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paragraph () in a form which will render
practicable the supplying of the information
I desire.

Amendment put and passed.

Question, as amended, agreed to.

Hounze adjourned al 947 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chuir at 4.40
pan. and read pravers,

QUESTION—UNEMPLOYMENT.
Assistance for Single Men,

Mr. MARSIIALL asked the Minister for
Mines: L Is il o faet the Government have
imstrueted the Unemployment Relief Board
that, for the thne heing, no further assist-
ance in the way of sustenance will be
rranted to single men? 2, Is he aware that
such instructions have considerably ham-
pered and affeeted single men whe have
been following up the oceupation of pros-
pecting For 2zold? 3, As no seasonal work
is available to those who have heen fol-
lowing up prospeeting, and receiving =us-
tenance (thereby making it possible  for
them to secure employment), will he re-
consider the position with a view to rein-
stating  sustenance to those who in the
past have been following up prospecting,
in order that they may continue their
search for gold?

The MINISTER FOR MIXNES replied:
1, No. The instruetions appiy only to new
cases. 2, No. 3. Answered hy No. 1.
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BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT,.

Third Reading-——Amendment (Sic months)
Negatived.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(llon. J. Sealdan—Maylandsy [4.37]: 1
tve—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

HON. A, McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
[4.38]: L move an amendment—

That the word “‘now ™ be struck out, and
ftthis day six months'’ inserted in liew,

From the thwe the Bill was brought inte
the Chamber we have not had either from
the Premder or from the Minister now in
charge of the Bill any nftempt to justify
the tax. The people in the country have
not been consulted, nor has there been any
mandate to the Governmeni to impose new
taxation. Such an iniguitous propesition a=
this Bill containg is objeclionable in every
feature, and Parliament should have full
justification for accepting it. But the Min-
ister has heen eontent to sit quiet and say
not a word, merely throwing fhe respun-
sibility on the absent Treasurer. The Minis-
ter has vemarked that i’ the Treasurer were
here he might agree to an amendinent, hut
beeause the Treasunrer is away he, the Min-
ister in charge, cannot agree to any amend-
meunts. I do not know whether that is to he
taken az: an admission that this i= a one-
man Bill.  Ave we to understand that (he
imposition of this tax is being made merely
al the whim of the Premier and does not
represent the decision of Cabinet, that the
Minister disowns responsibility for it, de-
clines fo aceept cither on his own hehalt or
that of Cabinet any vesponsibility for the
extraovdinary impozition contained in the
Rill?  We know that is not the case, that
uot only hus there been full approval by
C'ahinet. but that Cabinet took the Bill to
cauncus, where there was a lively debate, and
that it was only after & compromise had
heen arranged at the caucus meeting that
the Bill was approved. So the responsibility
tor the Bill eannot be put on to the absent
Premier, but belongs first of.all to Cahinet
amd then to- every member sitting on the
Government side, because they all decided
hefore the Bill came into the Chamber ihat
it was to have their support. The public
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are entifled to hear some jusiilieation for
the Bill. Why is it that all the principles
vbserved in taxation in every other part of
the Brifish Dominions are departed from i
this Bill; why is the ability or eapacity of
a person te contribute to the revenue of the
country not lo count, not fo be regarded in
any way at all?7 We ave to have a flat leve!
of tuxation and irrespective of the obliga-
tions of the individual it is (o he Lnposed
on each citizen. When the Bill went to the
vaneus meeting it preposed no exemptions
at all, and it was only by the decision of
caueng that the exemptions of £1 for u
gingle man and £2 for a married man were
agreed to. Whatever ease was put up fo
caneus, this House knows nothing of it. We
do not get any information as to what jus-
tified members opposite in supporting this
proposition. The people ave entitled to
know ail that. Tt is not only degrading to
the House, but it is alzo undermining re-
sponsible government when a measure of
auch importance i thrown on the Table of
the House, wheeled in like a harrow load of
bricks and tipped out, and we arve left to do
the sovting and examining of themn withont
any justific¥tfon from the other side. There
has never heen i taxation Bill brought to
any Parliament with so little information
given in support of it as we have had in
thiz instance. It is the responsibility of
every member of the House to give reasons
for supporting the Bill, No doubt members
opposite hope that the lenst said, the sooner
will it all he forgotien. Lots of things ean
e done without anything being said, in the
hope that they will go unnoticed. But this
glass of taxation eannot eseape notice, for
it will be hrought up every pay day lo every
man and woman working for wages or sal-
sries from one end of the country to an-
athor, We made a perfectly reasonable and
most liheral offer fo the Government, but
the views of those on this =ide are not to
eonnt, hecanse the pnmbers are on the other
side of the Homse. Yet if we were simply
to wet np and express opposition without
attempting (o put forward any alternative,
we chould *. denomnerd az purelv destroe-
tive crities.  On the other hand, if we put
forward an alternative proposal that would
be endorsed hy 95 per eent. of the people,
no attempt is made to answer it, no attempt
to debate or argue it in any way, but our
ofier is brushed aside, and we are told we
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are asking for something that no Government
could aceept, heennse they have their own
propuesition. 1 that is ihe attitude of the
Gavernment, fhat their proposition is to be
the proposition, and thal the views of the
Opposition are not to count, it s only telling
the Opposition there is no other role for
thew tmi to continnte to be exelusively de-
strietive erities. There is no other field open
{0 them. Whether destruetive or construe-
iive in our eriticism, it does not matter. The
cienns of the party opposite has met and
hns decided without hearing our views, with-
nal the people being aware of the proposal
or heing allowed to express their opinions,
that 1he Bill inust he passed and that we nre
anly wasting time if we atfempt to remodel
it or du anything in the interests of the
prople we represent. 11 that is the level to
which the party hehind the Governiment have
sunk, and if that is the standavd to which we
have to conform in fnture, one need not he
surprised that there is sueh an underminine
nl the vespeet and confidente entertained by
the people for Pacliament. Under the mea-
sure cveryhody will he eompelled to eontri-
Luie, and no arguinent has heen advanced
wly they should contribute. When we pro-
posed an alternalive to whieh the majority
of people wonld agree, it was brushed aside
mud uot answered.  With (he Leader of the
Opposition, T sav that the more we consider
the propusal, the wreater is our disgnst with
the weasure. Tt 1s a miserable palivy thing
to tax u man reeeiving £1 per week, or to
(ax a man receiving £2 a week, no matter
what family obligations he has, at the same
rafe ax 4 man on £3,000 a vear is to he taxed,
Members opposite talk ahout equity and jus.
tiee and no attempt is made to justify the

inx.  Mewbers on the Government side re-
main dumb. T protesi at this final stage

against the passing of the Bl T am not
delnded into any beliet that we are likely
io influence a vote amongst members appo-
oite.  We kpow low they respond to the
crack of the whip. During the whole time
the Gevernment have been in office, there has
not heen a member who has voted hostifely
te (he Government on a party guestion.
Althongh members have expressed opposi-
tion 1o proposals, the serew has heen put on
them and thiey have not daved to vote again-t
the Government.  They have either found an
exense to go lo the countiry, or have re-
wained in the corridors when the vote was
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taken, or have voted contrary to the views
they have expressed. Onece the party whip
has been ceracked, no member on the Gov-
croment side daved vate against the pro-
posal.

Mvr, Marshall: They are not even allowed
tn vote frecly on a motion moved by a pri-
viite member.

Hon. A, MeCALLCM: Although T realise
that at thiz stage we are not likely to secure
any alteration, that has nething to do with
our responsibility to awaken the public to
what is being done and lodge our protest
against this imquitous tnx. The proposal
is fo tax the poor to the same extent as the
vich: to protect the rich at the expense of
the poor; to impose on the man recciving
£5,000 a vear no rreater vate in the pound
than the sustenanee man who has noi had
a full week’s work fov the better part of
three years, and who has all the responsi-
bilities of rearing a family. The tax is to
be imposed upon ill-clad people who have
had to sell their few sticks of furniture.” In
my electorate such people arve eamping in
the bush. They are living in tents on en-
dowment and municipal rveserves und suls-
sisting on vafions. For everv pound those
men earn, they will be required fo  con-
tribute tux at the same rate a< a man re-
ceiving £3,000 a vear. Judges, the Com-
missioner of Railwayve, the highest paid eivil
servants, and fhe big commercial men will
contribute ne more in the pound than will
the man who has heen loreed to live under
the conditions to which I have rveferred, a
level so low that 1 never dreamtb Australians
would be reduced to it. Yesterday morning
there came to my lome a man who had been
offered work for the Government in the
.country. He declined to go and leave his
wife, and he asked me to view the condi-
tions under which he was living. His wife
and three 1iitHe chilileen were diving in a
tent in the hu<h hevond the tram ferminns,
He had beenr threatened that his sunstenance
would he stopped unle<s he aceepted work
i the country, He was to go that afterncon
aml leave his wife and children camped ‘v
the bush. That man has gone away in crder
to reepive €1 a week over sustenance. e
will e chrawine £2 15z a week, and he will
have ta eontribute 1s. per week tax, the
same rate as will be paid by a judare of the
Supreme Conrt, the hizher eivil servants
and the big commercial men. That iz jns-
live and eiudiy in a democratic comntry!
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Nothing too hard ean be said of the propo-
sitlon. To argue that we should let the
Bill paz: bhecauvse the numbers are against
ns is the height of abswrdity. 1t is an
attempt to deprive members on this side
of the House of theiv rights avrd responsi-
Lilities.

The Minister for Lands:
attempted to do that.

Hon. A, McCALLUM: We want to hear
from the Minister and from members sup-
porfing him a ease in support of the tax.

Hon. P. Collier: Thase who have sup-
ported the Government say that.

Mr. Hegney: A leading article in this
worning’s paper says so.

Hon, A. McCALLUM: What we sav is
eriticised without our remarks heing pub-
lishedl. That, however, does not trouble me.
The people will soon wake uwp when they
have to paxy. I am concerned about this
money being extracted from people who are
below the breadline. Many are a loag way
below the .standard ithat the court fixed as
the minimum upon which it was possible for
an individual to live in reasonahle ecomfort.
The Governmeni propose to eolleet the tax
of 6d. in the pound from men and wounen
every pay day. The 6d. to be laken from
the man who gets only £1 a wesk or the 1s.
to be taken from the man who gets only £2
1 week i< somethine very valuable to those
people. Tt means nothing 1o the man on
£1,000 a vear. His standard of living will
not suffer: he will not have to gr without
anything: maybe he will bank a little less,
hut his standard will not be affected one
iota.  The man who does the toil, incurs
the hardship and lives under fhe conditions
T have deseribed, will feel it, and he and his
famity will have to go short of something
in order to pay the tax. T profost against
the Bill heing passed,

We have not

MR. MARSHALL {Murchison) [4.36]:
When speaking on the seromd reading T
amitted to point out that, while the Bill had
heen introduced in the muise of a finaneial
cmergeney  measure — financial  emergency
legicintion was supposed to he intended to
save the finaneial position—it was argued
that unemplovment relief was so expensive
to the Treasuey that further taxation of this
kind was necessary.  TF it was neeessary in
apider ta assist the unemploved, T should like
to point out the position in my clectorate.
which  applies praetically  throueliont  ihe
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goldiields,  We on the goldfields have not
received any relief from the Govermnent for
the unemployed in those centres.  The unem-
ploved on the goldfields have been main-
tained by the goldfields community—hy
prospectors and miners and no doubt by the
business people.  Those people are to con-
tinne to maintain the unemploved, and to
pay hospital tax, though goldfields workers
have supported medical funds sinee the in-
ception of the goldfields, and now arve to con-
tribute at the rate of 4t5d. in the pound and
get no return for it.  The position of the
goldfields people has  been econsistently
ignored by the Government. T have ai.
lempted to et money for poldfields road
hoards to do necessary work and (o employ
men under the Government scheme of part-
time work, but wy attempts have failel.
Now the Government have the andaeity to
say that those people shall pav an additions
4% in the pound to relieve the Treasary.
The goldfields community have already re-
lieved the Government of the burden of
maintaining hundreds of unemployed. T
have attempted al different times amd in
many wavs to secure azsistanece for the gold-
fields. No matter what areuments we ad-
anee with respect to getting financial velief
for the people in noed of it, we ave always
refused. Wo have tried to get financial as-
sistance for prospectors. The Minister for
Mines told me that sustenance For prospee-
fors was not eut ont, buf 1 say it is ent ont.
I have twn lefters from men in the Meeka-
tharra district to prove my statensent. The
local officers have Been instructed by the
Government not to issue sustenanee (o sinole
nen. .

