfortunately
they do nut take too seriously statements made
by peliticians. They beconie so aveustom:| to
vur saying one thing and doing another, that
they o not place mueh reliance vwpon the state-
ments which are made. Tt is rather amusing tor
the Treasurer to take up an attitude of that
kind, He savs, ‘‘[ want to get the benefit of
this money which ought to have been pail to.
my predecessor, Mr. Wilson.’' He told Mr.
Wilsgn in Fehruary or Mareh of last year that
he would not give him any taxation aml he
foreed the Wilson Government to abandon their
taxation proposals. Now he says, ‘T not only
want all the increased taxation for this year,
nt [ will go back and take £30,000 from the
vear whieh rightly helonged to My, Wilson and
which [ refused to give him.”’ He said to Mr.
Wilson, * You were not entitled to the £70,009;
1 would not agree to vou getting it, hut [ am
entitled to it.’* Tt was the most extraordinary
act of injustice that T bhave ever known one
politician io attempt to play upon another, 1
hope the House will not give it to him. He is
getting as mueh or more than the people can
pay under this Bill without taking an addi-
tional £30,000 from them. T eannot imagine
the Treasnrer having the hawlihood to ask the
House to agree to a proposition of that kind
more particnlarly when he himself said last
vear there was no need at all for taxation, I
propose to try to modify these proposals in
committee, s0 as to ease the burden upon the
taxpayers. T believe, too, that the sooner the
Housc takes the matter in hand and refuses to.
pive the Governmaent the whole of the taxation
they desire, the sooner we shall have a genuine
effort on the part of the Government to reduce
their expenditure. -

Mr. DRAPER (West Perth) [0.207: I lis-
tenerll to the speech of the leader of the Op-
position with interest and alse to.the eandid
nffer he made to the Government to assist them
if they introduced sound finaneial proposals.
There is one defeet in this Bill which I am
surprised the leader of the Oppesition did not
point out, and I was also surprised that the
Treasurer in intreducing the Bill did not point
it out, and that is the jnnovation that the Bl
is not brought down for ome year, but it is to
remain in force as a perpetual piece of legisla-
tion.

Hon, P, Collier: T see that there ia an amend-
ment on the Notice Paper and T intend to sup-
port it.

Mr, DRAPER: 1T do not propose to stress
that hecanse T think hon. members on both
sideg of the House are in accoritanee with the
amendment which stands in my name and that
which algo is in the name of the Attorney Gen-
eral. But to pass a measure of that kind, to
hand over the eontrol of the funds from the
present Parliament to all future Parliaments,
or to any future Government which may hap-
pen to occuny the Treasury bench, would be
extremely  dangerous from a gonstitntional
point of view. The leader of the Opposition
pointerl out very righily that this Bill imposed
very heavy taxation. We all regret that taxa-
tion is_neessary, but there is n point at which
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henvy taxation will defeat its own ends. 1t is
not a yuestion of the tax fer the moment which
tine individual may have to pay. That is bad
enough from the individual point of view, but
heavy taxation will affect industrial life and
the future of this country to an alarming ex-
tent. If it is great in comparison with that of
other countries it will prevent fresh capital
coming to the State.

Hen. P. Collier:
the State also.

Mr. DRAPER: Yes, and drive out popula-.
tion as well. That is a matter which the House
of course must take into consideration and
whatever may be done this year, it must be re-
garded as a temporary expedient, because we
cannot continue to impose taxation which is
out of all eomparison with the taxation in force
in the other States, T was surprised to heur the
other night the mewber for Hannans say that
this State is more lightly taxed than any of the
other States. T think the member for Hannans
was very likely regarding the present taxation
in force and not the taxation proposed by the
Bill.

"Mr. Munsie: T was, certainly.

Mr. DRAPER: 1 will take two ineomes, one
of £1,000 and the other of £1,500 for the pur-
pose of making a comparison between this and
the other States. Tf we look at the scale of
taxation in this Bill we will find that on £1,000
a year the amount of the tax wil! be about 1s.
A, in the pound. When it reaches the £1,500
mark the tax will be on the basis of 2s. 64. in
the pound. T.et me remind hon. members that
this is a peace tax; it has nothing whatever to
do with the war. Let us compare the figures I
have just quoted with those of New South
Wales, I am quoting the figures which I have
obtained from the Commissioner of Taxation.
On the £1,000 mark the tax is 1s. and on the
£1,500 it 13 the same. That is the tax on in-
come derived from pergonal exertion. They Aif-
ferentiate by imposing another tax on property
which is probably a wise measure. The tax
upon inecome derived from property in New
South Wales is 1s. upon £1,000 and 1ls. 3d. on
£1,500., I am simply taking the figures on a
certain mark heranse that is the only method
which ean be adopted when making compari-
sons. In Queensland the tax on an income of
£1,000 derived from personal exertion is 1s.
and on £1,500 it is 1s. 3d. The tax on income
derived from property is 1s. 3d. on £1,000, and
1s. 6d. on £1,500. Tn Vietoria the taxation is
much Yower, and on the £1,000 mark from per-
sonal exertion the income tax ia only 4d. and
on £1500, 5d., and on income derived from
property it is 8d. on £1,000 and 10d. on £1,500.

Hon, P. Coliier: Even those figures are low
by comparison,

Mr. DRAPER: To be fair, T want to give
them all, In South Australia the tax on in-
come derived from personal exertion is 7d. on
bhoth £1,000 and £1,500 and derived from pro-
perty 1z 1i.d. In Tasmania on the £1,000
mark the tax on the ineeme derived from per-
sonal exertion is G'Ad, and on the £1,500 mark
it is 11%4d. On ineome derived frem property
in both cases it iz ls. Queensland, New South
Wales, and Vietorin have a graduated income
tax. There is one siriking difference in the
graduated incomr tax in these States and it is

And drive capital out of
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that they graduate to an income considerably
over £1500, T can see no logical reason my-
self for stopping the graduations. at an income

of £1,500.

Hon, P. Collier: What virtue is there ia
£1,500%

Mr. DRAPER: The result of course of

stopping the graduation at £1,500 is to impose
a higher taxation on the sinaller incomes in pro-
portion to the taxation placed upon the larger
incomes. In Tammania, we find that the grad-
uation extends to £3,150 and on that sum when
it is income derived from personal esertion, the
tax is ls. 3d. in the pound and on income de-
rivedl from property 1ls. In Queensland the
graduatious extend to X£3,000 and the tax on
income derived from property is 1s. Sd. in the
pound, and from personal exertion 1s. 6d. In
New South Wales the graduations extend to

£9,700 and at that mark the tax on the
incomes  derived  from  personal  exertion
is ls. 5d., and from property 1ls. 9ld.

Tn Vietoria the graduations go to only £2,000;
income from personal exertion Gd., from pro-
perty 110, If those few figures are compared
with the tax we propose to pass here, it will
he obvious that if anyone thought of starting
a business or indulging in any commercial
undertaking in this State, and e had the choice
of going to the other States, apart altogether
from the fact that eonditions are more favour-
able there at present, e would certainly pass
this State by. There is no doubt that for the
piesent, as a temporary measure only, we must
impose heavy taxation. But whatever taxation
we impose it is going to be utterly uscless to
bhring about any permanent prosperity unless
we also exercise effective economies; we might
as well throw down the ditch the money we
raise by extra taxation. It will not, except
for a very short period, stave off the cvil day
unless we can do something by administration
to place the finances of the State on a sounder
hasis than they are at present. The leader of
the Opuosition was not serious, perhaps, but T
think there is a good deal of truth in what he
suggested when he stated that if we couild
appoint him as a Royal Commissioncr, with a
{ree hand, he could effect substantial economies
in the administration of the State. Seeing that
the hon. member has ocecupied a responsible
position in a Ministry in this State, T attach
the greatest importanee to what he has said. It
shows that if, without fear of party, without
fear of political influences cutside the MHouse,
Ministers were fo devotie their energies to effec-
tive economical administration something could
be done.

Hon, P, E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): And he would hear ahout it.

Mr. DRAPER: Endoubtedly, one would meet
a great «denl of eriticism. But we have reached
the stage where we must incur personal odinm
in order that the State shall have some chance
of heing prosnerous in the future.

Ton. ¥ E. 3. Willmott {Honorary Minis-
ter} : Well, protect Ministers when they do it.

Mr. Money: Why, it is not Ministers’ inter-
ests, it is the country’s interests.

3Mr DRAPER: T am not going to say that
hv cconomy and taxation We can square the
ledgrer, or can go anywhere near it, We can
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do a lot, but we have to take other remuedies as
well. As a temporary measure every step ought
to be taken to suspend the sinking fund. If
we look at the figures given for the five or six
years during which we have had a deficit, start-
ing about 1911, it will be seen that the deficit
is almost equivalent to the amount paid in
sinking fund, That is mest sipnificant when we
lear in mind that the Comm onwealth can graut
finanvial assistance umder the Federal Consti-
tution to any State in diflienlty. T ask, why
should not some advantage be taken of that?
Why should not the Commonwealth be asked to
assist? They need not give us the money. They
could help us by a guarantee to satisfy the
boril-holders that the sinking fund should bhe
temporarily suspended. [t is a matter for those
who new oceupy the Treasury benches. They
can give a better opinion about it than can [,
but unless something of that sort can be done,
the outlook is mot very hright. I do not desire
to reflect in any way on the present Ministry for
not effecting economies. T know they have done
a great deal and I would like to hear that there
are possibilities of their deing more, But
when we are asked to accept the proposed taxa-
tion, which is no doubt going to do a lot of
harm if carried on for many years, T think we
have the right to ask those oceupying the
Treasury bench to do everything they can to
satisfy the public that the taxation will not
be thrown awav by reason of other canses over
which they have control.

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [9.37]: I would
like to express my gratitude to the leader of
the Opposition for the views he put forward
to-night. There is one aspect of taxation
which has not been touched upon to-night,
that is our relations with the Commonwealth
Government,

Hon. P. Collier: We have only a couple of
years to go ere we may lose the 25a. per head,
if they insist upon stopping it.

Mr. PICKERING: We are undoubtedly con-
fronted with a grave danger. The decline in
the returns from the Commonwealth has been
from £6 5s. in the first year to £1 16s. 8d. in
1917. This on a population of 300,000 means
a loss of £1,300,000 per annum. According to
““Knibhs,’’ the payment per capita through
indirect taxation in 1917 was £3 4s., which is
a decline of 4s. 8d4. on the preceding year. T
take it an evidence of decline in Customs rev-
enue under the existing economic eonditions
governing the Federal Government means that
probably we shall be confronted with an addi-
tional protective tariff. 1t is a very serious
propesition for the primary producers, and I
should like to congratulate the Government
upon their having forwarded to the Premier,
" to pass on to the Prime Minister, a request for
the fulfilment of his promise to relieve the
agricultural industry from that burden of taxa-
tion under which it is struggling. Of course
we, a8 a party, are in favour of a revenune
tariff as opposed to this prohibitive tariff, and
we have realised that the time must come when
this prohibitive tariff will lead to direet taxa-
tion, The time has now arrived. 1 am glad
that the memher for West Perth (Mr. Draper)
hasg hrought to the notice of the House that
particular section which makes this a tax in
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perpetuity.  Personally, | am going te support
the second reading, but when in Committee T
propose to po into that particular phase of the
sobject,

Mr. MUNSIE (Hannans) [9.407: I hardly
know whieh Bill I am entitled to di enss,
whether it be that introduced by the Colonial
Treasur¢er with a graduvation up to 2s. 6d. or
the amendment submitted by the actine Trea-
sitrer with a gradvation wp to 2s. 54, and a
sudden drop to 1s, 3d.  After the futile efforts
we made to get the exemption retained in the
other Bill, T intend to vote against the second
reading of this Bill. The acting Treasurer
} ointed out that the figures given in the article
in this morning's ‘‘West Australian’’ were
altogether wrong. I do not know whether they
are right or wrong bui I find that the ‘‘West
Australian’? has taken ‘*Knibbs’’ figures for
i915. The acting Treasurer also said thut the
*“West Australian’’ had taken a considerable
amount of income earned by companies, income
on whieh dividend duty was paid.

The Attorney General: No, that they had
taken the Commonwealth figures, which bulk
all our incomes together, whereas we scparate
vompany from private individual.