The Minister for Lands: Those are new
CHSeS.

Mr. MARSHALT: T am taking abont
those who have had it.

The Minister for Lamds: They must have
misread the instructions.

Mr. MARSHALL: The officers in thi«
centre have been instructed not to issne any
more sustenance. T am not talking ahout
new men. Ouly vesterday T spoke 1o members
of the Unemploxyment Relief Board, and
learned that these are the insirnctions that
liave heen issued to the police in the distrier,
The men™ T speak of will now have to fall
hack upon the mereies of the community, as
has alwavs heen the ease in the past. At
Wiluna the ecommupily has maintained a
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population of about 100 mmemployved.  The
miners have taxed themselves 1s. a week for
hospital maintenanee, and now they ave to
snfler this furiheyr imposition at the hands
of the Government. Thiz is a tax paid by
the unemployed for the unemploved,  Those

on the goldfields who will he compelled to

pay the fax are only working pare time and
doing enasnal work. People who are not in
permanent emplovment eannoi he smd  to
have any seeurity ol employment. Maost of
the meney invelved in this tax will be raised
from that particalay section of the people.
The Promier himself admitted that if he
were to increase (he higher rates of taxation
he wonld not get what he proposes to get
under this Bill. 1lle has confessed that he
intended to gpet the hulk of the money
from who

men are  emploved on part-
fime, reepiving 255, a week in the caso
of single men and £2 9% as a lhmit

for married wen irrespective of any obli-
eations they may have. When we zup-
wedl taxing those whe ean afford to pay
further taxation. we are listened to  in
silenee by members opposite. but not an
argument is advanced to show why this
should not he o, Aecording to last vear’s
report of the Commissioner of Taxation,
many of our citizens enjoy partienlarly
large ineomes, ranging  from £1.500 to
£€3,000 a yvear. Tt would not hurt them to
ive up a litfle more of their incomes, and
thus relieve the unfortunate individuals
who are on the lowest rung of the ladder.
Members opposite do net make any at-
tempt to show where that apgument s
wrong, hut are just as determined to sce
that snch a step is not taken. We on this
side of the House are entitled to defend
those who are on the hottom rung of the
industrial ladder, and who are finding it
so difficult merely to exist. No one can
argue that a married man with three or
fonr ehildren can possibly live on £2 9s.
a week. He can only eke out an existence,
by starving himself, his wife and his
children. What kind of a nation shall
we have in a little while if that sort of
thing continues? Children, whose  con-
stitutions should be built up by good food,
are heing neglected. Tn addition to all
the troubles they have heen enduring they
are now to be deprived of some of the
very little they have. It is ernel in the
extreme. more partieularly when we know
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that other forms of taxation coulld be in-
troduced and ought to be introduced. It is
wrong that the (fovernmeni should per-
sisl in levying this tax, and [ am surprised
they should be persevering with the meas-
ure when there is another alternative thev
can adopt. If they wounld adopt that al-
ternative, the «uffering consequent upon
the sacrifice would not be nearlv o grear
ag in the case under review. 1 have al-
ways opposed every measure in this
Chamber that imposed taxaiion on a flat
rate. Even when T was sitting behind the
Labour Government I opposed such 2
thing. 1 apposed the Hospital Bill he-
vauce it embodied provision for a fat rate
of taxation. despite the concessions that
were to he piven in the way of hospity’
treatment. T opposed the Bill that was
brought down before it, and the Bil! that
eame after it. T always will oppose such
forms of taxation. Xo other nation has
thoughi fit to tax a paltry pittanee of £1
a week at the same rate as in the case of
a person drawing £10,000 a vyear. The
bulk of the people who will confribute
this tax will have to make their sacrifice
not in hard cash, but by going hungry. The
Government are taking from such people
the hare necessities of life. 1 take this
last opportunity of speaking against the
meastire and supporting the amendment
that has been moved. We know that the
day of reckoning will come, bui mean-
while people will be ealled upon fo suffer
te o preater cxtent than ever. Ii is our
duty to oppose this Bill
the Financial Fmergeney Act, it 15 not as
damnabsly croel as this one is. The Gov-
ernment propose to tax people on what
they receive by wav of board and lodging,
and to force them to pay up in hard cash.
T have never seen anything so cruel as the
aelion of the (iovernment in reaching
down to the most impoverished section of
the eommunity for a tax of this kind. A
higher rate of tax imposed upon the higher
incomes would inflict no hardship upon
those who would be ecalled upon to pay.
The taxpaver would merely tell his wife
that he could not bank as mueh this year
as he had done last vear. tWhat about the
wife of the other unfortunate man who
wonld have to he told that her children
must subsist on less bread and meat? I
fenl very bitter about this guestion. The
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Cruel as was
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picture is a pathetic one. I am amazed to
think that wmembers opposite, who profess
to have some of the milk of human kind-
ness in their composition, should support
such a Bill. If we had not offered some
solution for the difficulty in which the
Government find themselves, I would not
s0 greatly ohject to their silence. There
is another way to raise the money without
penalising to any great extent those who
would have te contribute. If that alterna-
tive did not exist, one could not feel so
bitler about the passage of this Bill. In
so fur as the measure is inhuman in char-
aefer and will be mosi inhuman in its
effects 1 wish to register my intention to
oppose it.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:

Aves 16
Noes 22
Majority against .. &
AVES.
Mr. Coveriey "‘}: glzg:::n
Mr. Hegne Mr.
.\}{ss Hﬂglmin e, F. O L. Smith
Mr, Johoson Mr. Troy
Mr. Lamond Mr. Wangabrough
Mr. Marshall Mr. Willcock
Mr. MeCallum ::r g}:hers
Mr. Nlington Mr. Wilson -
{r. Milling {Tetter.}
NOES,
Mr. Angelo Mr. J. 1. Maan
Mr. Barpard Mr. McLarty
Me. Brown Mr. Parker
Mr. Church Mr. Patrick
Mr. Davy Mer. Richardsnn
Mr. Doney Mr, Sampson
Mr. Fergusan Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Grifiithy Sy . AL Smith
Mr. Keenan Mr. Thorn
Mr. Latham Mr. Wells
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Norih
(Teller}
Parns
AYFS. | NoEs.
Mr. Cunningham ! wp, H. W. Mann
Mr. Munsle \fr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Piesse
Mr, Collier Sir James Mitchell
Amendment thus negatived.
MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [513]:

This Bill should not be allowed to pass the
third reading stage withont a final protest.
The House should realise what it is doing,
Throughont Australia the same sort of thing
is going on. Not only is that so in Australia,
but it seems to he extending to other parts
of the world. T do not know what is going
to happen. Surely the Government can see
the way we are heading. An unemployed
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army is marching on London; an army of
farmers is marching on Washington; and T
do not know what kind of army will he
marching on Perth if the Government con-
tinue to treat the unemployed and those on
gustenance in the way they are doing. Just
faney a man earning a couple of pounds a
week working for bare sustenance, say a man
with a wife and one child, receiving 21s. and
having to go away to the countvy to earn
£2 1s., out of which weekly amount, accord-
ing to the Government, he iz to he taxed on
£2. T cannot understand cither National or
eross-bench supporters of the Ministry up-
holding such a form of taxation. MMen while
partly starved and badly clothed ave to have
the last penny extracted from them, which
means that the family will have to go with-
out something more. To such a man a shil-
Hng represents a considerable amount. 1
shall never cease to protest against men so
circumstanced heing taxed. Tet taxation be
_raised from the people who ean best afford
to pay, instead of the bottom dog being
tackled, as usual. The Government will say
that the numher of large incomes is so small
that too large a tax would have to be imposed
on them in order to obtain the amount re-
quived; but T maintain that such taxation
is far preferable to taxation of extreme
poverty. T hope the House will not carrv
the third reading.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY
TAX. '

Second Reading.
Debafe resumed from the 13th Qctober.

HON. P. COLLIER (Youlder) [5.19]:
This is the taxing Bill which follows the
measure we have heen debating during the
past few sittings. Tt imposes the rate of
tax. I shall oppose the Bill, not beeanse I
believe extra taxation to be nnnecessary, but
hecanse of the basis laid down in the mea-
sure with which we have jusi dealt. The
tax of 4%%d. in the pound is to be levied
on the foundation of the assessment Bill
Without traversing ground already covered
during the debate on the other measure, I
desire fo register my opposition to this
Bill. T repeat that our income fax is so
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low compared with that of any other Stale
of the Commonwealth that there can be no
Justification whatever for imposing a tux of
4144, in the pound on the man in receipt
of £1 or £2 a week, as the ease may be.
The figures T quoted a few evenings ago
with regard to our imcome tax will bear re-
peating. I then said that the amount paid
under owr income tax on a chargeable in-
come of £1,000 n vear was £33 18s. M.,
which amount included the hospital tax of
1%d. in the pound. By way of income tfax,
therefore. n person with a chargeable in-
come of £1,000 a vear in Western Australia
pavs £27 13s. 4d. In order that such a per-
son may escupe additional Lardens, may he
freer from faxation of this kind than any
other Australian taxpayer, he will pay un-
der this Bill +4%d. in the pound. and the
man with an income of £1 or £2 per week
will pay at the rate of 4%4d. also. T ean-
not understand what is hehind the prope-
xal. Wothing so unjust, se unreasonable,
has ever been advanced in this Chamber.
Thant is evidenced by the faet that not one
solitarv memher on the Ministerial side has
had the courage to rise in his place and
support the Bill. Government sapporters
know the Bill to be iniquitous. We are ae-
vustomed to loyal supporters of Govern-
ments, whether National or Tabour; hut oc-
castonally one finds 2 member standing up
to proclaim the faith that iz in him. Bw
not on this geeasion? Silent! Thaumh! The
support of this Bill is a cowardly support,
a sapport hy votes from men who have not
the conrage to stand wp and say why they
support the measure. Nui a member op-
posite has had the conrage to say why he
supports the Bill. T repeat, it is o support
by silent vote. Tf it eonld he shown that
incomes in Western Australia  were over-
taxed as compared with incomes in other
States, or that they were taxed up to the
same level as incomes in the Bast, I would
say, “Very well, there is a justification for
the Government to introduee a Bill of this
kind, hecause all the possibilities of the
avenues of taxation are exhausted.” The
Government eould say, “As a last resouree
our people heing taxed up to the limit under
income tax legislation, we are sorry to have
to impose this tax.” The Government have
been apologising. They are very sorry; the
husiness is regrettable, but it must he done
as the financin] position of the State ealls



[27 OcroBer, 1932.]

for it. That would be a good and sufficient
detfence if other sources of tawation had
been exhausted or drawn npon in the same
degree as in the Easfern Siates. But such
an apology makes no appeal, is of no uc-
count, when we know that our income taxa-
tion is below that of any other Awstralian
State. There again comes in the question
whether a country is expected to support
a tax of this kind without having heard the

1<ure eriticized or analysed in any way
whatever. T have no doubt, however, that
any number of explanations will be made in
a few months’ time—misleading, dishonest
und untruthful explanations. They are al-
veady being made by the Parliamentary
committee, as it is ealled, of the Country
Party. As I remarked earlier in the ses-
sion, members of this Chamher issue weekly
halleting for publication in  the country
newspapers. As regards the personnel of
the committee I have said nothing. T eriti-
-cised one. of their statements, and not one
of their members has stood up here to jus-
tify it. Not one of them is man enough tn
stand up in this Mouse and sax what he
publishes in rotten rags in the country. Vet
him justify it here. This subterfuge, this
business of publishing things in 30 or 40
conntry newspapers every week, is ahso-
Intely misleading. One newspaper is sup-
posed to he managed by a committee of the
Country Party members of this TTouse, but
not ene of those memhers has heen man
enough o stand up here and say even one
of the things published in the weekly bulle-
tin. Tt 1= a low-down, dirty thing for mem-
hers of this House to pnblhish broadeast
lying statements and misrepresentations of
thi= party, without having the courage to
stand up and say them here. Tt is the atfi-
tude of the assassin with a dagger in his
hand. Tet them say what thev feel in re-
rard to this party. T do not know who the
members in question are, but 1 have only
the utmost contempt for any member of this
House who will write siatements misrepre-
renting this party and then sit here like a
eraven coward having nothing ta say, For
that kind of man I have nothing but con-
tempt. T shall not delay the House by going
over the ground T have alreadyx covered. T
imagine that those who voted for the assess-
went Bill had in mind the rate of tax that
was to he levied under the Bill hefore us
naw. By their vote to tax men in receipt
of £1 and £2 a week they knew ther were
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agreeing to impose that tax at a rate of
1%d. in the pound. As I have indieated
previously the tax really amounts to 6d. in
the pound when we remember the hospitals
tax of 11%d. in the pound. I shall vote
apainst the Bill because I regard it a=
wretehed and most iniquitons. Neither by
any Minister—the Government supporters
are, of course, silent—nor by the Govern-
ment’s apologists in the Press has there been
the slightest attempt to answer the case sub-
mitted by the Opposition against the emer-
geney tax. [ repeat that I will vote to help
the Government to secure the £300,000 neces-
sary this year, but that money will have
to be obtained by a different means. They
could get £100,000 easily by an altcration to
the income tax.

The Minister for T.ands: We would have
to incrense the rates considerably.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No.

Hon. J. €. Wiileock: You counld impose
the 15 per cent. super tax, as well as in-
rrease the rates.

The Minister for Lands: That would not
give u= what we require.

Hon. J. C. Wilieock: Yes, it would.

Hon. P. COLLIER: When I spoke last
week and referred to 4s. in the pound as the
maximum, T forgot to mention that a super
tax of 15s. per cent. had been imposed.
That super tax was cut out and the income
tax reduced by 331/3rd. per cent., but the
present Government have curiailed the re-
l:ate by 13 per cent. How can any Govern-
ment persist in their desire to leave our
income tax the lowest in Australia by 100
per eent., and, at the same time, levy this
wretehed tax on men in receipt of £1 and £2
a week? This is the most pettifogging,
wretched taxation measure 1 have ever heard
of. T do mnot wish to pose in this
respect, for T suppose c¢very member
had to face trials and troubles in his youn-
wer days and has had to live upon a small
income. I have had to do it. For the life
of me I cannot understand the mentality
of any member of this House who would
vote to impose a tax, however small it may
be, on a married man with a family, who
is in receipt of £2 a week, and still be con-
tent to leave alone those in receipt of larger
salaries, such as £1,000 a vear, on which
only £27 a year will be paid in taxation.
Surely such a member ean never have bheen
through the mill.
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Hon. J. C. Willeoek: If he had to now,
it wonld do him good.

Hou. P. COLLIER: The majorily of
members of this House have heen through
the mill.

Alr. Marshall: Some of them have forgot-
ten the fact.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Some have not. I
make no eriticism of hon. members when
I mention that some of them are in the for-
tunate position of having had comfortable
civeumstances hequeathed to themn by their
fathers. Others have had to work and hattle
hard to win their way to suceess. How ean
any man with a spark of justice in his make-
up agree to impose a tax on a married man
in receipt of £2 a week, while more fortun-
ately placed people are let off more easily?
How can they do it? Surely their con-
seiences trouble them. T do not believe for
one moment there is a man in this Houvse
who has given a satisfyving vote in sup-
port of the Bill so far. I believe every
member has a conscience, and I am sure it
tronbles him at night. Thig is the kind of
tax that makes Bolsheviks, that produces
revolutions. This is the kind of thing that
leads to disturbances such as have taken
place all over the world. We have read in
the cables of men marching on London, and
on Belfast. They are not red ragzers who
live in Belfast. They are not De Valerites;
they are good ecitizens who live in the North
of Treland, and yet they marched on Bel-
tast.

Mr. Hegney: They were hungry.

Hon. P. COLLYER: As the cables indi-
cated, a prominent feature of those demon-
strations was the large number of women
that participated. Women do not partiei-
pete in revolutionary aection; ther are, by
nature, eareful and conservative.  Thus
when we read of large numbers of women
joining in such demonstrations, it indicates
their desperate plight. It shows that they
realise the position of their breadwinners
and their children. T would sav to those
who support the present svstem of Govern-
ment throughout the world to-day that they
are digging their own graves by the intro-
duction of taxation proposals such as that
now before us. There is a limit to what
men and women, who are down and out,
will bear. Men who have not a shilling in
the world are to be taxed. History tells us
that when the mighty masses rise, nothing
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can stand in their way. It iz all very well
to shelter ourselves behind the military
Lorees, but if the massez profoundly belicve
that a great injustice has been done them,
all the military in the world will not stop
them, They will march onwards to chauged
conditions, 1f I were a member of the
Nationalist Party and supported their policy
and -aim, 1 would not support a Bill like
that before us. I would realise that the
members of the party were digging their
own graves. I am not speaking politically.
T care not a joi regurding the political effect
of the Bill, and T hope no one will aceuse
me of having opposed the finapeial emer-
weney taxation proposals for the purpose of
gaining political support. I have not done
s0. [ have been fair, and have opposed
the legislation honestly and legitimately. T
do not care what the result may be politi-
eally, and so I say that if T were a supporter
of the Government, I wonld not consent to
the bringing in of such legislation. It is
the very thing that will lead to the over-
throw of society as we know it to-day.
Starving men are to he taxed. 1 hope [
shall not he nceused of sob stuff when I
speak of those men. It is all very well for
those who have cnough to eat and live in
comfortable homes, to talk about sob stull
There is no zob stuff about it. There would
be a mighty lot of sob stuff on the part of
any one of us if at the end of a werk’s work
lie returned to his home with £2 with which
to pay rent and to feed his wife and five
or six children, to a home hereft of furni-
ture that had been pawned or sold, with
insidlicient clothing and with an empty eup-
hoard,

The Minister for Lands: A man with
five or six children would get more than £2
a week.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Bat von iake the tax
from such a married man, irrespeefive of
how many children he may have.

The Minister for Lands: But the wan
would certainly get more than £2.

Hon. T. COLLTER: Many of them dn
not. '

Mr. Marshall: What about the men on
part-time work? )

Hon, 1. COLLIER: This applies 1o
cveryone,

Mr. Hegney: Tt is the people with fuur
or five or nine children who are tnxed the
most,
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Hon. 1. COLLIER: Of course. 1 lose
patience  with members who sit  back
in their seals with simug complucency,” ba-
cause this does not aifect them. They are
uat coneerned about it. No doubt they will
go Into the country areas in a few months’
time and side-track this question; like the
parliamentary  committee of the Country
Party, they will lie aboutf it. Although those
Country  Party members are issuing their
poisonons statements weekly in the country
I'ress, not one of them has the courage to
identify himself with those views by defend-
ing them on the floor of the House. Tt
would he interesting to veou, Mr. Speaker,
and to me to know who the members of that
parlinmentary committee arve.

Mr. Panton: Tt ns have n zeleet com-
mittee to find out.

Hon, 1. COLLTER: That is a good sug-
gestion. T will move accordingly next week.
1 could understand the attitude of those men
if they wonld justifv their apinions here
where we eould combhat them.

Mr. Doney: Perhaps that is why

Hon. P. COLLIER: Perbaps T am now
gotting on the irack of the information T
desire.

Mr. Daoney: Perhaps if the Bill permitted
questions, sueh as yvou are putting forward,
to he discussed, vou would get an answer
that would surprise you.

Hon. P. COLLTER: Would I?

Mr, Doney: T reckon yon would.

Hon. . COLLIER: The hon. member is
remarkably silent. He has never given an
answer to my questions.

Mr. Doney: You are quite right.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Let the hon. member
answer the questions now,

Mr. Doney: What makes the Leader nf
the Opposition think T am the person who
is able to give him the answers he requires?

Hon. P. COLLIER: T de not know. I
apoke in answer to the hon. member’s inter-
jection.

Mr. Doney: I admit that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member
was 50 pressing.

Mr. Marshall: Can he justifv his vote on
this or the Assessment Bill?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I merely answered
an interjection. Has not the memher for
Williams-Narrogin anvthing to say in re-
plr?
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Mr. Donex: 1f the Leader ot the Opposi-
tion desived to draw e, very good. He has
drawn me. Now T a<k hin fo earry on, Will
he tell me what he objects to in the state-
ments that have heen published?

Hon. P. COLLIER: [ am glad the hon.
member is prepared fto assist me.

Mr. Donev: I am glad, too.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. i*. COLLIV.R : During the course of
a speerh earlier in the session T mentioned
this maiter, and the hon. member now asks
what points [ object to. That is a fair ques-
tion. Tn the speech T made earlier in the
=ossion, T quoted the remarks from the pub-
lieation and said fhat they were mnisleading
sl untroe,

Ar. Doitey:
read?

Hon. I’ COLLTER: T read the extract
that T eonsidered justified my making the
attack. The hon. member had the oppore-
tanity of speaking after me—T was the first
speaker in that debate--anid if T misvepre-
sented the artiele in any way, if T eut any-
thing out from its context whieh wonld have
made it appear unfair, the hon. member hadl
the opportunity to answer we.