Mr. MUNSIE: I did not go through the
Commenwealth figures, but we have figures
supplied by our own Taxation Department.
The latest report from ouwr own department,
namely that for 1915, <dealing with the numher
of persons carning certain incomes, and the
amount of incomes they earn, sugeest that the
estimate given in the ‘‘West Australian’’ is
congiderably below what the Colonial Treasurer
will actvally lose. T have worked out hoth
figures. The Colonial T'reas rer gave the Houvse
to nnderstand that there were 320 people earn-
ing hetween £1,560 and £4,160 per annum, I
have worked ont these 320 people, and have
wriven them an average of £3,000 a year each.
I think T am a little under, and helieve the
average would he a little more. Then he tells
us that these figures give £960,000 as a total
of incomes, The Treasurer tetls us that
there are 50 persons ecarning over and above
£4,160 per anmum. T averaged these 50 per-
sons at £5,000, and T am positive that T am
nnder the mark there. On this average of
£5,000 we get a total of £250,000. If we add
the two amgunts together we have 380 people
in the State whose umited incomes wonld he
£1,210,000. We must of course give them the
dednetions, in order to find out what the State
wouldl be losing. In working that out, I find
that, takine the 380 persons and allowine them
£1,450 each, it leaves £451,000. Take that
away from the balance, and we are left with
£759.,000, from which. according to the Trea-
sirer’s figures, he was going to pet 2s. 6d. in
the pound, bnt, according to the amendment,
the Treasnrer will oniy et 1s. 34

The Attorney Gencral: Have von delreted
the number of those at £1,500, because it only
concerns those over £1,500%

Mr. MUNSTE: T do not know the numbers
and can oniy take the averages.

The Attorney General: The exaet numbers
are miven in the returns which yon have there,

Mr. MUXSIE: If the Attorney General is
poing to take these figures they work out
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Evorse to the State than the Treasurer’s figures
0.

The Attorney Gemneral: I am depending on
the figures of the Commissioner of Taxation.

Mr. MUNSIE: The Stale loses considerably
more on the figures submitted by the Commis-
sioner of Taxation than on the figures sub-
mitted by the Treasurer. This leaves a bal-
ance of £750,000, from which the Treasurer
would have to eollect, if his statement is true,
28, 6d. in the pound,

The Attorney General: You would therefore

put 25, 6d. in the pound on every pound of
their income, .
“ Mr. MUNSIE: No. I have deducted £1,450
from each of the 380 porsons who, the Trea-
surer says, are going to bring this income to
the State. That pans out at a loss to the
State of £47,437 10s,

Hon. J. Mitehell: It should be £47,457,

Mr. MUNSIE: I averaged the firat Iot at
£3,000 each.

The Attorney General:
exemptions.

Mr. MUNSIE: T have taken the bulk. That
makes £47,437, which the State would lose
under the suggested redection from 2s. 6d. to
1s. 3d. Now the Attorney General says we
bave later figures from our own Taxation De-
partment, and this I admit. These firures
prove that taking 1915, the actual amounts are
—from 391 persons who earned incomes be-
tween £1,500 and £4,999 the total earnings were
£945,080. He also pointed out tbat there were
G4 persons who earn £5,000 and over, and their
actual ineome was £740,301. If we lump those
together we find that the total earnings of
those 455 persons amounted to £1,685,381, ac-
cording to our own taxation figures.

The Attorney General: Quite right.

Mr. MUNSTE: Let us take the £1,450.

The Attorney General: No, the £1,500.

Mr. MUNSIE: No, not that, because they
pay the 2= 6d. on the last £1,500.

The Attorney General: Take it off at £1,500.

Mr. MUNSIE: T will not alter my figures.
I have taken off the £1,450 from each of the
455 persons, which gives £639,650 to take
from the people T have just quoted, and this
leaves then £1,045,731. This, according to the
1915 returns, means that the Treasurer would
have collected 25. 6d. in the pound from these
people, whereas the present Treasurer is only
going to take 1a. 3d.

The Attorner General:
are you allowing them?

Mr. MUNSTE: T am not taking off any de-
duction,

The Attorney General: The Commissioner
of Taxation says there are £550000 in dedue-
tions to come off.

Mr. MUNSTE: T rcalise that there are de-
ductions to come off on these fizures, hecanse
there is a general exemption of £200 already,
and a considerable number of other exemp-
tions. T want the Attorney Genecral to realise
that from these figures 1 have quoted there
would he very little deduction i€ the Bill is
ecarried ag it is introduced. He has taken
away the biggest deduction of £200 by way
of general exemption, and that pans ont at
a loss of £85576.

Now take off the

What deductions
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The Attorney General: A large smmount of
this is represented in company dividends.

Mr. MUNSIE: I have worked out the fig-
ures again on the taxation returns. I realige
that there are deductions to come off, but
these [ have not got. The member for West
Perth {Mr. Draper) said he was surprised to
hear from me that Western Australia was
the lowest dircetly taxed State per head of
the population of any in the Commonwealth.
L maintain that this is perfectly true.

Member: It should be so too.

Mr. MUNSIE: I quite agree. In a State
where our industries have to be developed we
cannot afford to go to the amount of taxation
that can be afforded in a State in which the
industries have becn already developed. The
member for West Perth went on to explain
that we could not afford to go in for high
taxation. I would point out the difference
between the attitode of the State and the
Commonwealth, particularly as that affects
the Income Tax Bill we are now considering,
and the State of Western Australia. The At-
torney General has been good enongh to sup-
ply us with a table giving the amounts paid
by the Comonwealth in income tax, the
amount which should be paid by the Bill as
introduced and the amount that will be paid
if these amendments are carried. We find
that on a taxable income of £20,000 per an-
num the Commonwealth takes £5,121 17s. 6d.
by way of income tax, and it is proposed to
take for Western Awustralia only £1,250, which
is allowing the Commonwealth to take from
the individnal £3,371 17s. 64. more tban is
being taken from him by the State in which
he is making his money. I do not agree with
a proposition of that kind. I would again
refer to the amount that I will endeavour,
when the Bill is in Committee, to save to the
workers of the State by means of the reten-
tion of the £200 cxemption. My statement
was ridiculed by some bhon. members when
T cndeavoured to point out that it is not
so much the increase in the exemption pro-
posed, but that the wiping out df the £200
exemption would mean £80,000 of the £140,000
the Treasarer anticipated getting from the
Bill. It was said that this was not the case.

Hon. T. Mitchell: You have shown £80,000
in another place.

Mr. MUNSTE: No, I have admitted that all
the deductions have to be made from the
figurecs I have quoted. As a matter of fact
T only showed £47,000. I do not know what
the Bill will give, but T am taking what the
Treasurer estimated it would give. The fig-
ures gquoted by me arc almost accurate. Tf,
as the Treasurcr admits, it will mean hetween
£85,000 and £90,000, let us take it at £80,000.
If this is the figure, the workers of the State,
many of whom are earning over £4 a week,
will contribute ot of that sum at least
£75,000 odd. Members have peinted ont that
T have made an enormous mistake in the
fizures, because they sav that if we take the
table supplied with the Bill, and take an in-
come of £800 and £1,000, 2 differcnee of
£200, the table showa that a man earning an
income of £1,000 will have to pay an income
tax of £43 19s. 24., while the man earning
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%500 would pay £28 10s. 10d., a diference of
£15 85, 4d. They argue that this is an amount
which will be lost to the State if the £200
exemption is granted, because they say that
if a man has an ingome of £1,000 he would
pay the larger amount, but by giving him a
general exemption of £200 his taxable income
is redueced by £200, making it £300. There-
fore, he would only pay £28 10s. 10d., a dif-
ference of £15 8s. 4d. That is not the ease.
There has never been one hou. member on
this side of the House but has supported a
graduation from 5d. in the pound wpwards.
The point that the hon. gentlemen lose sight
of is that all the State will lose from the
men getting big incomes is the amount that
they would pay on the first £200 of their in-
comes, because if the general exemption of
£200 was still retained they would still pay 54.
on the first £50 over and abeve the £200, and
so right up. The position so far as this Bill
i3 concerned is that it is absolute robbery of
the working classes. If there are any people
in the State who van pay the taxation it i=s
the men whe are drawing £1000 a year and
over, They are the pecople who can pay and
who should pay. While T agree that every
man is called upon to make some sacrifice in
these times, still the man reeceiving an in-
come of £1,000 a year, even if he paid £300
per anoum in taxation on his income, would
not then be making a sacrifice commensurate
with that of the man on £3 a week, owing to
the exploitation to which the latier has been
subjected ever since the war began. The man
on £3 a week is by far the worse off of the
two; and if the other man had any patriotic
feeling at all he wonld not growl at paying
a little extra taxation in these times of stress.
T wish to have a word again as to the reasons
given by the Attorney General for making
the reduction from 23, 6d. to 1s. 3d. By inter.
jection he intimated to me last night that
one reason was the very suggestion made by
myself—that the people in receipt of large
incomes wounld immediately take advantage of
the Companies Act, register their businesscs
as companies and declare dividends, and thus
pay 1s. 3d, instead of 23. 6d. Let me say right
here that if the law of the land allows an
individual receiving an income of £10,000 per
annom, by registering himself as a company
toe save £600 taxation annually, he would be
foolish not to accept the implied invitation
to register as a company and thereby save
the money. T would blame no one for taking
advantage of the law of the land, But we
have to consider by what means we can pre-
vent people from getting out of their legal
obligations in that fashion, even if it came
to the point of repealing the Dividend Duties
Act altogether and increasing the graduations
off the income tax so as to make people pay
what they ought to pay. In my opinion, the
graduation of the income tax should have
gone a little further. T think the Treasurer
ought to have got a little more money hy
that tax. Let me apain suggest to the acting
Treasurer that, if it is absolutely imperative
for him to have more revenue, then he can
get hy this measure, with a general exemption
of £200, the necessary funds. The exemption
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might be permitted to extend to only £400
after which point it could decrcase and, as the
income rose, be, little by little, wiped out
altogether. 1 urge that in the interests of
the National (iovernment,

Hon. R. H., Underwood {Honorary Minis
ter}: Do net waste any adviee.

Mr, MUNSIE: If they are desirous of con
tinning on the Government benches they musi
do something to relieve the man on £3 10s. o
£4 per week of iocome tax. I[f they do noi
do that, it will need only one general election
to deprive them of the opportunity te re
impose taxation on these lines. I honestly be
lieve that will be the result, I am not jok.
ing. Indeed, men outside have said to me
“*You are foolish, from your own party stand.
point, to objeet so strenuously to the Govern-
ment's income tax proposals; why don’t you
let the Nationalists put the taxation en, and
then the people will put them out at the next
election?’’ But never while I am in thigs
Chamber will I allow any Government,
National or Liberal or Labeur or anything
clse, to do such a grave injustice to the people
I am sent here to represent, if my voice can
prevent it

Mr. Davies: You did not object to the 1915
Bill.

Mr. MUNSTE: I am pleased to have that
interjection. I did not objeet to, I most
strennously supported, the 1915 Bill; and it
the present Government will introduce a mea-
sure on exactly the same lines I will support
it just as strenuously to-day.

Mr. Davies: The exemption in the 1915 Bill
was £156.

Mr. MUNEIE: The Labour Government
gave an exemption to the single man of £100
and to the marriedl man of £156; and the
seope of the measure was limited to one ycar.
The Bill now hefore us is to operate for all
time.

Hon. R, H. Underwuod (Honorary Minis-

ter): No.
Mr. MUNSIE: An alteration has been
made in that respect, but only after the

awakening of the Government to the fact
that the people of Western Anstralia are op-
posed to it. Only then did the Government
express the intention to cract this Bill year
by year.

Mr, Davies: No. -

Mr. MUNSIE: The Bill as introdunced was
intended to carry on.

Mr, Davies: TUntil Parlinment otherwise
decided.

Mr MUNSIE: That is not year by year.

Mr, Davies: But it can be.

Mr. MUNSTE: The difference is that here
we have a proposal that a married man with
no children under the age of 16 years and
earning £158 shall pay on every £1 he earns,
right from the very first pound. TUnder the
Bill introduced by the Labour Government,
that man would not have paid a shilling, ir-
regpective of what he earned, so long as he
was a married man en £156.

Mr, Davies: But if he earned £157 he
would have paid £1 income tax, and that
would have reduced him to £156.
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My, MUNSIE: The minimum te be col-
Jected under the Labour Government’s mea-
sire was £1. Suppose a man carned €158,
what would he have paid under that Bill?

Mr, Davies: One pound.

Mr. MUNSIE: And what would he pay
under this measure?

My, Davies: One pound eleven shillings.