Mr. Poney: Why should T answer you?

AMr. SPEAKER: T romind the T.eader of
the Opposition (hat this has nothme to s
with the Bill, :nd T ask the wember for
Williams-Narrozin to preserve order.

HWon. P. COLLIER: 1 was merely ve-
ferring to the parliamentarv committee of
the Conntry Pavty. T did not mention the
hon. member hut he interjected and said that
T was tryving to draw him eut,

How many extracts did yon

AMr. Doney: And vou know very well to
what T referred.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T do not.

Mr. Doney: Oh yes, yon do.

Mr. SPEAKER: Oweder! There is a mno-
tion hefore the Flouse; let us stick to that.

Hon. P COLLTER: T hope T have nnt
dirressed. My last desire wonld be to di-
eress from the subject of the debate and T
how, Mr. Speaker, to your request to con-
fine my remarks solely to the Bill, T have
eaid all T want to say except that it i= my
intention to vote acainst the second reading.
The Bill is based on wrong principles and it
is enbirely unjust, unfair and iniguitous
in its incidenre from heginning to end.
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THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. G. Latham—York) [549]: The argu-
ments that were submitted to the Hounse on
the Bill that has just been disposed of ean
be applied to this Bill alsa.

Mr. Marshall: Are vou replving, hecause
others want to speak.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the Minister speaking
as Minister for Lands?

The MINISTER 1POR LAXDS: Yes. The
Premier moved the second reading of the
Bill and T am not replying to the debate. If
hon. memhers wish that T shonld not speak
at this stage

Mr. Marshall: 1 thought vou were reply-
ing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
the position now iz perfectly clear. The
avzuments submitted to the Tlouse on the
previous Rill can also be applied to the tax-
ing measure. It is not as easy as the Leader
of the Opposition would have the House to
believe to raise this amount of monev in the
time at our disposal. AMax | quote a few
ignres From the report of the Commissioner
of Taxation for the vear ended the 30th
June, 19317 1t is the last report that we
have before us. On page 7 there is set out
a list of the invcomes for that vear. Between
£101 and £200 the total is 6,924; from £201
to £300, 16,263; from £301 to £300, 13,479,
from £701 to £1,000, 1,38%: From £1,001
to £1,500, the total drops to 734 from £1,501
to £3,000 the figure is 615, and over £5,000
it is 39. Ewven in that year there were very
few people earning a rate of taxable income
that would enable us to raise this moncy.
Since then, I regret to say, there has been a
tremendous falling off in inecomes, especially
in the higher incomes. 1%erhaps the only
people who are still maintaining their higher
incomes ave those engaged in mining. 1 eéan
assure the House, though T don’t think nem-
bers require any assurance, that a large num-
her of those who are engaged in the principal
industries of the State are not earning any
money.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Then they will not
pay any tax.

The MINISTER FOR 1LANDS: They
have not any income to tax. For instance,
we eannot expect {o get muceh from the pro-
ducers of wool.

Hon. J. C. Willcock: The Premier said
that he expected to get £180,000, even with
all that information at his command.

The MINISTER ¥FOR LANDS: Let us
see what we would bave to do to raise the
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£300,000 in the cight months if we adopted
the suggestion of members opposite. First
of all, T want the House to remember that
there ave so very fow people to-day who are
varning the higher rate of income, and who
are not already heavily taxed. We must re-
member also that the Federal Government
have seized every possible avenue from which
to raise taxation.

Hon. P. Collier: 1 have said that I would
not stand for the present exemptions. At
the present time no married man earning £3
a week or under pays income tax.

The MINISTIER FOR LANDS: Even so,
it would not be possible to raise very much
without & heavy tax. 1 have already pointed
out that it is a question of getting this money
in guickly. It has to be obtained monthly,
and it all has to be coliected not later than
the end of June. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion knows enougl about the people to be
aware that it would not be possible to raise
what is required on the lines he proposes.
The member for Geraldton likewise must
know that we are continually reeciving appli-
cations {rom people who ask tor an extension
of time in which te pay their taxes.

Hon. . Collier: That is mostly from the
men with big incomes and who have a con-
siderable amount to pay, not from those with
small incomes.

The MINISTER. FOR LANDS: Yes,
from those in receipt of small incomes. The
hon. member knows the conditions that exist
in the State just as well as any other mew-
ber, and he aiso knows that the number we
can tax is very limited. After all, if we go
on taxing people as the hon, member sug-
gests, that will not provide employment.

Hon. 1’ Collierr I do not suggest that you
will get the money by increasing the income
tax and allowing the present exemptions and
deductions to stand.

The MINISTER FOR LLANDS: The tax
would have te be increased tremendously;
the deductions would have to be altered, and
I am not sure that there is not justification
for an alteration of some ot the deductions
to-day. There are those in the State whe
claim a deduction of £60 Lor a child.

Hon. P. Collier: My amendment would
have dealt with that.

The MINISTER I1OR LANDS: Even
then that would not give us the amount
of money that we want, Most of the in-
dustries in this State to-day, except gold
mining, are being conducted at a loss, and
so there would be little chance of raising
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additional taxation from those engaged
in them. The money we hope te raise by
the means proposed s new ssary to satisfy
the people from whow we are borrowing.
The Leader of the Opposition knows that.
Last year we berrowed a million and
half fo enable us to pay our way, and for
that we had no additional security to offer
to the people who lent it to us: and we
werg told, just as the other States were
told, that it would not be possible to con-
tinually find money under those conditions,
that we should have to endeavour to raise
more from our own people. For the limited
time that this Bill, we hope, will operate,
no very great havdship will be inflieted.
It must be remembered that Western Aus-
tralia is doing more for its people who are
out of work than is any other State in
Australin. We have now  reached the
stage when it will not be possible to vaise
any more money to assist those out of
work, and this will be the means to en-
able us to find employment. Tt is the de-
sire of the Premier and the Government
to render help to those who are on lower
wages. T do not propose to reply to the
Leader of the Opposition in respect to his
annoyance at the publication of certain
matter by the Country Party because [ know
this is not the proper time to do se. Still,
a pood deal of what has appeared can be
explained. As I pointed out before, one
word could have been left out.

Hon. P. Collier: They accused me of
stealing.

The MIXTSTER
thex «did not.

Hon. 1P, Collier:  Stealing trust funds!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
words used were that the trust funds had
hren robbed.

Hon, V. Collier: No.

The MINISTER FOR
hing trust funds.

Hon, I’. Collier: What is the difference?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
not personal.

Hon. P. Collier: Oh, of course it was not
personal !

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I admit
it was an ill-chosen word, but 1 do not
propose te enlarge upon that, for T think
we might well keep the two subjects sep-
arate. 1t is no pleasnre for me to have
to justify this tax. Were it not for the

FOR  LAXDS: Yo,

LANDS:  Hob-

Tt was
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diflicuit financial position of the State the

Bill wonld not have been bronght down.
Hon. P. Collier: Even for the sake of

puolitical  propaganda, it is unthinkable

- that a member of the House should accuse

an ex-Premier of stealing money.

The JMINISTER FOR LANDS: [ do
not want the hon. member to pursue that.
At all events, it did not imply that the
hon, member had stolen any meney.

Hon. P. Collier: Of course it did.

The MINISTER POR LAXDS: Bur it
could not imply any such thing. To revert
to the Bill: Would the Government on the
eve of an election propose a tax of this
sort if there were no very real necessity
for it? OFf course not. Naturally, all of
us on hoth sides of the House trv to
please our electors by rendering the best
possible serviee, but I am sure this tax
will not le regarded by the people as a
palatable gift. On the contrary, it will be
a very painful extraction. but it has te he
done.

Hon. . Collier: There is such a ques-
tion as, who ave finding the substance for
the party’s fund? Those people will not
he taxed under this.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: I can
assure the hon. mewmber I de not know any
of those people who may be subserihing
to the party's funds.

Hon. 1. Collier: If any were consilered
at all it would he those receiving £1,000
a year or more and who contribute to the
party s [nds, Under the Bill they will
nok be fully taxed.

The MINXISTER FOR LANDS: That
sort of thinr has ao influenee with me.
The hon. member knows how we get our
money: it is paid by onr members at £1
per - head.

Hon. M. F. Trox: That 1s nof =o.
The MIXNISTER FOR LANDS:
definitely that it is.
Hon. 1’ Collier:

anltative Couneil?

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: They
have nothing to do with us.  Personally 1
have never had a penny pieee fo help me in
my electinns.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
thing of that in the Bill.

The MINISTER TFOR LANDS: The
Bill has nothing to do with contributions to
party funds, Ib represenis a crnel necessity
to raise money to satisfv those people who

I say

What abhout the Con-

There is no-
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are finding the difference hetween our rev-
cnue and our expenditurve for the vear.
Ilon. P. Collier: But there will be con-

tributions to the National political fund by

those in receipt of £1,000 a year.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: I know
the Leader of the Opposition wounld not
charge the Premier with that.

Han, P. Collier: 1 wmn pot saying so, bui
money will ecome from there all the same.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
tc support the Bill, no matter how distaste-
ful it may be, because we are compelled to
find money with which to reduee nur deficit,

HON. M. F. TROY (Mt Magnet)
[6.4}: This is unquestionably o party Bill,
for those who are contributing to party
funds will not pay any extra tax under the
Bill, or at all events will not pay anything
but the absolute minimum. Neither will the
farmers pay any tax under it, for they
have no income, and so the people on the
lowest rung of the ladder. the poorly paid
wage-earners will have to find the greater
part of the tax. As to the Minister’s sfate.
ntent  that the Government do not have
people on £1,000 a year contributing to the
party funds, T say it is not correet. I know
the Government are collecting funds from
those on £1,000 n vear. A meeting was held
recently with a view to raising funds for
the purpose of assisting Goverament sup-
povters to fight elections, "The ¢hairman of
that weeting wns a man on £1,000 n vear.
and he explained to the meeting that he haid
hatl correspondence from the exeentive re-
presenting Ministerial interests. 8o, as [
say, political party funds are eanvassed in
this conntry,

HON. J. C. WILLCOCK ((eraldton)
[6.5]: We have had considerable disenssion
on the Assessment Bill which has jnst passed
the House, and now we come to the taxing
measnre jtself. The proposed tax could be
marde ever so much more equitable. 1 do
not see why we should not he able to put
np reasonahle alternatives and have them
accepted by the Government. The Minister
for Lands says he must have this tax imme-
diately, and as against the proposal to in-
erease the income fax, he says many tax-
payvers go to the Commissioner with a re-
quest for time in which to make their pay-
ments. I it is impossible for those people
who have assets and have had large in-
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comes and stil] have sone incomes, to pay
their tax, how mueh more is it impossible
for those on the bread line who have we re-
sources whaiever from which to pay taxa-
tion? The Government say they must have
this money, and of eowrse the people will
have Lo pay; but why not bring in legisla-
tion which will enable them to pay it dur
ingr the remaining eight months of the year?
The wage earners will have to pay their
tax from week to week, but those in reecipt
of income from property will not have to
pay until the end of the yvear. Why shounld
we not say to them all that they must pay
their taxation in instalments, beginning
forthwith? That is the way taxation has
to be paid in Britain.