Mr. MUNSIE: Ts there no differcnce be-
tween those two amounis? The member for
Guildford (Mr, Davies) knows very well thag
the Labour Gavernment’s Bill wuas  intro-
dueed for a speeific purpose.  Never in the
history of Western Australin were there so
many unemploved in this State as at the
time when that Bill was introduced. It was
introdueed for the purpose of giving employ-
ment to the workers of Western Australia,
Let me remind the Honorary Minister for the
North-West that the Labour Government’s
Bill definitely laid down the purposes for
which the money was to be expended,

Mr. Green: Yes; and the MHonorary Min-
ister for the Novth-West was the Minister for
that job.

Hon. P. Collier: e was Minister for un-
employed at that time.

Mon, R. M. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
ter): And if there was aoything over, we
were going to put it into Consolidated Re-
vanue.

Mr. MUNSTE: I am prepared to take the
public platform anywhere and justify my
action in supporting the 1915 Bill and con-
demning such 2 roftten proposal as this of
1918. There is no likeness whatever he-
tween the two measures. The hon. member
who has been interjecting fluked Guildford
at the last election; but last night, when we
forced a division, he was not gamec o vote
with the Government he was elected to sup-
port. I refer to the matter of the £200 ex-
emption. The hon. member krows that the
electors of Guildford would put him in his
place if he had aeted otherwise. The hon,
member need not try to side-track me. He
has endeavoured, by his interjection, to lead
the people of the country to believe that I
am inconsistent in supporting one Bill in one
year and opposing quite a different Bill in
another year. The hon. member desires to
get that view into the Press by his interjec-
tion. As a matter of fact, the hon. member
has admitted that he has never seen the
Labour Government’s Bill, but only the scale
of taxation. He has admitted that to me,
And yet he tries to convey to the publie
through the Press something which will make
me appear inconsistent. T am at all times pre-
pared to justify any stand T take in this
House, whether I am in Parliament or out of
it. T shall vote against this Biil; and if the
Government will bring down an emergeney
Bill similar to that introduced by the La-
bour Government. they will get from me sup-
port just as hearty as that which T gave the
Labour Government’s measure in 1915,

- Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam) [10.13]:
We realise that the Government must have
some additional taxation; and this is the Bill
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that means sometning. We have listened to some-
very intelligent criticism from hou, members
sitting apposite, criticism that ought to impress
the acting Treasurer. I desire to point out
that when the Treasurer brought down this
measure he said that it would realise £140,000,
The event will prove, however, that the measure
will bring in something like £300,000.

Hon. B. H. TUnderwcod (Henorary Minis-
ter): That is all the better.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: At the time the Bill
was introduced, the Treasurer was the only
man who knew what it would realise; and he
should have told the House cxactly what the
effect of the measure would he.

The Attorney General: The Treasurer said it
would net him about £140,000.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We must bear in mind
that the actual deficit on the operations of the
financial year 1916-17 was £600,000. I sap-
pose the Monorary Minister for ‘the North-
West and his friends were extremely glad when
they got Mr. Wilson and myself out, but they
have not got rid of the deficit. [f | were eap-
able of making the same mess as the Honorary
Ainister for the North-West makes, I should
admit being a very dreadful Minister, -Accord-
ing to the acting Premier, the defivit this year
will be something like £600,000. Let me point
out the position in regard to revenuc and ex-
penditure for last year. 1 am astounded to finid
that therg has heen no cconomy really, except in
the Dbuginess and trading concerns controlled
by the Minister for Works, Tt is an extra-
ordinary thing that during this year which we
are told has been so bad, the gencral revenue is
£101,000 more than the revenuwe for the pre-
vious year. True, there is £80,000 less revenue
from husiness undertakings, but then there is
considerably less expenditure on those under-
takings. But £100,000 more revenue is made
up as the Leader of the Opposition pointed ocut
hy taxation to the tune of £62,000. Then there
are reimbursements, loan monevs transferred.
There is a strange item of £29,000 from timber
revenue, but if membhers look for a dehit
amongst the figures just published they will
not find it. There is no entry on the expenditure
side, Tt is not on the trading or business con-
cerns, therefore it must he forestry. On the
expenditure side we find £30,000 legs this vear
than last. When one analyses the figures, one
finds that the business concerns expended less
by £70,000. Then the Agricultnral Bank item
has disappeared altogether. There has been ne
expenditure by the bank this year at all. There
was £28,000 last year. Then there is the loss
by the Railway Commissioner on food supplies,
A sum of £45,000 was charged up last year.
T admit that under special Arts £63,000 was
spent more than in the previous year, but the
revenue expenditure apyears to be £93,100 more
this vear than last apart from business eoneerns
altogether., The House must have some rerard
to the position. We are told there must he
economy, buf the whole economy appears to
have heen in the trading voncerns, The Treas-
urer expended more, the Mines Derartment has
spent less, the Agpricultural Department haos
spent less, but other departments all apyear
to have spent more. The Treasurer is asking the
Housc to agree to a super tax for six months
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of the period which Mr. Wilson wished to tax
when Treasurer, In addition to the super tax
the Goveroment is collecting double land tax
over the same period and without the authority
of the House.

Hon. P. Collier: It ought nof to be paid then.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: It is being collected.
When we come to the taxes in the Bill I shall
endeavour to reduce them in Committee, The
Treasurer is making every post a winning post.
Every Bill that has come down to the House
this scssion has been a taxation measure of
some deseription. We have been engaged the
whole of this session in putting on taxation of
some kind.

Hon. P. Collier: The greatest avalanche of
taxation we ever had.

Hon, .J. MITCHELL: If Mr. Wilson was not’

justified in asking for taxation, what about
now. The business and trading concerns have
rectiied the position somewhat, but that has
nothing to do with the ordinary functions of
Government. [ wish the House to realise the
fipnres T am quating referring to the legitimate
functions of Government. [f we take the gra-
duations in this Bill we find they are very
steep indeed. The present Aet fixes a tax of
4d. at £500, and with a £200 exemption the tax
of 44, is only reached really at £700. This Bill
goes by £50 stages, rising one penny until it
gets to a very high rate in a very short time;
£750 pays 1s. 34. in the pound, that is the last
£50 of that amount. The Acting Treasurer
says that the man receiving £7,000 ought only
to pay 1s. 3d. I hope the House will agree to
alter the graduation. I intend to move some
amendments. The tax at £1,500 is 1s. 34., and
25. 6d. on £5,000. The present Bill puts a tax
of 2s. Gd. at £1,500 and then it bepins to fall
away again. [ do not know how it is justified.
It is an extraordinary proposal, T hope the
schedule will be altered and the graduations
made reasouable, much more reasonable than
they are at present. We have to remember that
the Federal taxation ig very high and that
there are other imposts that ‘have to be paid
and we must recollect that this money is really
for paying off a dead horse., If it were being
expended in the development of the country
there would be some hope, but there is no
hope so far as T see. However, some taxa-
tion has to be paid and we must fact it. What
we want to see i3 that that taxation is made
fair. A man who receives £5,000 a vear can
afford fo pay a reansonable amount. We were
told the other night that a man receiving
£156 conld afford to pay. I think the £200
exemption which we have now should apply
to everybody. We were told that it was
nothing for a man to pay 1s. a week, but it
is a diffienlt thing for a man getting under
£200 a vear to find a few shillings for taxa-
tion. [ do not believe ir unduc taxation and
T hope these rates will be very much reduced.
However, we must have money now and
therefore must pay a higher rate than we
do at present. In Commiltee we ought te
endeavour to alter tha exemption and make
it £200 as at the present fime. If it had not
been for the faet that the expenditure was
much greater than in the prerious vear,
there might bave been a very different state
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of affuirs. Tn Committee [ shall endeavour
to alter the taxes and make the impost far
more teasonable.

Mr. MALEY (Greenough) [10.30]: I wish
to take this opportunity to ask fer an ex-
planation from the Minister on the subject
of bringing into line the State and Federal
taxation dates, It was generally understood
throughout the community that the tax-
payers would only be asked to pay a balf
vear's tax, but when the returns were
lodged and the assessments came out, the as-
sessments, of course, were only for that half
year. Recently further assessments have been
issued by the Commissioner and I have had
many inquiries from people in my electorate
who cannot understand why the additional
assessments have been issued.

Hon. P. Collier: The object is to try and
make every farmer an aecountant.

Mr. MALEY: The farmers are worried
and in a state of despair, This is one letter
which I have received from a coastitnent—

As our representative in Parliament, I
wish to bring before your notice what ap-
pears to me as something grossly wrong in
connection with my land tax agsessment as
between 30th December, 1916, and 30th

June, 1917, which, as you will see, covers

a period of six months and for which I

am charged a full year’s rate. I am aware

that it was deeided to bring State taxa-
tion dates into line with the I'ederal dates,
but T ncver for one moment dreamt, unor
could 1L see anything put forward at the
time which would lead a tazpayer to be-
lieve that he would be charged a full
year’s rate as bhetween the dates above
mentioned, and like a great pnumber of
others, [ expected to have to pay a haif
year’s rate only for that peried. I cenclose
endorsement which was on my assessment

notice, which shows conclusively that a

full year’s rate is intended for that period

and that it is the clear intention of the

department to exploit land owners in a

most shameful manner for six months’ tax,
There was a rubber stamp notice on the assess-
ment, setting out that a full year’s tax was pay-
able oo all land owned on the 30th June, 1917.
I think an explanation is eertainly due to the
House from the Minister on this subject so
that the atmosphere may be cleared. I have
asked the Commissioner myself but I fail to
understand the reply which he gave me.

Hon. P. Collier: The faet is that in this
Bill the Government propose to take the
pewer to make people pay a full year’s tax
for half a soar.

Mr., MALEY: Nearly every member of
the House thought it was only intended to
assess for the half year, and if hon. memhers
themselves are so confused over the matter
we can imagine the state of irritation
amongst the taxpayers, With regard to the
seeond reading of the Bill, I have only this
to say, that if the object is to reduce the
higher income assessments so as to bring
them inte line with those proposed for divi-
dends, then for that reason only T am not
prepared to snpport those proposals in Com-
mittee,
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Mr. FOLEY (Leonora) {10.35]: I want to
make my position clear with regard to this
matter and with regard to taxation in the
State at the present time. I notice there is
an amendment to be proposed by the Govern-
ment to make this Bill one whieh will have
to be introduced to the House every year.
That will give an opportunity to each and
every member to consider the Bill as it will
he affected hy the then existing conditions.
That is a wise preeaution, but on the matter
of taxation generally T have secured my seat
in this Chamber, after having gone before
my constituents with a certain policy. Every
man in Western Australia at present living
here and working here, and having the right
to earn moncy, should eontribute something
towards the upkeep of this State, because
there are other men who were in the State
and who would be doing thia work and earn-
ing money here but for the fact that they
are fighting a battle for the liberty of this
ecountry far from the shores of Australia. Ir-
regpective of whether & man is earning £150
& year or whether he has a profit of £20,000
a year, I cousider he should pay taxation.
Sven recently, sinve T wag elected to this
House, I have visited my constituency and we
find now that the same clectors have returned
to Parliament those men who held the same
views as 1 do regarding taxation.

Hon. P. Collier: I do not know what view
the peoplé in the back country take, but all
the National Labour candidates at Kalgoorlic
and Boulder most emphatically opposed any
alteration of the exemption.

Mr. FOLEY: I did not, and the candidates
who recently sought election te the other
House, who hold similar views to mine, were
returned by a majority of five to one.

Hon. P. Collier: But Mr. Ardagh most em-
phatically opposed the alteration of the ex-
emption,

Mr. FOLEY: I am just as desirous, and
always have been ag desirous ag anyone in this
Chamber, of safeguarding the interests of
those on the lower rung of the ladder, namely,
the wage earners. If 2 man is making a profit
to any appreciable extent at the present time
he should pay taxation in acecordance with
what he is making. T think there should be
no flat rate over £1,500, and if an amendment
is moved to eut out that flat rate, whether
the profit is made by an individual or by a
eompany, I will vote for it.

Mr. Green: It cannot be dome,

Mr. FOLEY: I am sorry that it cannot.
Nohody wants taxation if it can be avoided.
I am not altogether satisfied that everything
has been done by this or any previoues Ministry
in respect of keeping right down on economy.
Tt is all very well for the leader of the Op-
position to say that if he were appointed a
Royal Commissioner he conld save thousands
of pounds. If that is so, I say he was negli-
gent in his duty when, as a Minister of the
Crown, he neglected an opportunity for mak-
ing those savings.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The nced for economy was
not then so great.
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Mr. FOLEY: The need for economy wus
equally as great when Mr. Scaddan was Pre-
mier as it is now.

Hon. P. Collicr: There was not then the
same opportunity for effecting economies as
there is to-day.

Mr. POLEY: I contend that the hon, mem-
ber should have inade economies when he was
in office. Only recently an hon, member
said that the National Labourites bad sores
to lick and were licking them.