The Minister for Lands: But England is
industrial. whereas we are n eountry of pri-
mary production.

Hon. J. . WILLCOCK: The Premier
savs he will get £180,000 fromn income tax-
ation this vear. Well why not get it mnonth
by month during the next eight months?
That is the proeedure in Britain, and it has<
proved quite satisfactory. The only awk.
wnrd feature about introducing it here
would he in the first vear, when people
would have to pav on the assessments of
the previous vear and pay their instalments
of the ecurrent year's tax. It woull
come hard in the first vear perbaps. hut
after that 1t would involve no hardship what-
When the Minister was quoting the
ingome tax returns T noticed that for
an income of £200 the tax was abont
15:. 8d. Under the Bill, a man on £200
would have to pay £3 15s, or about five
times as much as he pays in ineome tax, In
{he other States almost invariably there is
a svstem of graduated taxation, even in this
sperial emergeney legislation. I hope that
when jn Committee the Government will
give consideration to amendments that may
be moved with a view to basing the tax on
a8 gradnated scale, instead of a flat rate.
Under the hospital tax one is assessed on
the last six months of the previous year
anml has to pav on that. TIneome taxpayers
will be paying this tax at the same time, and
so it is idle to say the money cannot be
collected, Not only do we expeet to get it
in, but we know fthat we ean get it in. T
previously asked the Premier to let the Land
and Income Tax Bill stand over until we
had discussed this tax, in ease any amend-
ments should be made in this measare, There

2Yer.
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wos o urgency abnut passing the Land and
fneome Tax Bill, because it makes no differ-
ence whether it be passed now or delayed
unfil the end of the session.

-

Nitting suspended from 613 to 7.30 pom.

Hon. J. . WILLCOCIK : 1 was dealing
with the possibility of adopting under thi-
meansure the principle obzerved in the in-
eome tax Act, namely, that of graduation.
which applies to almost every tax of the
kind in Australin. [ do not know whelber
Ministers have definitely made up their
minds not to concede any alteration. Tvery-
one will mive members credii for irying to
do their hest for all the people, and if we
st ont with that idea in mind, it should
not he hevond the vapacity of the House to
frame the measure in such a wav as to make
it fairer in s ineidence and more satis{ae-
tory to practically all the people who will
have to pay the tax. [ dao not suppose anyone
likes to have additional taxation imposed
upon him at any tine, hut when we have to
impose extra burdens to carey on the State,
we should adopt the principle of gradua-
tion, which is considered just and reason-
able by other States and by the Common-
weitlth.  That would be prefernble to asking
the poorer claszes to accept the unjust hur-
den proposed to be placed on them. Ap-
parently the Government arve not satisfied
with the Bill. The Minister admitted that
the sponsoring of the assessment Bill was
an unpleasant duty.  Though it is an un-
pHea=ant  duty, the meastire ¢an be made
just, and can he framed to deul more equit-
ably with the people to he taxed. T cannot
see why the Government should not nceept
an alteration. It is clnimed that they can-
not alter the income tax hecanse the Bill
ha= already been pazsed hy this Housze, but
the system of graduation could bhe intro-
duced into this measure. If they maintain
that, owing fo the existing stress, a person
receiving £1 per week nmst contribute his
quota, it will net prevent the aceeptance of
the prineipal of gradustion, hecause the rate
of tax could he altered aceording to the
amount of income received. Though a mem-
her may feel himself hound to support the
measure, he could still agree that some ora-
duation was desirable. Why alter the prin-
ciple that has been observed for so many
Why not introduce the systemn of
eraduation under this meaznre? There has

vears?
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naver heen any disagreement over the prin-
viple of graduation in any State where it
has been applied. No one has ever seri-
ously proposed a flat rate.

The \ttorney General: Tt is in operation
in every State of Australia but Western
Australia.

Hon. J. . WILLCOCK: What!

The Attorney (General: An ungraduated
fax such as this is in operation in every
other State of Australia.

IHon. J. C. WILLCOCIK: IE the Minister
looks up the particulars, he will find there
are graduations in other States, even in
the finaneial emergency laxes.

The Attorney (eneral: Where are they?

Hon. J. €. WILLCOCK : The Leader of
the Opposition quoted them,

Mr. Panton: In Vietorin, anyhow.

Hon. 1. C. WILLLCOCK : In Vietoria and
South Mustralia.

The Minister for Works: A tax is im-
posed on £2 and upwards in Sonth Amstra-
lia.

Hon J, C. WILLCOCI:
graduations.

The Minister for Works:
graduations after £2,

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: The tax in
South Australia is an income tax and it
stavts off at n low scale.

The Minister for Works: 1t is a flat rate,

Hon. J. €, WILLCOCK : It the Minister
adbieres ro that statement, T shall have o
produce figures to show the position. In
Victoria. salary or wages amounting to £1
and under €2 pavs at the rate of 1d.; up
to £3. it pays 14. in every Ds.; and for £4
to £6, it pays 1d. in every 4s. Consequently
a =alary of £3 10s. would be taxable at
the rate of 15, 2d.

There are

There are no

The Minister for Works: What about
South Auvstralia?
The Mimster for Lands: Is it not one

penny on every additional 5s. in Vietoria?

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: Yes. From what
T can gather, South .\ustralia bas an in-
romne tax and no speeial tax,

The Minister for Works: That is cor-
rect.

Hon., J. ¢, WILLCOCK: And has re-
cognised the prineiple of graduation. In-
stead of having the ordinary gradaated
taxation, a start is made at 1s., instead of
at 2d.. and the graduations still apply.
Does the Minister suggest that the South
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Australian  Parliament wiped out ineome
tazation?

The Minister for Lunds: No, 1t imposed
an additional 1s. in the pound.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: But the gradu-
ations are maintained,

The Minister for Works:
rate.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCIK: For each £10
of income, the rate is inereased, although
there is an additional imposition of 1s. in
the pound. In this State on an income
of £100 the taxpayer pays a rate of 2d,
If we added another ls, the rate here
would be for'the first additional pound, 1s.
2.007d., for the second pound 1s. 2.0144.,
for the third 1s. 2.021d., for the fourth
1s. 2028d. and so on. The people would
he more satisfied and the Government
would get the revenuwe thexv desire if they
vetained the prioeiple of graduation. The
point to be borne in mind is that the tax
should bear more lightly on small incomes
and more heavily on large incomes. If the
Government provided for 1d. tax on the
first £2 per week, 2d. on £3, 3d. on £4, 4d.
on £3, and 5d. on £6, anyone receiving £7
per week or over conld pay 6d. in the
pound on the lot. I think such a gradna-
tion would yield the Government the re-
venue they require. The Government
might well have adopted the suggestion
made, namely to alter the ineidence of the
income tax by abolishing the special
rebate. We are not entitled to cousider
imposing fresh taxation while we ave still
allowing a rebate of 20 per cent. on in-
come tax. Some years ago the Common-
wealth Government paid the State an ad-
ditional grant, and the Government de-
cided to return some of the money to the
people in the interests of industry, be-
eause of the relatively high taxation then
operating in this State. That was only
because the Governwent had more money
than was required. At this stage the
(Government have not sufficient money, and
there is no need to give taxpayers the 20
per cent. rebate on income taxation. When
we were confronted with special diffienities
some years ago, a superiax of 135 per cent.
was imposed. People paid it, and everyone
was satisfied. Why eannot a supertax he im-
posed now? If the income tax were altered in
that way, it would produce another £100,000,
and with the gvaduations T suggest, this tax

It is a flal
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would yield £200,000 to £220,000. Such a
tax would not be fair if the State were in a
hetter financial position, but it would be fair
in the eirecumstances now prevailing. Though
the Government have indieated by their afti-
tude to the assessment Bill that they wish te
tax people in receipt of low incomes, they
can still aceept a graduation of the tax. I
intend in Committee to move an amendment
in that direction. It would be possible to
show how much a tax on that basis would
viell. The Government will be just as well
off, anA those who can afford to pay will do
¢0. The argnment has heen advanced thut
farmers, pastoralists and others are not in
a position to pay taxation. Those who have
ne mmcome will not be affected hy any taxa-
tion, no maiter what it amounts to. There
is no point in the argument that pecple are
hadly off and eannot afford to pay taxes;
only those who have an income will be asked
fo pay anything out of it. Will the Govern-
ment give us some idea whether they will
agree to some graduated form of tax? If -
$0, we may he able to put forward somne sug-
gestions that will be satisfactory to them.
No donbt the Minister is anxious to shorten
the debate, That being so, le could give
soime indication as to the extent to which he
is prepared fo accept a graduated form of
tax. By that means he would get his money
all the sooner, and the people of the Staie
would be more satisfied than they ave. There
ix widespread opposition to this form of
taxation. I have always expressed my dis-
approval of speeial taxation at any time.
Partienlarly am I opposed to it at this time,
irrespective of the necessity of the Govern-
ment. If the Minister will say that he will
aceept & forin of graduated fax, weé can
probably frame something thai will be suit-
able and will enable him to gct the Bill
through more quickly. The ecuntry would
then be more satisfied with the efforts of
Parliament to make this an equitable mea-
sure instend of one to which such evident
and widespread hostility is now being shown.

HON. N. EEENAN (Nedlands) [7.47]:
I had not intended to intervene in this de-
luate, because on the second reading of an-
other measure I expressed myv views on the
unfortunate necessity for supporting a Bill
of this kind. Tn view of the faet that the
Bill has heen debated at some length T feel
it necessary, to make my position clear, ‘o
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ofier a few remarks. There can be no que:-
tion s to the attitude I have always adoptad
towards the Premiers’ Plan. I have never
had any admiration for it. It consisted
simply of cutting down expenditure to the
hone, and helow the hone, and shifting np
taxation to an unlimited extent, almost be-

yond the eapacity of the people tn bear it.

By taxation which strained the resources of
the people to the utmost to bear, it was pro-
pozed that onr expenditure and our revenue
showld  balance and that we should thus
achieve salvation. I have never believed
that we wouldl find any degree of xalvatiou
in that particular plan.  Although that has
heen my perzonal helief, the whole of Aus-
tralia accepted the Plan, and not merely
Australia represented by one politieal party.,
but Aunstralia represented by every political
party, from }Mr. Seullin, the ex-Prime Min-
ister, to the present Premier of Queensland.
Hon. P, Collier: Nn,

Hon. N. KEENAXN: Tt is no nuse fthe
Leader of the Opposition =aving that.

Hon. I'. Collier: The present Premier of
Queensland has not adopted the Plan as it
was originally adopted by the Premiers.

Hon. N. KEENAXN: T am sorey if T am
mistaken, but my belief is that the Premier
of Queensland did adopt the Plan. At any
vate T have no desire to embark upon a con-
troversy as to my personal opinion against
the personal opinion of someone else. Parties
of all shades of political thonght in the Easi-
ern States, whether they were of the Country
Party or the U.A.L., or the various shade-
of the Labour Party, agreed to support a
policy to which T personally find no reason
to attribuie the virtues it is supposed to

possess.  Inasmuch as that is the poliey
which Australia has  accepted, as heing

somefhing that s likely to bring us out
of our present troubles and lead fo the
achievement of our salvation, the measures
which have from time to time been debated
and passed are all consequentinl.  From
wy point of view they are all going to lead
ns nowhere in the end. Tt is not easy fo
set up one’s personal opinion against the
absolutely united opinion of the Parliaments
of Australia. That heing the case, at the
present moment only fwo eourses are open
tn us. One is that we shoald comply with
the requirements, not the suggestions, of this
Plan, which the separate Governments of
the scparate States, all of which arve sup-
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posed to e sovereign States, are told io
carey out in obedience to the Plan. This
requirement is that we have to bring down
our expenditure by a certain figure.