Hon, P. Collier: Who said that?

Mr. FOLEY: An hon. member of this
Chamber, and it was published in the Press.
Whenever there has been a straight-out battle
betwen a National Labourite and a Labourite
the National Labourite has won, I secuared
a majority by advocating what I am advo-
cating now. If hon. members think that L
am geing to sit downe and allow them to de-
elare they have a monopely of everything
that pertains to the working man, I propose
to ask the public to look at the results of the
elections of those who advocated the poliey 1
am pdvocating now,

Mr. Green: You had all the Tories of the
North with you.

Mr. FOLEY: The same arguments that
were put forward by hon. members here were
put forward en the goldfields reccently, and
cot no ice, .

Mr. Munsie: Not one in ten of the electors
had a vote, or the arguments would have
cut ice.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The quesation is
that the Bill be now read a second time.

Mr. Green: The hon. member is blowing
hard, as usunal.

Mr., FOLEY:
cold.

Mr, Green: Yes, he does, There is no bigger
twister in the House.

Mr, FOLEY: Kalgoorlie tried to get two
members, with what result?

Hon. P. Collier: On a point of order, if
the hon. member, is going to discuss elections,
I claim a similar privilege.

Mr, SPEAKER: I have already drawn the
hon. member’s atlention to the faect that the
motion is that the Bill be now read a second
time.

Mr. FOLEY: Trrespective of whether a man
is errning £136 or making £20,000, hon. mem-
bers opposite will find me voting with them
if there is any injustiee heing done.

Mr, Munsie: Yon did not wvote with ns
when we wanted to keep the £200 exemption.

Mr. FOLEY: Because I have always been
against it.

Mr, Munsic: That i why at three successive
conferences you kept your mouth shut on the

He does not blow hot and

question.
Mr. SPEARER: Order!
Mr. FOLEY: Irrespective of whether a

man is earning £156 or £20,000, T want to see
him taxed. If my friends opposite are for
anything just and fair they will find me with
them.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Do you not think it just to
grant exemption to the £4 a week man?

Mr. FOLEY: I have already given my
views on that. Tf this State is affording 2 man
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an opportunity for earning money at present
I' contensl he should pay tax, because others
are deing far more under worse conditiona for
lezss monev, fighting for the freedom the tax-
payer is enjoying.

Mr. DAVIES (Guildford) [10.530]: To-
wards the em! of 1914 Mr. Seaddan introdnesi
a Rill providing for an exemption from taxa-
tion of £100, T have listened attentively to the
debate, and consider that most of the hon.
members sitting  opposite are inconsistent in
the attitude they are adopting.

Mr. O’Loghlen: T hope we were not as in-

consistent as the Government you are support-
ing.
Mr. DAVIES: I want to enter my protest
against the utterances of the member for Han-
nans (Mr. Munsie) when he referred to a con-
versation he had with me. I always thought
that conversations which took place between
members in a private way were regarded as
confidential. T only hope that members will re-
gard such couversations in that light for the
future.

Mr. O'Loghien: To what are vou referring?

Alr. DAVIES: To the member for Hannans
when he referved to a conversation be had with
me, when I said T had only seen the schedule
of the Bill. That was a paltry thing in the
extreme. I would not have referred to the mat-
ter if sp much had not been made out of the
fact that the present Government intended
levying a tax upon the poor workers of the
State. The minimum wage in the State, when
Mr. Scaddan proposed his tax, was 9s. a day.
At the present time it is 9s. 7d. Mr. Scaddan
was calling upon the man in receipt of £150 a
vear to pay an annual tax of 30s. The Bill
was, however, defeated in another place.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Tt was for one year.

Mr. DAVIES: Tt has also been argued that
the Bill was brought in for a special purpose.

Mr. O‘Loghlen: The present Treasurer and
all his party sopported it.

Mr. DAVIES: T am prepared to admit that
this is one of the reasons why the Bill was
hrought down. It will be of interest to mem-
kers if I repeat the words which Mr. Scaddan
used on that occasion. He said—

To be perfectly candid, although T regret
having to make the statement, I really be-
lieve that even the existence of the war
hetween His Majesty and His Majesty’s
encmies in Europe would not alone create
the necessity for the introduction of this
Bill at this stage. Notwithstapnding the war
in Europe, or if the war had not taken place,
it wounld have been necessary to introduce this
tax.

Tf it was mnecessary to introduce the tax then
T sav it is neressary to do so now. Members
will recollect that when I addressed myself to
the general discussion on the Estimates T did
not know what the taxation propesals of the
Government were, nor did T care. T said T had
been returned to the House, and was prepared
to support a tax, and would support an exemp-
tion of £136 for married men. T also said T
was prerared to support an exemption of £26
per child. and to give single men the same ex-
emj.tion as married men, provided they had the
same responsibility. T said this before [ knew
what the taxation proposals of the Government
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were. L did know what the Premier had said
in his pelicy speech at Moora, and that he in-
tendded reducing the excmptmn to £150. I
fought the election, and was asked on more than
one oveasion what my attitude was towards the
taxativn propBsals of the Lefroy Gevernment,
L sajd that 1 differed from the Premier in cer.
tain matters of detail, that I woull support an
exemption of £156, when his was for £150, and
woulil support an exemption of £26 ifor each
child, and give the single man the same exemp-
tion as the married man. 1 was returned. The
member for Hannans observed that 1 had got
in by a fluke, but I actually got in by one of
the bipgest majorities in the State, although I
supported a reduction in the exemption. Mem-
hers opposite talk about the poor working man,
He did not thank members opposite.

Mr. Green: Every time you speak you attack
Labour.

Mr. DAVIES: The minimum wage in the
Government service to-day is 10s. Even if the
exemption is taken away altogether it iz im.
possible to hurt the man who cannot pay, the
man wha iz regardeqd as being helow the poverty
point, [ am at one with ‘hon. members who
say if an attempt is made to tax the man who
is at poverty point the only thing to do is to
advise him to become a passive resister. What
has happened since Mr. Scaddan’s taxation
proyosals?

Mr. O°Loghlen: Wages have increased 7d. a
day nmd the cost of living over Gs. a week,

Mr, DAVIES: We still have the cxemption
for married men and the allowance of £20 for
cach chilil, and there are few married men in
the State who have less than two children. The
married man with two children would, therefore,
he exempt if he was earning £196 per annum.
And yet members opposite prate about the
poor men of the State.

Mr. O’Loghlen: You scem more inclined to
defend the big man than the small.

Mr. DAVIES: It is not fair of the hon,
member to make such a statement. IIe may do
it for a purpose.

Mr, O’Loghlen: We will see when we get into
Committee.

Mr, DAVTES:; Unless we get taxation we are
Roing to have retrenchment in the Government
serviee.

Mr. O’Loghlen And we want some of it.

Mr, DAVIES: What are we going to do with
the men we retrench? Even if we get the taxa-
tion that we are after it will not give ua all
that we require. If we are going to retrench
we must not do it indisecriminately. Members
opposite must not forget the plank in their
platform regarding the right to work. If the
Government put a man out of the Midland
Junction workshops it is their duty to find him
employment elsewhere. The same thing applies
ty all Government employment

Mr. O’Loghlen: What about the thousands
in private employment who have been put out
of work?

Mr. DAVIES: They have a right to get em-
plorment in the State.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Many of them have been
unable to get it.

Mr. DAVIES: The duty develves upon the
Government to find employment for them, bhut
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ean the Government perform that duty if they
have not any money ¥

Mr. Willcock: They do not carry out that
principle in the case of returned soldiers.

Alv. DAVIES: If they can, they do. There
are men being put out of employment at the
Midland Junction workshops to-day in order
to provide work for returned soldiers.  The
others are walking the streets because they
can find no employment.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Mr, Secaddan said that
when introducing his Bill, but all your col-
leagues dencuneed him.

Mr. DAVIES: The hon. member was over
on this side of the House in those days, and
the members who were criticising hin and his
party are on this side to-day, and he is eriti-
cising them. 1 have come into this House as a
new member knowing nothing of the critieism
which has pasred Dbetween the two par-
tics; and I ask hon. members to §ift the de-
hate back on the high level reached by the
leader of the Oppesition this evening. That
hon. gentleman szid he was prepared to assist
the Government in cvery way. What is the
use of memnbers sitting opposite each other and
barking at cach other when there are houoest
attempts to lift the State out of its difficulties?
A ery has gone up about the £200 exemption.
But there is in the Labour platform a plank
asking for an exemption of £250. Therefore
hon, members opposite have already broken a
plank of their platform by subseribing to an
exemption of £200. Moreover, the most demo-
cratic Government that Australia ever bad, the
Fisher Government, introduced inte the Fed-
eral Parliament an Inecome Tax Bill with an
excmption of £156. During the debates of
1914 and 1915 here on income taxation, not one
argument was hronght forward either by a
member of the then Government or by any
member supporting that Government in favour
of inereasing the allowance for children be-
yond £10; and now the members of that party
grumble at members on this side because they
do not support the allowance of £20 for each
child.

My, @reen: Cannot you do something be-
sides attack the Labour party, just for a
¢hange?

Mr. DAVIES: T am not attacking the TLab-
our party. T merely say that the position to-day
is reversed from the position of 1914, I am
rentinded by that interjection of the faect that
the member for Hannans (Mr. Mungie) was
very unkind to me personally, The hon. mem-
ber referred to the faet that I had crosged
over threc or four times to vote with the Op-
position, as I did last night. Instead of giv-
ing one credit for doing as one’s conscience
djctates, the hon. member said that I crossed
the floor last night in order to appease my
clectors, That statement is entirely wrong. If
such interpretations are to be placed on the
actions of members in this House, what is the
business of Parliament coming tof?

Mr. O’Loghlen: What are your views on the
reduction of taxation on the bigger incomes?

AMr. DAVIES: T daresay they are exactly
the same ag those of the hon. member inter-
Jeeting. T am only following the course which
was followed by the Lahour party in 1914. T
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then subscribed to their taxation proposals,
and T asgisted the party in the country. They
camg back with a reduced majority.  Why?
Becanse the men who are to-day the greateat
critics of the tazation proposed by the Gov-
ernment would not agree to the taxation pro-
posals of the Seaddan Government. If

chose to use private conversation, as has been
done here to-day, I eonld show that the Trades
Hall sent the Scaddan Government back to
power with a reduced majority because that
Government endeavoured to bring in taxation
for the purpose of finding work for the un-

employed,
Mr. Munsie: That statement is absolutely
incorrect. The taxation to find employment

for unemployed workers was introduced after
the general clection was over; and you know if,

Mr. DAVIES: But I am using Mr. Scad-
dan’s words, He said, ‘“You have come here
to-day to ask me to find employment for the
unemployed,’’

AMr. Munsie: That was in 1915,

Mr, DAVIES: Tt was in 1914 that this
taxation was introduced.

Mr. Munsie: On a point of order. The
hon. member is misquoting ‘‘Hansard.’’ The

taxation of 1914 was never specified to be nsed
in finding work for the unemployed. That
refers to the 1915 taxation. -

Mr. DAVIES: I will now quote from *Hansard™
the spcech delivered by Mr. Scedden on the 9th
Bepteniber, 1014—

No mecasure ¥ have been called upon to in-
troduco into Parliament has given mo so mueh
thought, and perhaps to he candid, I may say
so much pain, as this. It i3 regrettable that
it ghould be necessary to introduce a measure
of this kind, becausc one has to appreciate
the fact that it will, to some extent, change
the channels through which money is already
passing, and to a lesser extent will be harmful.
At tho same time I hold that the conditions
prevailing at the moment, and which are likely
to continue for some time to come, are such
that, in my duty to the State and the people,
I am compelled to introduce this, a tax of an
emergency nature. I want hon. members to
clearly understand that it has not been intro-
duced without a great deal of thought ; in fact,
the matter of introducing a tax of this nature
has been before the public for some time. It
is true that we have not entered into a discnasion
either in regard to the necessity for or the
incidence of such a tax, but at the samre time
wo have been using all the time that could be
spared upon it to obtain all possible particulars
from dificrent parts of the country and from’
departmental officers, in order to arrive ot
something that would meet the case without
bearing unduly on the people. To be perfectly
candid, although I regret having to make the
statement, I really belisve that even the exist.
ence of a war between His Majesty and His
Majesty’s encmies in Eurape would mot alone
create the necessity for the introduction of the
Bill at this stage. I am not saying that such
& tax would not bc necessary, did the war con-
tinue any length of time, even ender normal
conditions loeslly ; but we are, unfortunately,
faced with other difficulties which must bo met.
If hon. members will read the preamble of the
Bill, it will give them a better idea of the reason
for the introduction of the measure. It is as
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follows :—" YWhereas it is neccessary and ex.

pedient in tho present hostilities between His

Majesty and His Majesty's enemies, and in the

existing depression in the agricultural industry,

to make provision for the additional experdi-
tnre by the (Government. thereby directly or
indirectly caused, including the relief of the
unemployed,”” Hon. members will sce from
this that the Bill is introduced for & twofold
purpose.

The Premier had already met the party.

Mr, Munsie : No.

Mr. DAVIES: Or met the Cabinet.

Mr. Munsic : Do not say ‘* The party.”

Mr. DAVSES: I was one of the representatives
of the unemploved who met the party, and whe
usked the party to provide work for the unemploy-
ed. Does tho member for Hannans (Mr. Munsie)
recollect what resolution was earried on that
occasion 7

Mr. Mungie: Yes.

Mr. DAVIES: After four or five hours’ solid
discussion, s motion was moved and carried to
the effect that the relationship betwoen the out-
gide and the inside bodies of the metropolitan
A LF. waa much improved. What was my reply
to the carrying of that resolution ? I asked, was
I to take back that resolution to hungry men and
women, to workiess men with familes ? 1 say
the relationship in question should not have ever
been impaired.

Mr. Munsie: Tt would not have been, but for
the like of you.

Mr. DAVIES: That is not fair.

Mr. Munsic: It is absolately true.

Mr. DAVIES ; Tho reasonable members on the
opposite side of the House will never agree with
that assertion, although the extremists may.

Mr. Green: Every member un this side will
subscribe to the statement. The reference to
extremists comes well from you, seeing that you
were an out-and-out red-ragger.

Mr. DAVIES : Mr. Scaddan’s apeech continues :

For instance we proposo in this Bill, in order
to prevent too many returns being made which
is usually the case in all income tax acts, that
the employer shall deduct the amount of the
tax from the salaries or wages he is paying to
his emploveos.

That has been described by members opposite
as something which is iniquitous and something
which is in contravention of the Truck Act.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Be fair because the Bill
was introduced at the request of the employees.

Mr. DAVIES: The hon. member's own Bill
provided all that.

Mr. Munsie : That was the Bill that was intro-
duced for the purpose or raising funds for the
unemployed ; the other did not.

Mr. DAVIES: The member for Northam inter-
jected when Mr. Scaddan was speaking—* They
will not have anvthing to pay with.” OI course
they would not. ~Mr. Scaddan then went on—

if an employer had engaged as some em-
plovers have, as many as 500 or 600 men he
would naturally have difficulty in deciding
wh were married and who were single. Ho
would merely have to take the word of the
employees. Jones, for instance would expect
that he would have to pay a greater amou t of
tax if he declared that he was single, and he
would immediately say that he was a married
man.

Those are Mr. Scaddan's words urging that. the
tax should be collected per medium of the wages
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sheet. I gupported Mr. Scaddan at that time.
Hon. members opposite did not raise their voices
in opposition. The Bill was defeated in the Legis-
Iative Council. Thero was not one word of pro-
test from any member sitting opposite, If hon.
members did protest they must have done so
within the contines of their bed chambers where
no-one coultl hear them. Mr. Scaddan went on—

I am not saying this from the point of view
that it would he impossible to put this into
operation, but we consider that it would be
better for the purpose of this tax to make one
single oxemption and provide that it should be
under £100 as is shown in the schedule. There-
fore, a man drawing under 6s. 5d. a day will be
exempt from payment. 1f the salary received
per month is £8 6. 8d. a person will be called
upon o pay la. 8d., being one per cent. on the
month’s income. That cannot be claimed to be
very heavy. If the ealary or wages be 9s, 7d.
per day or £12 10s. per month or at the rate of
£150 per annum, the tax would be 2s. 6d. per
month, deducted from the £12 10s. If the
salary or wage be 125, 10d. per day or £16 13s.
4d. per month, equal to £200, a tax of 0s. 8d.
wonld be deducted which is at the rate of 2 per
cent. on the income. On an income of £20 6s.
8d. per month or 16s. a day, equal to £250 per
annum the amount deducted would be 8s. 4d.
On 19s, 3d. per day or £25 per month, equal to
£300 per annum, and this will interest hon. mem-
bers, the amount would be 153, per month or
at the rate of 3 per cent.

Mr. Teesdale: Hon. members opposite were
fair bandita then,

Mr. DAVIES : I supported the tax thea because
the country was in need of revenue in order to
provide work for the unemployed and there will
be unemployed again unless the present Govern-
ment can raise money with which to carry on the
affairs of the conntry.

Mr. Munsic: To-day the industrics cannot find
men to work them,

Mr. DAVIES: I the taxation nieasure was a
virtue in 1914 why is it regarded as & ¢rime by hon,
members oppositc to-day ?

Mr. Munsic: Quote the 1915 Bill

Mr. DAVIES: Then Mr. Setaddan went on
oxplaining the Bill in detail and the membor for
Northam interjected ** That is a lovely tax.” It
is fair to the member for Northam to aay that he
has been consistent right through on the question
of taxation. Mr. Scaddan went on—

It scems a large amount, I will admit, but at
the same time the amount which will be required
will be large.

Mr. Frank Vilson intcrjected, '‘ What is the Com-
missioner of Taxation’s computation ? " and Mr.
Scaddan went on— .

The Commissioner was not prepared to state
what this tax would provide ; he said it would
really be guess work.

Me. Scaddan told the House that he would get half
a million of money from thet tax out of the peaple.
What was that for * Certainly to provide work
for the unemploved.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: More than to find work
for the uncmployed.

Mr. DAVIES : That Bill provided that the Lagd
and Income Tax Assessment Act of 1907 was to
be incorporated and read as one with it, subject
to the provisions of the Bill and to modifications,
as if £156 were inserted in lieu of £200. If a man
was on & basic wago of £156 he would pay no tax.
If he roceived £157, under Mr. Scaddan’s proposals,
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ke would pay £1, and if he wag in receipt of £158
he would still pay £1. Hon. members opposite
are acquainted with that measure. I appeal to
hen. members to support the Bill which we have
before us now. They must know that the money
i# required to enable the affairs of the country
to be carried on. If the Bill is not passed there
will have to be big retrenchment and consequent
unempleyment. Unless the Government have
means to find employment for those men, what
are their wives and children to do ? Hundreds of
men are returning from the Front, and those men
cannot be employed. There is only one employer
they can look to, namely, the Government. I
agk members to remember the plank they sub.
seribed o, namely, the right to work,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fremantle)
[11-21]: I hope the hon. member will be gratifiecd
by the applause he got, because it is all from the
most reactionary section of the Chamber.

Mr. Green : Thirty picces of sitver for Judas.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN :- In the first place the
hon. member spoke in strong language against the
member for Hannans (Mr. Munsic), who was sup-
posed to have said something in private converso-
tion, and the hon. memker then repeated o private
conversation he heard clsewhere himself.

Mr, Davies: I did not mention names.

Hon. W. (. ANGWIXN : I want the hon. member
to use tho phrase used from time to time in this
House by one who, in his time was the father of
the Assembly. He used to say, “ Whatever you
be, be fair” The hon. member dealt with the
Taxation Bill introduced by the Government of 1914,
prior to the gencral elections, at a time when it was
found almost impossible to get money to kecp
the farmer on his land, at & time when, in con-
sequence of the drought, the farmers were crying
out for bread, when it was found that the revenue
of the State could not provide for the claims made
against it, and the Government of the day were
faced with the position that money must be found
to ossist those on the land to enable them to
remsain there. I was in charge of the Charitics
Department at the time, and there were brought
before me sppalling cases of distress among the
farming community.

Mr. Griffiths : I thought you said the other day
that there was no poverty on the land.

Hon. W, ¢. ANGWIN : No; I said that, owing
to the action of the Labour Government, the
Royal Commission could find none. The hon.
member ‘is entirely wrong. But at the time the
Bill was introduced we were experiencing eondi-
tions worse than any we had previously known.
I might tell the hon. member that the Bill was
introduced not as a party measure, but as a Govern-
ment measure. It was introduced under cxeep-
tional circumstances. YWar had just broken out,
and no persen knew what the consequences would
he. Having the custody of the well-being of the
State, and realising that distress cxisted in the
farming community, we felt it our duty to ask
those who were in employment to contribute to
the alleviation of the distress of those who had
no employment. The Bill was introduced as an
emergency tax. We did not wait for the tax, but
we began to build up the deficit by assisting the
farmer. Immediately our attention was drawn
to the necessitous condition of any man on the land
he got assistance. A5 I have said, 1 was in charge
of the Charities Departmont, and I instructed the
officers to see that no man on the land was in actual
distress.
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Mr. Griffiths : Did you say that the deficit was
built up by nssisting the farmers ?

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN: No. I said we did not
wait for the tax, hut went ahead straightaway.
After getting over the temporary difficulties of
the farmer, and finding Parliament would not sgree
to raise the money for the assistance of the
farmer in this way, we hod to go on the loan market
for the purpose. A few months afterwerds things
were gotting worse in respect of other workers in
the community, owing to the war and the drought.
Many employers were putting off hands, The
farmer in particular could not afford to employ
hands. Thousands drifted into the City. and
we appealed again with a lesser tax, asking Parlia-
mient to grant temporary taxation to enable those
persons to be temporarily assisted. Parlinment
for the second time refused our roguest. That
tax was specially carmarked for the cmployment
of the unemployed. What was tho rosult ?  Thore
was scarcely a union in the State whose members
were not eontributing to a fund for the unemployed.
Public subscriptions had to be raised frgm those
least able to contribute for the assistance of the
unemployed, who had to be provided with charity
worl. T think it would have been far better to-
day if we had had taxation instead of having so
many patriotic and charitable funds in existetce
Again, I ask the hon. member to be fair, The two
Bills were introduced under special conditions.
Since the State Parliamont refused to allow the
Labour party to impose increased toxation the
Federal authoritics have imposed an income tax
which did net exist in 1914 and 1915, when the
Bills were introduced. To-day we have to pay
two income taxes when at that time we only had
to pay one. This is one alteration which the hon.
member has overlooked. Further, according to
Mr. Knibbs there is & difference between the cost
of groceries and other food hetween then and 1917
of 4s. 1d. in the pound. The hon. member will
also admit that clothing snd other neccessarics
have gone up in price. The worker to-day is,
therefore, facing a position entirely differont from
that which he had to face in 1914. He has to pay
a Federal tax now, and an additional tax for the
profiteer, and the value of his £3 a week is reduced
to something like 12s. 3d. for food only. We have
to denl with this question as it exists to-day. While
the man who was carning his £3 & weck in 1914
could have paid the tax he weuld still be having
considerably more than he is caming to-day in
spite of increase in his wages.

Mr. Davies: To-day we are not touching the
man below £156.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN : It was £100 then, but
the second Bill provided for £156. To-day in
this taxation measure provision is being made
not for 1d. in the pound, but for 2d. in the pound..
In the 1914 and the 1914-15 proposals the tax
was 1d., and double that amount is heing asked
to-day.

Mr. Davies: Your minimum in 1915 was £1.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN : It started as 1d. but it
is double that to-day. It is proposed in the second
Bill that immediately a man gets £1,450 » year
his tax is redueed 50 per cent., but in both of Mr.
Scaddan’s Bills when a man resched £1,500 his
tax was not decressed at all. We have s perfect
right to criticise, therefore, because tho present
Government are putting an increased tax upon
the worker in addition to the increase which he
is called upon to bear in the cost of living.

Mr. Davies: 1 was only criticising your exemp-
tions. .
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN : The hon. member was
eriticising what took place in 1914-15, and T am
endeavouring to show the conditions which existed
then as compared with those which exist now,
as justification for the action we took then and are
teking to-day. The Treasurer provided that on
incomes of over £1,450 & sum of 28. Gd. in the pound
will be paid up to £1,500. We also have & second
Bill before us—an unheard-of proceeding—which
states that if & man’s income increases from £1.500
to £2.000 on the additional £500 he shall pay
1s. 3d. in the pound. This means that because a
man is getting a larger income he is not in a position
to be taxed to the same extent.  In the Bill, which
the hon. member has criticised so much, the tax
was 15 per cent.. and it bas to continue at that.

Mr. Davies: I find no fault with that.

Hon. W, ", ANCWIN : The hon. member cannot
see the difference between what existed then and
whnt exists now,

Mr. Davies: My only criticisms were in regard
to the exemptions.