Hon, 1°. Collier: Of course they were
toll {0 do this, but as sovereign States they
were fold to do it hy sovereign States and
not by the Commonwealth.

Hon, N. KEENAN: That makes very lit-
tle difference.

Hon. P. Collier: T¢ does make a differ-
cnee, '

Hen, X, KEENAXN: I do not sec a very
great diffevence befween heing told by one
bully or to being told by two bhullies.

Hon. P. Collier: But what if the bul-
lies have a common inierest, such as the
States have? ’

tlon. N, KEENAN: Unfortunately that
iz an assumption. A common interest does
not exist if we examine the position, but
that is foreign to the subject mntter of the
debate. | admit the Leader of the QOpposi-
tion would like me to indulge in foreign
matier as he himself did, —

Hon. P. Collier: Xot a bit.

Hon, N, KEENAN: —Dbut I do not
think I would he justified in doing so, as
1 feel certuin I would not receive the same
grace at the hands of My, Speaker as per-
haps the hon. member would. I will, theve-
fore, return to the matter we are entitled to
diseuss.  There are only two courses open
to us in eonsequence of the position that we
oceupy.  The position is that the States, in
pursuance of this Plan, have received orders
which they are obliged to carry out. In
consequence of the receipt of those orders
we have to reduce our expenditure, or raise
by taxation a certain sum named by our
masters.  That sum is roughly £300,000.

Hon. M. F. Troy: We have no objection
to the tax, but we objeet to the manner in
which it is applied. This is taxation upen
people who are least able to bear it.

Hon. N. KEENAN: T will deal with that
in a moment. 1My objection goes further
than the hon. member's. I begin at the be-
ginning of the chapter, and he only comes
in at the end. The point I make is this:
We are ordered either to reduce our expen-
diture by a certain amount and so conform
to the Plan, this almighty Plan, or we know
what to expeet. We know that snpplies will
be ¢nt off if we do not carry out orders. We
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are no longer masters of our own destiny.
We are mere serfs carrying out the orders
of another parby sitting in another place
and issuing these orders to us.

Hon. P. Collier: Which other party?

Hon. N. EEENAX: The body may he
called the Loan Council or given various
other titles, but we kuow it as o conglomer-
ate of the Eastern States.

Hon. P. Collier: 1t is the other States.

Hon. N. KEEXAN: The word “other” is
only a misapplieation. We do not exist.

Hon. . Collier: We exist just as mnch
as the other States do.

Hou. N. KEENAXN: What we are fold to
do is to reduee our expenditure, to balance
our Budget, by raising £300,000. We ean
do that either by reducing our expenditure
or imposing new faxation. We ean do it
by reducing the amount that we allow, and
whieh we are all more or less proud fo
allow, by way of sustenance in cxcess of
that allowed hy the Eastern States, or we
can raise additional meney by taxation. Is
there any choice? Tf there was any choiee,
I would bhe the first to protest against our
acceptance of dictation at the hands of an-
other body, our acceptance of an order to
do what we are told to do. There is, how-
ever, no alternative. It would he a very
grievous thing to do, to ent down the sus-
tenance that we give. I suppose I may say
withent exaggeration that our sustensnece is
at least 1s. in excess of the sustenance given

in the FEastern States. If, instead of
taking that 1a  off, we take off
only  4%d., alihough that is something

ong sloes not want to do at the dietation of
other people, it wonld be preferable to
taking off the 1s. That is the position as
it appears to me, There is one point in
what has been said in opposition to the
measure that I have a great deal of sym-
pathy with. I believe that if it were pos-
sible to do so the amount should have been
raised by means ol a tax on a sliding seale.
The matfer that has been brought forward
Ly the member for Geratdton (Hon. J. C.
Wiltcoek) appeals to e in a large measare.
I am placed in the position, however, of
having to accept the assurance of the
Treasurer that he could not raise the
inoney cxcept in this way.

Hon. P. Collier: That is nonsense. The
hon. memher knows it.

[ASSEMBLY.]

[The Deputy Spealker took the Chair.]

Hon. N, WEENAX: It is of no use to
vefer to ligures found in the report of the
Commisgioner of Taxation. Let me tell
the House why that is so. In the first
place he refers to what has transpired dur-
ing the vear ended in the period in which

bis reporl was made. AN faxation is based

on the year previous to the assessment. In
effeet the figures that are found in the last
report of the Commissioner are practically
three years old. All taxation is at least
a year behind the year it is aetunally im-
posed. Are we ignorant of the change
that has taken place in the monetary posi-
tion of people during that period?

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Nineteen thirty-one
was the year in which we got our lowest
raiee for wheat,

"Hon. ¥. KEENAN: During
three years the great majorily
have lived on capital.

Hon. J, C. Willeock: Another bad year
was in 1936-31.

Hon. ¥. KEENAN: Tt does not matter
about that. The previous years were bad
ones too. The great majority of the peo-
ple of the State have heen living on eapi-
tal.

Hon. P. Collier:
were not bad years.

Hon. N. KEENAN:
does the Teader of the Opposition
down as bad vears?

Hon, P. Collier: The year 1929 was a
good vyear.

Hon. N. KEENAN: And now we are
in 1932, three years later on.

Hon. . Collier: The hon. member said
that previons to 1930 the years were bad
ones.

Hon. N. KEENAN: The year 1830 was
a bad one. That was the year when the
crash took place and the bhoom collapsed.

Hon. P. Collier: Prices during 1930 were
good.

Hon, N, KEENAN: For portion of the
year. There was then a terrific collapse, as
the hon. member knows because he was
unfortunate enough to hold on wuntil the
end of that year.

Hon. P. Collier: Yes.

The Minister for Railways: During the
1929 harvest was when the collapse took
place.

the last
of people

The previous years

How many years
put
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Hon. N. KEENAN: There is no greater
mistake than to imagine that we are living
on our earnings, that it is not capital we
are living on.  Of course it is capital.
The man whe pays me for my serviees is
paying me out of capital. It is true that
I do not live directly on eapital—at least,
I hope I do uot—Dbut still T am living on
capital all the same, because when I am en-
gaged in my professionai capacity I am
being paid by some person who has to wel
that money out of lis capital. So it may
truly be said that almost evervone in the
State for the last two or three years has
been living on eapital.

on. . Collier: ls there anvthing snered
about eupital?

Hon. N. KEENAN: Nothing in the world
sacred about capital, exeept that it is nof
open te taxation. Taxatlion is based on in-
come, not o eapital. And so | am obliged
and everyone who thinks will be obliged,
to aecepf the assuwrance of the Treasurer
that he eannot vaise this moner except by
the means proposed. 1f he ndopted the
second course which | have pointed out,
of raising the money instead of reduecing
sustenance—and he could npot raise the
maney by taxation of the ineomes which are
saill to be eapable of yvierling it

Hon. P. Collier: Nohoily sugrgested that
Lie should.

Hon, N. KEENAN: T know that hon.
member suggested that the various present
oxemptions should be removed.

Hon. P. Collier: Some of them.

Hon. N. KEENAN: To some extent, I
confess, I find mysel€ in aecord with those
views, But when one is in the position, as
I am, of holding very strongly antagonis-
tic views to the whole of the Premiers’ Plan,
and when T have to say tp those who are
presenting it

Hon. P. Collier: Thiz is not an essential
part of the Premiers’ Plan.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Tf it is not part of
the Premiers’ Plan, what is it?

Hon. P. Collier: The I'remiers’ Plan did
not lay down how taxation was to be levied.

Hon. N. KEENAX: The Teader of the
Opposition will at least admit that the elaim
of spending so much, and so much only, in
thiz year is part of the Premiers’ Plan.

Hon. P. Collier: We agree with that. Yon
have not tonched the real point. Yon are
enzaged in special pleading now.
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Hon. N. KEENAX: I do not think the
how. member is just in saying that. I do
not want to attempt to indulge in special
pleading.

[[on, 1". Collier: You are doing so.

Hop. NX. KEENAN: Then I am doing it
against my own wish.

1lon, P. Collier: What you oare arguing
is nof the real point at all.

Ilon. N. KEENAN: At any rate, I want
to make it clear that the only reason why
anv member—I hope 1 am not speaking
only for myseclf, but for other members on
this side of the Chamber—is voting for the
Bill is that the Treasurer is not able fo give
any assurance that he eon comply with the
orders he has to eomply with, from another
authority, unless he gets this Bill.

Hon. P. Collier: What nonsense!
rubhish!

The DEPUTY: SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. N. KEENAN: It is only rubbish if
one puts onself up as a person capable of
contradicting the Treasurer, or refusing fo
accept what the Trensurer tells us are the
facts from his point of view.

Hon, P. Collier: The hon. member does
nok argue against or answer my alternative.

Hon. N. REEXNAN: The hon, member’s
alternative has not heen worked out in arith-
inetic. The Treasurer works out his propo-
~sition in arithmetie,

Hon. I'. Collier: Where is the working
vut ?

Hon. X, KEENAN: He has put it before
the Hounse.

Hon. P. Collier: It has never been ex-
plainerd,

Hon, N. KEENAXN: The amendment of
the Leader of the Opposition may produce
anything or nothing.

Hon. P. Collier: Have vou examined it?

VWhat

Hon. N, KEENAN: How could I? Has
the hon, niember himself examined it?

Yon., P. Collier: I have.

Fon, N. REENAN: Will he tell the

THouse what amount it will produce?

1lon. I". Collier: Yes. It will prodnce
£100,000 a vear. Start on that.

Hon. X, KEENAXN: And the amount tn
Le found iz £300,000.

Hon, P. Collier: .And then the halance
will he mot from this tax,

Hon. N. KEENAXN: I do not wish even
for a moment to impugn the hon, member's
arvithneiie. Tt may Ye that he is correet.



For my part, alibough I am absolutely and
entirely respectful to the Leader of the Op-
position, I am obliged to accept the arith-
metic of the Treasurer, who is responsible.

Hon. P. Collier: But there has not been
any arithmetic from the Treasurer.

Hon, N. KEENAN: There has been.

Hon. . Collier: Not on the alternative
proposal.

Hon. N. KEENAXN: Has not the Treas-
urer stated that he has worked out with his
officers the result of the present propesal?

Hon, P. Collier: He has not.

Hon. N. KEFNAN: It would he ahgurd
to suppose that he has not.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt is not unusual for—

Hon. N. KEENAN: Has not the Treas-
urer definitely stated that as the result of
this Bill he will raise a certain sum of

money?

Hon. P. Collier: Yes.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Is not that arith-
metic?

Hon, P. Collier: But not as regards the
alternative which I put forward.