[The Deputy Speaker {Mr. Stubbs) took the
Chair.]

Hon. W. ., ANCWIN: The ronditions aro
now totally different. The position of sur finances
is not as black as it is painted. We have been
told that our indebtedness per head of population is
s0 much more than the Eastern States, but we
cannot make the necessary comparison for the
reason that in the Eastorn States there have been
formed many boards which cary out public works
and have borrowing powers, and whose debts are
not attached to the indebtedness of the State.
In Western Australia all such work is carried out
hy the State. T is therefore impassible to strike
a fair comparizon, and it is not fair to say that
Western Australia is in & worse position than the
Xastern States.

Mr. Davies : The married man with two children
is in a better position to-day than he waas then
because of tho increase in the exemption.

Hon. W. €, ANGWIN: The married man
to-day with £200 exemption is not in as good a
position as he was in 1914 by the Bill which was
introduced, for to-day he is paying a Fedoral tax,
In fact, o man on £3 a week now has 12s. 3d.
less income on account of the increased price of the
goods that he must buy. One could indeed safely
add anether 3s. to that 12s. 3d. for clothing and
other necessarics. 1 would not have dealt with
the matter at all except for the unfair criticism of
the hon. member. T believe all right thinking
people condemn severely the action of the Govern.
ment in introducing this second Bill. A man in
receipt of £2,000 a vear can better afford to pay
the high tax than can a man reeeiving only £1,500.
The Treagurer has said, in cffect, that the only
doubt he had was whether he had not done wrong
in failing to carry the graduated scale higher. In
his absence the scale has been reduced. Tt
might be argued that under the reduced scale there
ia a possibility of bringing more money into the
State for the building up of industries. But that
is ail rot. Tf a man 8ees a chance of earning an
income of £2,000 here—and let it he remembered
that he pays only on his clear income—is the
prospect of being taxed to the extent of an estra
1s. 3d. going to keep him away from this State *
No. The position in Australia is such that a man
with money to start a large manufacturing husiness
would go to the centre of Australia for distribution

purposes.
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Mr, Griffiths: You are now spesking of large
concerns.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN : It is only large concerns
that can enter into competition. A large concern
would establish itself in the centre of Australia,
with a view to obtaining ihe cheapest means of
transit all over Australia. We bave had clear
prood of that in this State. Look at the hundreds
of thousands of pounds sent out of this State for
agricultural implements during years and years.
The member for Northam (Hon. J. Mitchell)
inserted in the Agricultural Bank Act of 1907 a
section empowering the Agricultural Bank to lend
money at a specially low rate for the purchase of
agricultural mechinery that should be manulactured
in the State of Western Australia. But the total
number of harvesters manufactured here would
be only about 20. The vears have passed on
sinco that cnactment was mede, and no agricultural
machinery except a fow ploughs have been manu-
factured in Westorn Australia. And in the face of
that fact we are told that by reducing the income
tax on incomes of over £1,500 from 23. 6d. to la.
3d. we shall gain an opportunity of attracting
people with capital to start industries here.

Mr. Pickering: Tlo you think that increasing
the taxation will bring them here ?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: A man who could see
that he was going to earn auother £500 a
year would not consider the extra ls. 3d. at all,
The member for Guildford (Mr. Davies) says by his
actions, if not by his words, that this tax is all
right.

Mr. Davies : Do not put words into my mouth.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: 1 said that the hon.
member had declared it by his actions, not by his
words. At the present time the man on £3 a
week loses about 16s. per week owing to the in-
creased prices of goods. Moreover, he has to pay
Federal income tax, which he had not to pay in
1914, And yet the member for Guildford says
that he fails to see any difference between the
pesition in 19i4 and the position to-day. T am
not at present concerned with what a man's
carnings may be; 1 am taking the general wage
earner throughout the State.

Mr. Davies: I am concerned on behalf of the
lower-paid man.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIX : The memter for Guild-
ford took us on this side to task becauvse three
years agc wo supported something of this kind
under conditions almost of compulsion, on account
of the drought and the war, over which matters
we had no control. But to-day the conditions are
entirely different,

Mr. Davies : Why did you not take it out of the
highly paid man, instead of gotting down on the
man at £156 Y

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN : Wo did; and that was
one of the reasona why our taxation Bill was
defeated. Had the hon. member followed the
subject closely at the time. he would have realised
that fact. We proposed a tax of 15 per cent.
Our propesal was that an income of £2,000 a year,
or £166 13s. 4d. per month, should contribute
£25 per month to the State. That was the reason,
and the only reason, why our taxation proposal
wag defeated.

Hon, P. Collier: It was said that our proposed
taxation would he the heaviest in the world.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN : The tax on the worker
wag used by our opponents to lead the people
astray. to make the workers think that they were
to be heavily penalised. Onec heard very little,
though, about the 15 per cent. tax. The worker,
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wag bluffed, with a view to his being used against’
the Govornment.

Mr. Daviea: My rogrot was that you touched
the oxomption at all. Hed you not touched it
then, 1 would have supported £200 now.

Hon. W. C. ANUWIN: The hon. member did
support £200 last night.

Mr. Davies: But, as stated by the member for
Hannans (Mr. Munsig), there i3 no cxemption
until a cortain amount i3 reached.

Mr. Grifiiths : What docs the taxation on the
£3 o week man amount to, after all 7 Sovenpence
halfpenny a woek.

Hon, W, C. ANUWIN: The momber for York
can bark now that his party have, by an intrigue,
cacaped this taxation.

Mr. Criltiths : That is an infernal lio.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The moember for
York will withdraw that observation.

Mr. Griffiths: T withdraw, Sir, and T say the
statement is incorrect. The momber for North-
Eust Fremangle should speak the truth.

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: I always do, and the
membor for York should do the same. -

Mr. Grifichs: T take excoption to that, and
ask that the hon. member should withdraw.

Hon. P. Collier : You made tho statement firad,

Mr. Griftiths : T withdrow my atatement.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: [ am quite willing to
withdraw my statement if it is objectionable to
the hon. member. I would not hurt the hon.
moember's feelings for a moment because I am
afraid he might worry, he might lose some slesp.
The hon, member, in his statement in regard to
the amount of the tax per week, is guite justified
in throwing off. Why did ho object ¥ He was
willing to vote for the man earning £3 or {4 o
week to pay the tax so long as he was let off pay-
ment. :

Mr. Criffiths : Who aaid that ?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN : That is the arrangement
that was made. T do not care who donies it.

Mr. Johnston: Every man is freo to do as he
likos,

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: [f [ thought the hon.
momber would deny it again, I would quote what
I did last night. Tt ill-becomes members repre-
sonting the intereats which they do to jeer at tho
working man and say he only hag to pay 7id, a
wonk, ospecially after the influence they have used.
Tho working man has to pay two taxos,

Mr. Broun: You must admit that a double tax
i8 unjuak.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: If it is unjust for the
country it is unjust for the town,

Mr, Johoston: Every man who owns land in
Hay-stroet is dealt with in the same way as tho
man in the country. He does not have to pay
the doublo tax.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It is only in rogard to
places of business,
Mr. Johnston -

Porth.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The hon. member has
shifted his ground ontirely. The position to-day
is the same as it has been all along.  With the man
in tho country, if his income is groater than his
land tax, he does not pay land tax at all. The
£200 evomption is far better for the ordinary
farmer, especially if the member's statement is
truc that ordinary farmers have nn in-ome.
The hon. member must surely be aware¢ that
the man who owus town property has tv pay
income tax and land tax as we'l.

Mr. Broun- e only pays the greater of the two.

It applies to every cottage in
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Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: He does not.

Mr, Johnston : T aay he doos.

Tho DPEPUTY SPEAKER: Hon. mombers
nust ceaso interjoecting. Wo cannot geb on with
the business if thore is this constant cross-firing,

Hon. W. G, ANGWIN: If what the member
for Williams.Narrogin says i3 true, then ever since
the land tax has been in force I have been charged
wrongly, and therc are thousands of persons in the
State who are similarly situated. I do nob think
the Taxation Commissionor would assess me for
land tax every year if I was not entitled to pay it
and T have continued te pay that tax ever since
there has been a land tax. I hope many amend-
ments will be made in Committee. The man
who is receiving the larger income should pay
& fair tax for the upkeop of tho State. Tt is not
right to say that tho worker pays nothing. The
worker has besn paying all the time through the
Customs.

Mr. Broun: So does cvery man.

Hon. W, €, ANGWIN : But the statement has
heen made that the working man has never paid
anything. He has paid all the time through the
Customs, so that he has been contributing some-
thing towards the revenue of the State, and in
addition there are moany instances where he has
heen paying the land tax. I instanced a case
last night where business people at Fromantle had
their rentg increased considerably, and where the
landlord told them that they would have to pay
the increased taxation imposed by the Foderal
Parliament. The inecreased rents, of course, are
passcd on to the worker, who has to pay a higher
price for his goods. In Committee T hope hon.
members will realise that if they reduce the amount
from 2s, 6d. to ls. 3d. above £1,500, it will be one
of the greatest scandals cver heard of in Aus-
tralin.

Mr. GREEN (Kalgootlic) [12-2 a.m.]: It is dis-
couraging to find thet the cxemption which was
agught to be provided for the wage-carners did not
receive that sympathetic consideration in thia
Chamber to which it was entitled. We were told
that if the exemption which we wanted had been
agreed to it would have meant o loss to the State
of between £5,000 and £7,000, hut the proposals
of the Government, which are apparently going
to be swallowed whole, to exempt another class
of the community, will result in the State losing
anything between £20,000 and £64,000. This is
the most astounding example of an income tax
that I have ever heard of during my brief political
existence. I have nover even read of anything
approaching it. The necwspapers which are
generally behind the Covernment in demanding
that taxation on the higher classes shall be kept
aa low as possible, are againgt the Government on
this occasion, and the pill has been too bitter even
for the *° West Australian” to accept. That
journal, in a leading article this morning, had these
remarks to offer—

Mr. Gardiner introduced Income Tax and
Agsessment Bills early in the year. The State
Treasurer is now in the East. Parliament waa
recently adjourned over a few weeks, and during
the adjournment a body, which is not Parliament
but a caucus seetion of it, met and dzliberated
in secret with the result that the Ftate Treas
vrer will not recognire his Bills when he
retirns,

XNo ntore striking indictment could possibly be
made of the Government proposals from any
pelitical party than the words of the *f West
Aunstralian,’” The article goes on to say—
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The Labour Opposition's indictment of the
Country party on account of the pressure which
the latter is alleged to have put on the Govern-
ment would come with better grace were not
the Labourists themselves the most shocking
oxample of the evila of the cancus system. This
said, the fact remains that following the secret
diplomacy of the (iovernment cancus during the
adjournment the Administration’s taxation pro-
posals now, on certain details, differ, almost as
night from day, from these submitted to Par-
lHament carlier in the ycar. The changes are
not general : they are specific. The retention
of Seetion L7—which allows the agriculturist
a rcbatement of the amount of his land tax
payment from the amount payable as tax on
income from land—is not worthy the heroies
that the Opposition spent upon it. Somo
member, however, might inquire what classes of
rural landholders gain by the concession—how
much do cultivators benefit : how much cul-
tivators cum pastoralists ; how much pastor.
alists ? The Labour protests againgt the
abolition of the cxemption of £200, too, must
have been uttercd tongue in check. More than
three years ago Mr. Seaddan introdueed a Bill
which, if enagted, would have taxed the recipient
of £100 income £1 ; and the graduated inerease
was one per cent. on cach additional £100 of
ingome to a limit of 13 per cent. on incomes of
£1,500 and over. A good purpose i likely so
be served by extending the arca of direct tax-
ation, and thercby bringing home to all classes
some conception of the importance of finance
in government. The consideration given to
single men with dependants and the increase
to £20 of the exemption for children will afford
considerable relicf to the small wage-earners.
The ples for the retention of the £300 exemption
lacka strength coming from the Labour party.
And it has no validity in the present circum-
atances of the State, which demand that citizens
of nearly every financial degree shall contribute
something, in proportion to their incomes,
to meet the coats of administration. But having
snid this we arc at a loss to drive the argument
heme because of Lhe transformation that the
tax proposals have undergone since Parliament
adjourned.

I am not particularly concerned with the altcration
of the clause, but I venture to say that they will
find on actual operation that it will release from
taxation a class already very well off, so far as this
world’s goods are concerned. We had a speech
this evening, from the member for Guildford, which
met with considerable support from the members
on the other side of the Chamber. That apooch,
whon dissceted, was an attack on the Labour
party. I am mot concerned ahout the Labour
party being attacked because as long as the party
have been in existence in this Chamber they have
had to defend themeolves from many attacks
made upon them by members opposite. But
what I want to remark is that on tho subject of
taxation proposals of this kind, which are s0 open
to criticism and nuestion, it is surprising to hear
that a momber who declares that he is still as good
a Lahour man as ever he was, cannot find ono
fault so far as the proposals of the CGovernment
are concorned. The hon. member contentod
himself by quoting from a propesal of several
yoars ago that the Labour (iovernment then
proposed to start with an ¢xemption of £100 for
single men and £156 for married men. Ho, how-
over, did not montion the fact that to.day the
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wealthy classes of the community. the peoplo
recoiving from £1,450 a year upwards, were going
to bo exempted from the payment of £64,283 and,
would only pay £28,366. The hon. member says,
in effect, let the workers be tazed. We want tho
monoy. - It will inflict a hardship no doubt. but
the taxation will bring in anything betwocn £4,000
and £7,000. Not a word about the thousands that
ware being saved to the people in receipt of over
£1,500 a year. The hon. member had the im-
pertinence to profess that he is on tho side of tho
worker, We cannot expect anything olse from
a man who becomes an apustate to his party. I
have always had the highest respect for members
opposite. They differ from me on political mattors,
but when a man hocomes an apogtate he cannot
last. The attitude of the momber for Guildford
this ovening has been a bitter attack upon the
party to which ho once belonged because we are
trying to improve the condition of the wage.
earnors, while he forgets to raiso his voice in pro-
test againat the gencrous treatment which it is
proposed to hand out to those woll able to pay.
It will bo interesting to sco the hon, member's
attitude at a Iater stoge. Tt will bo intercating
tn #o0 how ths members of the Country party
who consider thomselves free to vote on thig
quostion in the way they think proper, will vote.

The Minister for Works : Every member on this
side of the House is free to vote as his conseienco
dictates.

Mr. GREEN: Yes, you come to a certain agree-
ment in eaucus and there is a eertain amount of
loyalty displayed. But there is another side to
that question. Let us suppeose that a certain
Minister who has charge of an important Bill gocs
to another State, leaving that Billin trust with other
members of the Cabinct.

The Minister for Works: You do not suppose
that he left it without understanding what the
views of tho others were ?

Mr. GREEN : But when in a division some mem-
bers of the Cabinet are found on one side of the
Chamber while the othera are on the other side—
is that guite in aceordance with the loyalty that
should be shown to the absent Minister ?

Tke Minister for Works : That division was on
an entirely new propositinn.

Mr, GREEN: There should have been no new
proposition. By that statement the Minister for
Wocks has entircly given the game away. Thero
must have heen some sinister influence at work—
I do not mean the Country party—swhich deter-
mined those in control of the measure to se¢ that
tho tax on incomes of aver £1,430 was reduced
from 2s5. 6d. te ls. 3d.

The Minister for Works:
sinister ahout it.

Mr, GREEX: There has been no explanation
of it. This Bill in diffcrent formy has heen dehated
for some days in this Chamber, and not one legiti-
mate excuge has heen profiered for the amendment.

The Minister for Works: No excusc is needed,
and there is nothing sinister about it.

Mr. GREEXN : Not in any other civilised country
with responsible Government has there becn o
parallel case of taxation rising steadily to a certain
point and then ceasing and lowering just when it
begina to touch the gentlemen making immense
fortunes. Let us compare this with the income
taxation in New South Wales. There the exemp-
tion is £250, and when they arrive at £20.000 they
ask for £1,289 or 15s. 10d. The proposal here is
£1,250, only there is no exemption for a single
man on £100 a year. Yet in New South Wales

There was nothing
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they have what is known as the property tax,
which inereases that amount from £1,289 to £1,719

- a8 against our £1,250, And another feature in
rogard to the proposal of the Government ia this :
that in every other State of the Commonwealth
there is an excoss charge for a property thx against
tho rates given hore. Tn New South Wales if the
income is from property it is one-third greater.
In Victorin they extract double rates from property,
in Queensland property is from 10 to 15 per cent.
greater, in South Australia it is douhle, in Tas-
mania it is an incrcascd rate, and so toc under the
Foderal proposal. T fully cxpeet that Ministers
will put the ** half.-Wilson " on Gardiner when he
returns, and ask him to walk the plank. T expect
that when he gots back and finds his Bill emas-
culated he will resign, if he is not simply a frothy
humbug,

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
cussing Mr, Qardiner,

Mr. GREEN: But we are discussing Mr. Gar-
diner's Bill and the present Governmont's Bill.
The Bill for which Mr. Gardiner was responsible
hag heon so mutilated that Mr. Gardiner may well
fcél some of the heat which T feel.

The Minister for Works: Well, let him carry
hia own burdon.

Mr. GREEN: Why not display & little loyalty
towards him when he is away ?

The Minister for Works : It is for him to express
an opinion about that.

Mr, GREFN: [ expoct the wholo country will
express an opinion about it, The daily news-
papers have already taken it up.

The Minister for Works: That does not make
any diflerence; you know nothing whatever
about it.

Mr. GREEN : When the daily newspapers, which
arc usually an the gide of the wealthy man in this
community, are 80 surfeited with whet they no
doubt consider a political job, they are constrained
to show that the lower paid man cannot consis-
tently be charged with the alterntion that haa been
made.

The Ministet for Worka: We arc not discussing
tho nowapapers ; we are discussing the Bill.

Mr. GREEN: I am not going to allow the
Minister for Works to dircet me as to what we arc
discussing. Y am in the hands of the fair and just
man who is in the Chair and who will pull me up
if neceessary, Tf the Minister for Works is so
uncasy in his conscience ho can retire from the
Chamber. If T helieve something unfair is being
brought forward, I will attack it a3 long as T am
in this Chamber. The present position is grossly
unfair, and until it is explained T will continue to
declare that there is some sinister influcnce at
tho back of it.

The Minister for Works:
ashamed of yourself.

Mr. GREEN : If the thing is straight thore should
he some explanation fortheoming. If it is nnt
straight, those responsible for the Bill will af course
ovade the issuc and continue to let it go on without
explanation. Some  explznation is due from
moembers of the Government.

The Attorney CGeneral: You will get the ex-
planatiom when you give me a chance.

Mr. GREEN: Tt should have heen given long
ago. The member for Cuildford (QAlr. Davies)
dealt, not with tho Bill hut with the Lahour party,
and tried to show that this Covernment werc
justified in taxing single men from £100 a year
and married men from £136-—-hecause. forsooth,
the Labour party had proposed semcthing of the

We are not dis-

You ought to be
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samc sort. Was there nothing clse in the Bill ?
The sole point of the hon. memuer’s attack was tho
Labour party, clearly showing that, with the bitter-
ness of the apostate, he could not contain himsel.
He is not prepared to discuss a meunsure which is
hitting ot the worker. He tries to put it on all
fours

Mr. Davies: The worker will hit you when he
gets a chance,

Mr. GREEN: At present the hon. member
is drawing funds from & union the majority of the
members of which are trying to get rid of him.

Mr, Davies: Dear, dear!

Mr. GREEN: They arc trying to do this by
petition. This is the hon. gentleman who will
try to attack the Labour party.

Mr. Davies : For you to get in.

. Mr. GREEN: I have no intention of getting
m.

Mr, Davics : How many unions have you got ?

Mr., GREEN: The hon. member has bgen
asked to get out by a majority petition, and he has
the hide to stop therc.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We are
not discussing anyone’s hide, but the Land Tax
and Income Tax Bill.

Mr GREEN : The hon. member dealt with the
taxation proposals only as a sort of camouflage
in order to attack the Labour party o3 to its taxa-
tion proposals of 1915. The hon. member is not
worthy of further attention. The Bill he was
attacking proposed to bring in half a million of
money. The Bill that 1 am attacking, and that
he should have been attacking, proposes to-bring
in £140,000, and allow the man with an income of
over £1,450 to pay 1s. 3d. in the pound instead of
2s. Gd. a3 under the Treasurer’s proposal.

The Minister for Worke: A sum of £140,000
extra. .

Mr. GREEN : Under the Scaddan Bill & man on
£1,500 a year, instcad of paying £93 13s., as con-
tained in this propeosal, would have been paying
£225, but the hon. member forgot to mention that
fact. The Bill, instead of bringing in £140,000
would have brought in £500,000, but the hon.
member forgot to mention that cither.

Mr. Davies: How much of that would have
come from the man on 16s. 8d. a day ?

Mr. GREEN: Not more than would be the
case now. The hon. member has shown by his
attitude that he is on the hacks of the majority,
getting o salary from those who want to oust him.

Mr. Davies: To lot you in.

Mr, GREEN : He says “ T will be a parasite, o
Ieecltl, and though vou do not want me I shall
stick.’

The Minister for Works : What has this to do
with the Bill ?

Mr, GREEN : Nothing, but T am taking the
opportunity of showing how hollow and hypo-
criticnl the hon. member is, and that he is not the
Labour man he represents himself to he,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. GREEXN : It is up to the present Covern-
ment 60 show how it is that they have reduced
this amount to 1s. 3d. They will probably tell us
that certain companies ean be formed after the
incomes reach a certain amount, and o will only
have to pay the 1s, 3d, That is the most puerile
excuse 1 have yet heard from the Governmont.
If the beains of Ministers, together with those of the
Taxatinn Commissioner, cannot devise some means
by which they may discriminate between those
who should pay as from & company, and those who
should do so from personal exertion, then it is
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time for vs a3 a deliberative body to hand the
business over to the Federal authoritics, I hope
the Governnent will at least exempt those on the
lower rung of the ladder, and will re-cast the Bill
g0 that those helow £1.430 will be paring & tax in
proportion ic that paid by those enjoying the larger
mnenmnes.

Mr. JOHXNSTON (Williams-Narrogin) [12-23
a.m.]: I only desire to touch upon one or two points.
I cannot allow the mis-statements which have
been made by the member for North-East Fre-
mantle (Hon. W. C. Augwin} in regard to land

xation to pass without replying to them. The

%rden of the hon. member's specch appeared to
me to be that the Country Party alone would be
getting an advantage from the non-collection of
the double tax, which was originally prepesed
in the Bill. I am glad that the Gevernment
have given way on that point, and have decided
not to collect both taxes, but only to collect either
the land tax or the income tax, whichever is the
higher, 1 object to the statement, which has
heen repeated by members opposite, that the
Country Party alone would get any advantage.
I am &ure if hon. members will look at Section
17 of the original Act they will see that it applies
to every land owner in the community, just as
much as the holder of a goldfields house or & metro-
politan villa, or shop in Hay Street, as it does to
the farmer. I should also like to refer to the
much debated exemptions. I am definitely
plodged to an exemption of £200 per annum for
married men. That question has been brought
before us from time to time, particularly on the
hustings, and in this country where the cost of
living is so high T am of opinion that for married
raen particularly the cxemption of £200 a year
should stand. We know that prices arc increasing
all the time. To-day, Tasmania i3 the only State
in the Commonwealth which does not allow an
exemption of £200 a year. We should in this
State give the married men the same exemption
that is given in the other States, with the cxcep-
tion of Tasmania. They should at least be given
an cxemption sufficient to provide shelter, food
and clothing for their families. I do net think
that the average married man can carry out his
obligations to his family on any lesser amount
than the present exemption of £200 a year. If
I had any doabt as to whether the financial con-
dition of the country made it necessary to put an
extra burden upon the people earning less than
£200 a vear it would be entirely removed by the
alterations set out in the Bill by the Attorney
General. I find that the original proposal of the
Government to put a tax on up to 2s. 6d. in the
pound on incomes above £1,500 is removed, and
this certainly strengthens me in my conviction
that a married man getting £200 a year or less
should not have any extra taxation placed upon
him, I submit to wmembers who are open to
reason and free to vote that, if we are not going
to charge people getting £1,500 a year or upwards
more than 1s. 3d. in the pound as now proposed
we should not interfere with the existing exemp-
tion for married men drawing less than £200 a

€BT.