Hon. N. IKEENAN : The alternative should
be worked out, surely, by those who put it
forward. The Leader of the Opposition
suggests that he arrives at £100,000, and
that the halance of the amount required re-
mains to he got hy some measure which re-
mains to be framed. But I wish to make
elear the position of myself and, T feel sure,
of many other members. We are only vot-
ing for this measure beecause we are unfor-
tunately in such g position that we have to
aceept a course of action which is pre-
seribed.

Hon. P. Collier: What nonsense!
seribed? Of course not,

Hon. N. KEENAN: We¢ cannot start to
finance ourselves.

Hon. P. Collier: Who has preseribed this?

Hon. N. KEENAN: If the hon. member
does not know that, he does not know what
i= happening in Australia.

Hon. P. Collier: Who preseribed it

Hon. N. KEENAN: The Loan Couneil.

Hon. P. Collier: Nonsense! The Loan
Council had nothing to do with this Bill

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
must ask the hon. memher to cease interjeet-
ing.

Hon. N. KEENAN: It mayv be that cer
tain misapprebensions exist with regard to
the matter, and if so, I am certainly one
of those who labour under the misapprehen-

Pre-
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sion. I am under the belief that so long
as we remain in our present position, we
are abliged to vely on a certain poliey.

Tlon, 1. Collier: We have no choice,

Hon. N. KEENAX: Does the hon. mem-
ber mean that he is still free to say, “You
may go to the dence”?

Hon. P. Collicr: We have an absolutely
1ew svsfem of raising the money. The Loan
Couneil had nothing io [do with the method.

Hon. N. KEENAX: Bnt it must be done.

Hon., P, Collier: Get the money, but not
hy this method.

Hon. N. KEFENAN: Not necessarily get
fhe money. We can eut down the expendi-
ture if we like. The arder iz not to raisc
the money bhut te produce a balanced PBud-
oef.

Hon, P. Collier: And vou prodnce it this
wav!

Hon, X. WEENAXN: This is s against
certain cutting down,

Hon. 1. Collier: Not at all!

IMon. N. KEENAN: Of course the alter-
ralive remains—to cnt down.

Hon. P. Collier: Rubhish!

AMr, Kenneally: Graduation is nn alterna-
tive.

Hon. N. KEENAN: We have fo hring
the Bndget into a certain form, and into
that form we must get it, either by reduecing
expenditure or—if we do not care for that
—Mhy inereasing the vevenue. The alterna-
tive vemains, to reduee expenditure. Toes
the hon. member wish to do that?

Hon. T. Collier: That is too wenk alto-
gether.

Hon., ¥. KEENAN: Surely it is not weak.

Hon. P. Coliier: Of course. Tt is non-
sense.

Hon. N. KEENAXN: Ts it nonsense, when
one wants to balance one’s Budget and has
twe alternative means of doing so, to say
that one way of arriving at the point of hal-

-ance is to reduce one’s expenditure while not

touching one's revenue?

Mr. RKenneally: There is a further alterna-
tive—graduation.

Hon, N. KEENAN: Tf we refuse to dock
expenditure and adopt the means of raising
taxation, then, T admit, we come to the
ground suggested by the member for Gerald-
ton.

Hon. P. Collier: Not at all!

Hon. N. KEENAN: Tt is so.

Hon. P. Collier: No.

Hon. N. KEENAX : The hon. member
might at least listen to me. If he did that,
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he would understand what I am saying. If.

the hon. member does not wish to listen to
me, I do not wish fo address him: any more.

Hon. P. Collier: 1 never heard the hom,
member utter sueh ridiculons nonsense be-
fore.

Hon. N. KEENAX: There iz no alterna-
tive, if we accept the Treasurer’s statements,
but to pass the Bill. 1 admit at onee that 1
should prefer to see the sum raised by a
graduated tax; but so long as a Minister of
the Crown remains Treasurer, we must either
put him out of his job or clse accept his
statement that he connot raise the money
except by this means. That heing so, there
is no alternative but to accept the Bill,

Hon. M. F. Troy: This is the “West Aus-
tralian’s™ tax, not the Government’s. The
“West Australian” has tor twelve months
advocated this way of raising the money.

Han. P. Collier: The Government are very
subservient to the “West Australian,™

HON. A. McCALLUM (South Fre-
mantle} [8.12]: There is one thing this side
of the House has nchieved, though it has
taken us all the week io do it. e have at
any rate brought the Minister for Lands and
the membher for Nedlands to their feet. Up
to then we had been unable to zet any voice
from the othér side to utter a word or a
syllable in support of the measure. All that
the Minister for Lands would do was fo place
the responsibility on the man who is not
here. The Minister for Lands offered ex-
enses, no justifiention. He did not put for-
ward o single argament in support of the
Bill, but he made excuses, One would have
thought that the man who is taking the Pre-
mier’s place would be in a position to give
the House some solid facts and arguments
backing np this ahsolute revolution in the
domain of taxation. Buf the Minister has
not done so. Upon resuming his seat he ad-
mitted that he had not done it., But he uniters
an apology to the eifect that the Government
are in such a position that they must get
money. He offers no excuse for the method
by which it is proposed to get that money.
The Minister will not ¢lnhin that he has justi-
fied the tax. When resuming his seat he was
offering excu=es and apologies. I am not un-
fair, am T, in spmming up in that way? The
Minister agrees to that.

Mr. Panton: Silence gives consent.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: I sum up the case
made by the member for Nedlands a5 mean-
inz that this tax is part and pareel of the
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Premiers' Plan, That, [ think, is the kernel
ol his argument.

Hon. P. Collier:
correct.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: If he went so far
as to say that the Government have to get
within another £300,000 of equalising their
Budget, we might agree with him and say
that that is part and parcel of the financial
arrangement. But the justification of this
tax and of its inetdence is, of eounrse, alto-
gether foreign to the argument.

Hon. P. Collier: That iz what the hon.
member was trying to justify.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Yes. The member
for Nedlands acensed the Leader of the
Opposition of dragging in foreign matter.
If anything at all is foreign, surely it is
foreign tfo the arguments to say that the

He -said so. It is not

_ Premiers’ Plan declares that all Governmments

thronghout the continent must tax the man
receiving £1 per week tid. in the pound.

Hon. M. F, Troy: It is not true.

Hon. P. Collier: It is rubbish.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: Where is there in
any proposal submitted by any Government
on this continent a demand for a tax of 6d.
in the pound as part and parcel of Govern-
went policy 7 That has been the “West Aus-
tralian’s™ policy from the start,

Hon. P. Collier: They have examined ne
alternative at all.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: The Press has
urged it and the Government have bowed to
the dictates of their supporters.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The “West Aus-
tralian” has hamnered at this for over 12
moithes.

Ton. A MeCALLUM: And now the Gov-
crnment are obeving the wishes of the Press.
We have occupied the floor for over a week
driving onr pointz home and now, despite
all the argnments we have advanced, the
member for Nedlands {Hon. N. IKeenan)
had praetically to admit that he does net
understand what we have heen driving at,
Wha on the Opposition side has argued that
there 3= no necessity to provide the £300,000
that the Government desire? XNot one of us.
All we have arvued iz that the man in re-
ceipt of £1 a week shounld not be taxed at
the same rate ax the man reeeiving £3,000 a
year.

Hon. P. Collier: The member for Ned-
lands kept guite ¢lear of that point.

Hon, X. Keenan: No.

Ton. P. Collier: OFf conrse vou did.
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Hon. A. McCALLUM: All this €alk about
foreign nimtter does not improve the pusi-
tion. The member for Nedlands said that the
people of Australia had approved of this
proposal. What part of Ausiralia has done
s0? Woeuld any Government dave to go be-
fore the people and ssk for the endgprsement
of this legislation? They wonid not do so
because they know the people would not
agree to it. That is the whole kernel of the
objection to the two Bills to levy the finan-
eial emergency tax. When the memher for
Nedlands argued that the member for Ger-
aldton had not gone far enough hack and
had merely started from the end of thd
matter, T contend that the member for Ned-
lands himself did not go far hack enough.
The finaneinl pesition confronting the Gov-
ernment is controlled largely by decisions
arrived at by the Toan Couneil. A kind of
super Parliament has been built up and our
Parliament is now in the position of merely
having to record decisions arrived at else-
where. T have voiced my opposition to that
on former occasions, and so 1 say that the
memher for Nedlands has not gone far
enough., Tf the memher for Geraldton eame
in at the end of the argnment, the member
for Nedlands merely reached the middle
stage. FEvervone kuows that when the Loan
Couneil meet, they have hefore them the de-
cision of the hanks, The Prime Minister ov
the Treasurer of the Commonwealth says to
them, “The hanks say this” or “This is the
limit to which the banks will go.” In Aus-
tralia nowadays it is not a matter of the
eontinent heing poverned by the Conmmon-
wealth Parliament and by the State Parlia-
ments. T.et us get at the rooi of the trouble,
and we find that Australia is governed by
the banks. The financial policy is not in
the hands of the representatives of the
people but of those controlling the hanking
institutions of Australia. T think the mem-
ber for Nedlands will agree with that conten-
tion. We have repeated our arguments
ugainst this legislation time and again, and
apparently the only advance we have made
lias heen to get the Minister for Lands and
the member for Nedlands, an cx-Minister
and a responsible member of the House, o
their feet. T ask the member for Nedlands
to consider the position regarding the taxa-
tion of income derived from property.
Under the Federal Act, the tax ranges up
to £163 on an income of £1,000 derived

- hilk
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from properly. In New South Wales it is
£116, and in Queensland, £146. In Western
Australia, the tax on an income of £1,000
derived from propercty is £90. Suvely there
is ample room for improvement there, That
field should be exploited betore we get down
fo taxing a man in receipt of €1 a week.
Before we rveuched the same basis as the
next lowest State in Australia, we wonld
have o inerease our tax from £90 to
£116 on the property qualification. s it
not reasunable to avgue that steps should
Le taken to exhaust the possibilities in
that direction before levying such a tax
as that under discussion ?  Hadl we
reached the maximum tax levied in the
Fastern Siates, the Government would
have hinl some grounds npon  which o
base their avguments in support of the
Next take the position regavding in-
comes derived from personal exertion. Cur
tax under that heading is £33 on an income
of £1,000. The next lowest State in that
respeet bs Vietoria where the tax is £62, or
pearly donhle that which we levied, while
the impost under that heading ranges as
high as £122 in Queensland.

The Minister for lLands: The delicit in
Quensland wag terrific last year, far more
than the Government estimated.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: The Queensland
defieit was not so grent as ours in Western
Australia,

The Minister for Lands: You would not
expect it to be,

Tlon. A. MeCALLUAM : The Minister is
quite right; I would not expect anything
else froim the present Treasurer.

The Minister for Lands: I would not ex-
pect you to be Fair sometimes, either.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Take the most
conservative State, Victoria. The tax there
is £62 85 11d. on £2,000 gained as the re-
sull of personal exertion.

The Minister for Lands: You are fAatter-
ine Mr. Hogan.

ITon, S. W, Munsie:
power.

Hon. A, McCALLUM: Mr, Hogan was
Premier only on sufferance. There has never
heen a Labour Government with a majority
in the history of Vietoria.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Of course not.

The Minister for Lands: He was Premier
when the deficit was ineurred.