Y The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R. T.
Robinson—Canning) [12-30 a.m ] : I desire tosay to
the House that I very much appreciate, and that
I am sure the Government as & whole very much
appreciate, the generous manner in which the
loader of the Opposition referred to the financial
position of the country, and his expression of
readiness to help the Government in trying to
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extricate the country from the position in which
it finds itself. I shall communicate to the Premier
and Treasurer tho statements made by the leader
of the Opposition, and I am sure they will gladly
join with me in taking advantage of any help
that he can give the Government. Wo want not
only the leader of the Opposition but every mem-
ber of the House, whatever may be his persuasion
in politics, to help towards the same end. If all
of us work in the direction of helping the State
out of its financial difticulties, T feel sure our
united action will succeed in lifting Western
Australia out of the depressed state in which she
findg herself.  On this subject I have been wonder-
ing for some time past what is the prime factor
that has caused Western Australia to hold a so-
called finansially depressed condition. Looking
at some tables in ' Knibbs 7 the other day, I was
struck particulariy with the railway tables. 1
ask hon. members, when they have time, to com-
pare those tables, and then they will observe the
fact that cach Australian State, with the cxcep-
tion of Western Australia and South Australia,
has increased its railway carnings by from £100,000
to £200,000 per anoum during the course of the
war, That fact shuws the Hourishing condiiion
in which those States are, and also proves that
thoy arc not largely dependent, as Western Aus-
tralia is, on export trade in timber and wheat for
the maintenance of the balance between railway
revenue and ratlway expenditure.

Hon. P. Collier : New South Wales has increased
its railway freights considerably since the war.

Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL: But the New
South Wales railway revenue has also increased
conviderably ; the gross earnings of the New
South Wales system have increased considerably.
Taking the ““ Knibbs™ table dealing with the
Western Australian railway system, I find that
the decrease in railway revenue for the firsb war
year, 1915, amounted in round figures to £124,000 ;
that in 1816 the deercase was £108,000 ; and in
1917, £256,000. In 1918 the decrezse is cxpected
to be £403,000, a8 compared with the 1914 figares.
Hon. members will soe at once that these de-
creases represent at all events half the trouble of
the Government. The other part of the trouble,
of course, is due to the increase of about £450,000
in interest and sinking fund payments in respect
of the borrowinga during the same period.

Hou. P. Collier: You should treat the sinking
fund separately, because we are the only State
that is paying sinking fund.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As the hon.
gentleman says, Western Australia is the only
State that is paying sinking fund If these
troubles could be eliminated, VWestern Australia
would be able to pay its way. Now, when the
war is over and trade resumes its normal course,
surely we can hope that the railways will rogain
the position which they occupied in years past,
and possibly the funds invested in various State
undertakings in VWestern Australia by previous
Governments will by that time also be earning
greater revenue for the country, and thus make
up the leeway of £450,000 per annum which now
lies at their door.. If it werc not that what are
called the territorial revenues of the country have
increased, we should not be able to look forward at
the end of the year, as it has already been ont-
lined, to sn accumulated deficit of ever £700,000.
I submit it is very satisfactory to know that,
though when the Colonial Treasurer made his
estimate in that direction at the beginuning of the
year, in his first Budget speech, a deficit in the
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neighbourhood of £968,000 was anticipated, now,
towards the close of the year, the deficit is esti-
mated to be somewhere near the neighbourhood
of £700,000. Those facts must be borne in mind
when we arc discussing this taxation Bill ; and 1
personally agree, to s large extent, with much
that the leader of the Opposition has said. But
1 wish to put forward to this House one or two
propositions of fact. The first one I want to
mention is that the laxes, even as amended, which
apparently do not meet with the approval of
gome hon. merhers even as amended, will he as
high as any taxation in the Commonwea]th. I
wish to say a8 my second proposition—and I
would like the member for Kalgoorlic to listen
to this—that there is no State in tho Common-
wealth which has an income tax higher than the
flat rate which it charges to companies. There
ie no instance to be found in the Cammonwealth
of an average income tax higher than the flat
ratc charged to companies. And that is the
whole trouble the Government found themselves
fn. 'This Houze hag passed the Dividend Iuties
Act Amendment Bill, and the rate in that measure
is 18, 3d. It requircs no argument of mine to
show hon. members the difficulty whieh would im-
mediately arise in that connection.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: But in conneetion with
dividends the Government get at the source of
income and persong only receiving £200 a ycar
have to pay the dividend duty. That makes all
the difference.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : True, that is so.
1 am not basing any argument on this; 1 am
merely stating as a fact that there is that differ-
ence. It will Be for the Government to suggest
to the House ways and means of getfing over the
diff.culty, or of cqualising the position of tax-
payers on the same plane. On another Bill I
have said that my own view is that if we could
tear up these measures and recast them in a Bill
on the Federal lines, and so tax the income that
conmes to every person, whether from his own
labour or ary other labour, or from companies,
tax all the income that comes to his hands at
graduated rates, we would be fair to everybody.

Hon. P. Collier: At this stage we ought to
abandon the dividend dutics legislation and put
ol]l taxes in one measure.

The ATTORNEY GENERAY.: The Treasurer
and myself frequently discussed this matter, and
he said to me, ** Put up o propesition how to do it
and 1 will do it” Then came the difficulty. I
said, “Let us adopt Commonwesalth lines”  The
Treasurer said, * The Commonwealth are dis-
satisfied with the present method of collecting from
the mdividual” This was hefore the Treasurer
went to the Fast. He added, “The Common-
wealth Government are talking of reverting to a
flat rate for companies and a graduated scalo for
individuals, and it would never do for us to adopt
their scale, sceing that they are about to discard it
Therefore we stayed our hand in making any altera-
tions. But since the Treasurer left Western Aus-
traila & new Bill has been introduced into the
Commonwcalth Parliament, and that measure
perpetusies the old method of collecting everything
from the individual. The Commonwealth Govern.
ment are not changing over in that respect. But
whilst T would very much like to copy the Common-
wealth method—I do not mean the incidence, but
the scheme of the Bill—it is impossible to do so
at this etage, because the Commonwealth Bill is
only at the sccond reading. Two or three months
may elapse before the Commonwealth Parlisment
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tums that Bill into & Statute. We tannot wait
over that period, and therefore we must de the
best we can to arrive at an equitable solution of the
difficully. The Government wish nothing clse.
Then T have in mind that, at a later stage, when
we know what the Commonwealth measure is to
Le, we may revige our method and tax in the same
way. Various estimates bave been made, both in
the House and outside, as to what the less or
difference would bie in lurning over from one
method to the other. In one place it is stated
that the loss would be £30,000. The member for
Hannans made it more ; some other member mad
it less. 1 asked the Commissioner of Taxation
to make me out o sum as it were, or a gt of figures,
showing just what the difference weould be, and he
made it out in this way. It follows very much
the method of the member for Hannans, only he
was not in the position to make the necessary
deductions the Commissioner made. I we take
the tofal income of persons over £1,500 from the
tables which appear in the return issued by the
Commissioner, we sce that, as between £1,500 and
£5.000, the total is £045,000. I am giving round
figures. So far as £5,000 and over is cencerned,
the smount is £740,000. Add these together, and
wo get £1,685,000. In that sum js included the
incomes of 455 peraons. ' We multiply 455 by £1,500
and get £682,500. 1 we deduct that from the
previous amount which I gave we find the result
i8 £1,002,500 as income in excess of £1,500. From
that sum we have to make the necessary deductions
which are made in conncction with the Assogsment
Bill. Those deductions are in respect of exemp-
tions under Section 17, exemptions such as company
dividends, because there are certain company
dividends included in those returms, and they
amount to no less a svm than £175,000. Life
assurance and the £20 allowed for each child account
in all, according to the Commissioner’s cstimate-—
and he iz better able to judge those figures than
anybody elke—to £650,000. Deduct the total
from the £1,002500 and we get a balance of
£352,500, which, at 15. 3d. in the pound, represents
£22.000. .

Hon. P. Collicr: I cannot follow your deduc-
tions.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : That is the way
the Commissioner makes it out, and I have no
doubt he is right. The £22,000 rclates to the one
matter. In the question of deductions we have
altered the Assessment Bill slightly from the law
as it was. It will be remembered that the dedue-
tions for interest were allowed to an owner under
the old Bill, and the owner was held by the High
Court to include & leascholder as well as the owner
in fec simple. It was thought, when the Aot was
passed, that it applied to an owner in fee simple.
The word was used loosely in Parliament, and the
pastoralists claimed they were owners of the lense-
holds, and therefore they have been deducting
what was never intended they should deduct, four
per cent. interest. Hon. members will observe
that in the assessment measure the words of the
section in question in the Act are altercd to mean
owner in fee simple, and therefore the man who
previously has had the deductions on his leasehold
estates is cut out. He is the same class of man who
has an income in excess of £1,500, and that altcra-
tion from leaschold to frechold will lessen the
deductions by £7,500. The net amount, therefore,
will be about £15,000. Hon. members will see that
there are other reasons which can ge given, but
which I think had far better be discussed in Com-

mittee.
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Hon. P. Collior: Could the Minister have that
information which he has just given us, regarding
the deductions, set out in some detailed way, so
that we may be able to consider it in Committee.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : I will have it
done. Thers are other muiters which I vould
explain, but at this late hour I do net intend to
weary hon. members. Hon. members will admit
that the subject is full of difficultics. The Govern-
ment propose to approach it in the nost reasonable
woy possible, and I think in Committec a way will
be found out of those difficulties, which will be
satislactory to all partics.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Mr. Stubbs in the Chair: the Attorney CGeneral
in charge of tho Bill
Clause 1—agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Progress roported.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.
Tho MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon W. J.
George—Murray-Wellington) : I move—
“ That the House at ite rising adjourn to 4-30
p-m. on Tuesday, 2lst May.”
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 12-50 a.m. (Friday).

Aegislative Council,
Tuesday, 21st May, 1918.

The PRESIDENT took the Chair ai 4.30
p-u., and read prayers.

[For ‘‘Questions on Notice’’ and ‘‘Papers
Preseated’’ see ‘' Minutes of Proceedings.’']

QUESTION—MESSAGES BETWEEN THE
HOUSES.

Hon. W, KINGSMILL (without notice)
asked the Colonial Secretary: Has he yet ob-
tuined possession of the file which T asked that
he should lay on the Table, relating to certain
Messages hetween the two Houses; if so will
he lay it on the Tablef

The COLONIAL SECRETARY replied: I
have already informally told the hon. member
that T have obtained the file and that it is
purely through an oversight on my own part
that it is not here this afternoon.
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SITTING DAYS AND HOURS, ADDI-
TIONAL,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. H, P.
Coleliatech—East) [4.36]: For the reasons ex-
plained by me whenr giving notice on Thursduy
last 1 move——

““*That for the remainder of the Session
the House shall sit on Tuesdays, Wednes

days, Thursilays, and Fridays at 3 p.m.’’

Hon. 1L CARSOXN (Central) ([4.37]: I
wouldl like to know from the leader of the
Honse whether there is any possibility of
finisning this week, If not, I think the House
should adjourn on Thursday night and meet
again on Tuesday. Country members desire to
get to their homes for the week end, and the
leader of the House should know definitely by
Thursilay whether there will be any possibility
of finishing by the end of the week. Person-
ally, T do not think there is any such possi-
bitity, aml therefore T think it would be a mis-
take to keep members here over Friday and
bring them back again mext week.

Houn. G. J, G, W, MILES (North) [4.38]:
[ support the motion, and I hope it will be
carried, As T said on a previous oceasion, it
seqins to me the Government are running Par-
liament for the convenience of eountry mem-
bers. 1 would like to see such a motion car-
ried, not only this session but in all future
sessions. The business of the country could be
got through mueh wmore quickly if we sat an
extra day, and an hour eavlier each day. I have
Jn:t been to my constitnency and returned, and
if we are going to drag the session on I shall
miss another boat next week and so be here for
another month. [ am eonvinced that the Gov-
ernment are running the buginess of Parlia-
ment for the convenience of country members.
It is time this ceased.

Hon. A. Carson: It is not so.

Hon. G. J. G, W, MILES: T say it is so.
Again, the sooner the Tlouse gets into recess
the better, hecause Ministers will then he able
to attack the question of administration.

Hon. J. W, KTRWAN (Scuth) [439]: I
support the remarks of Mr. Carson. I agree
with the Colonial Secretary that if there is any
chance of finishing this week we should sit on
Friday, and even on Saturday; but if there is
no chance of finishing this week, we ought to
have an opportunity of getting back to our
homes. - We could then resume on Tuesday.
WWhile sympathising with M. Miles in view of
the long distance he has come, I do not think
it is the fault of country members that the
seseion has been dragged ocut for so long a
time. T hope that MMr, Carson’s suggestion will
be acted upon by the Colonial Secretary.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM (XNorth)
[2.40]: I scarcely like the implication to go

forth that I am one of those who have
dragged out this session. I think the leader
of the House has done his best to give us as
mueh work as he eould, and I feel that the
fault lies in another place. We are always
ready for work, but it is of no use bringing
us here nnnecessardly with no work to do. Now
that we have a large programme hefore vs I
am prepared to sit on until we get it finished;