The DEPUTY SPEAKRER: Order’

He was not in
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Hon, A, MeCALLUM: L ean yuole the
pusition in any other State the Mimster may
desire.  He cannot get away [rom the faet
that the next lowest tax on £LO00 incone
trom personal exertion is nearly fwice that
which we impose. We say the Govermmneut
should explore that souvee of revenue before
gotting down to taxing a man in receipt of

“£1 a week.  Will the member fur Nedlands
tell us the relationship between that and
the Premiers’ Plan.

Hon. N. Keenan: We cannot hoth talk
together,

Hon. A, McCALLUM: The dragging in
of the Premiers’ Plan is entirely foreign fo
the point at issue. The cave we have pul
up is still unanswered; it is unanswerable.
Why is it that the proposals we¢ submit,
which are fair, eyuitable and full of jus-
tice, are not adopted? Hon. members op-
posite say that they are obliged to impose
{axation that is wopopnlar and s likely to
lose them political suppnrt in consequence,
Let them adopt our proposals, and they will
avoid incurring that politien! odinm.  There
is something more hehind it than that. When
they speak of political odium, they know
that the taxation imposed upon their own
political supporiers will not he too solid.
They know that as the *West Mustralian®
has agitated for this tax for over a year,
it means that the men in receipt of large
salaries will not be heavily hit, that those
men will not support a Labonr Government
and therefore the Government themselves
will not inear their disapproval.

The Attorney General: Da vou think we
could get into office with their support only?

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: You are there by
virtue of that faet alone.

The Attornevy General:
them are in that position?

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: Tt ix not the fact
that those people have the money; it is the
money that thev can provide to fiianece the
Government.  That iz the =eeret behind the
imposition of this tax. T anyv that hluntly
and frankly,

The Minister for Aericulivre: You will
pay more than most of those people.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: T do nof eomplain
about what I shall have fo pay: T am ad-
voeating that T shall pay more. From what
[ know of the position of the people in
Western Australia, any man who has a
home, three meals and a bed, has little rizht

How many of
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io eomplain of taxation. On the other hand,
from what I know of the poverty, want,
-tarvation and hunger that exists in our
midst, it is a erime and s shame to tax men
in receipt of £1 a week. Every time I rise
to speak regarding this question, the more
disgusted I heeome. | mentioned the posi-
tion of the man who has three youngsters.
Yesterday morning 1 went out to see for
myself the conditionz under which that fam-
ily was living in the bush. The authorities
hive threntened to stop his sustenanee unless
he goes to the country, where he cannot
take his wife and family. lle is getting
33s. a week now and he will get £2 15s,
if he goes to the job. Thut man will have
to pay 1= Gl o weck under this taxation.
I members had seen his home and the
eonditions under whieh  his  wife and
children are living. thevy would realise that
there is not a stick of Furniture in their
home. The lJittie kiddies were running
nbout with hardly any elothing on. Yet
that man must pay his tax of 1s. Ad.
whereas the man in receipt of £5,000 a
vear will not pay any more in the pound,
il members opposite talk of jnstice awd
equity! There is no answer to an argument
of that deseription. To blame the Loan
Council and to drag in the domination of
the Fastern States is beside the point. The
Government will get every assistanee pos-
sible from Opposition members in  any
effort to break awny from that position.
Onr complaint is that the Premier will not
stand up fo the interests in the Xastern
States. We have told him that if he does
stand up to them when he is in the TFast,
he will have the full support of the Oppo-
sition. but he will not do so.

The Attorney General: The Premier
stond up to them in his refusal to impose
further taxation for three vears.

Me. Marshall: He has awakened now.

Hon, 5. W, Mun<ie: While in office he
has submitted al least six additional taxa-
tion Bills.

Hen. A, MeCALLUM: Since the grant-
ing of responsible Government in Austra-
lia. no other (iovernment have departed
go conspieuously from their pledges to
the people as the Mitchell Government.

The Attornev (eneral: That is annther
aquestion altogether.

Hon, . McCALIAUM: Ministers
talk ahout Tang and Bruce-Page.

CAan
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The Minister tor Railways: We do not
want them.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: The Government
ave ontdoing Lang, and every other Gov-
ernment that bas been known sinee Aus-
tralia was first governed. That is the posi-
tion as it oceurs to the Opposition. Un-
fortunately it is clear that in Australia
Parliaments are not in control; the c¢oun-
try is dominated by the banking institu-
tions. Until such time ns Auvstralia takes
eontrol of the banking policy, that posi-
tion will continne. We have handed over
our own national bank te private indi.
viduals, whe have laid down the financial
policy instead of that duty being carried
out by the nation itself. Private individu-
als laid down that policy. Se long as
that eontinues, so long as the banks have
power to dictate to Parliament, the sys-
tem will econtinue. But that does not jus-
tify the ineidence of this tax. There is
no anthority to tell us we must get Gd,
from every man earning £1 a week and
thut we have to take 1s. from 2 marriel
man with eight or nine children if he
earns £2 per week. This is the only Gov-
ernment that las laid that down, and nobody
bas told them they have to do it. The
member for Nedlands (Hon. N. Keenan)
put up the ease that the Loan Couneil, or
some foreign body had told them, but he
eannot prove that. They have been teold
to get another £500,000 to balance the
Budgef, but they ean pleaze themselves
how they do it. And this is the way the
Government have deecided to do it, Dby
taxing the poor nnd letiing the rieh go
practically free.  That is wbat we take
exception to. Two members opposite have
got to their feet, but they have not at-
tempted to answer the case put up by the
Leader of the Opposition. Since we have
not the figures, how can we work out by
arithmetic what the income will mean?
The member for Nedlands says the Taxa-
tion Commissioner’s report is based on the
previons vear’s income and that we were
dealing with last vear’s report, which is
practically two years old, when we put up
the suggestion for taxation. The answer
to that should come from the Treasurer.
worked out in figures supplied to him by
the Taxation Department; and he shounld
say to the Leader of the Opposition,
¢tThere i~ what yonr snggesled tax will
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bring in, und it is short of what I re
yuire.”  The member for Nedlands will
agree that that would be the right thing
to do. He has not the ligures, nor have
the Opposition, but they are at the dis-
posal of the Treasurer, noiwithstanding
which he has net brought them down to
the House. If the Treasurer were to come
here and say to us, ‘‘There is what your
fignres mean, it leaves me short,” then
perhaps further proposals would be made
and the gap bridged. When we examine
it deeply, we eannot come to any
other econelusion than that it is a
question of policy, the policy beine
that no matter how poverty-stricken
the individual wmay be, he has 1o
contribute a few pence towards the revenue
of the State. Where is the necessity for
saying that if a man on £2 2 week is not
taxed it will mean the loss of his sustenance?
Where does that come into the case? We
say sustenance shall not he reduced, that we
will not permit it to be reduced, that the
Treasurer rvequires £300,000, and that it
must be got from that section of the eom-
munity hest able to.pay it. There is no
need to bring the sustenance argument into
the ease at all. The member for Nedlands
declared that capital is beyond the reach
of taxation, that if you atiempt to interfere
with capital, it amounts to a eapital levy.
Hon. N. Keenan: No, T meant that the
tneome tax does not apply fo eapital.
Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Tf ecapital is to
be declared sacrosanct, what is the position
of those thousands of working men in the
State who have had to sell every stiek of
furniture? That is their eapital, the only
eapital they have. I know numbers of men
who have sold their very clothes, which are
their capital. They had to dispose of their
suits to provide bread and butter for their
families. There is no outery against that,
Yet if o man had £10,000 or £20,000 in the
bank and an attempt were made to take
£20 or £30 of that in taxation, an outery
would go up and we shonld he told we
must not interfere with that at all. The
great bulk of the wage-earners still possess
clothes and few sticks of furniture, but T
do not suppose there is a member on the
Government side who could not ecite in-
stanees of homes and furniture and clothes
having to be put under the hammer. They
must know of such cases; our experience in
that respeet cannot be singular. The eapi-
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tal of those wage-earners has gone, and
they have not even blankets with which to
cover themselves and their children by night,
and now the mere paltry sustenance they
wet will he iaxed under the Bill. There
never wins a taxing deviee so repugnant.
The more | think of it the more disgusted
dv I hecome. There ave other resources to
draw upon, just as every other State in the
Commonwenlih has other resources  Our re-
sources Iay not be so extensive as those
of the Eastern States, but fhey are there
still nntapped.  In this State, faxation on
large incomes has been [ar greater than it
i= at present. Qur Government reduced the
inecome tax by 33 1/3vd per vent., and the
present Government have faken off a third
_of that, which still leaves 20 per cent. tha:
{they can have. That might possibly relieve
all those potential taxpavers on the mini-
mum of £1 and £2 per week. And on top
of that, in times of stress this State had a
super tax. Men are not paving it to-day,
st there is all that waiting for the Govern-
wment fo gather it in. Tn this State £33 18s.
15 paid in Ineome tax on an income of £1,000
derived from personal exertion, while in the
highest taxed State of the Commonwealth
the amount is £100, and in the next high-
est £62.  All that range of taxation has
heen left unexplored in this State. The
Leader of the Opposition propased that the
exemptions from income tax in this State
should be reduced. But the propoesal fell on
deaf ears, and no cowmsideration was given
to it. Fvery man on the Government side
stands pat on the poliev that evervhody,
whether he be earning £1 per week or en-
joying £5,000 per vear, must be taxed on
the same level, there must he no diserimina-
tion. Only one aunthority is responsible for
that policy. and that is the Government.
No higher authority has told them to adopt
such a poliey, The responsibility 15 the
Government’s and helongs to nobody else.
The member for Nedlands will see that he
did not go back far enough in his examina-
tion. He went hack only as far as the Toan
Council when he talked of dictation and
control, but he has to go hevond that. hack
to the hanks. He said the policy had heen
Iaid down wunder the Premiers’ Plan, to
which he objects. We give him eredit for
being the only man on that side who har
taken exception to the Premiers’ Plan. He
has gone out an the publie platform and
expressed his view: on that seore and =er
up an alternative. We give him credit for
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that, for heing the only man on that side
who has submitted an allernative. But siill
Le canunob show that the Premiers’ Flan
insisted upon this ineidence of taxation, the
taxing of a man on £1 a week at the same
rate as another man on £5,000 per annum.
if there be any doubt about our proposal
bringing in lie necessary money, let the
Treasurer submit it to the Commissioner of
Taxation and then prove to us that our
proposal is not suffivient. Then let this
Chamber st down and examibe it let il
not be taken upstairs to a vaucus meebing,
bt wive it to this Bouse Lo be examined and
we will do onr best to find the £300,000.
But no, such a proposal as that does not
meet with acceptance, because justice and
equity are not required to euter into the
decision, which must be subservient to poliey,
and poliey is not open to the publie eve,
but nust be scttled behind closed doors up-
stairs. Then when members eome down here
they vote silently, lacking the conrage to get
up and justify their attitude. That is the
position as it appears to me, and I regret we
have been unable to wake any headway be-
vond getling two Government snpporters to
their feet, ncither of whom attempted to

justify the Government’s proposal, bhut
merely offered excuses for it.
MR. MILLINGTON (Mt. Hawthorn)

[844]: We now come fo the measure which
is the result of the mistake made when we
passed the other Bill. Xatwrally, as we
opposed the machinery measure, so do we
oppose the fixing of the tax wm the unfair
hasis to whieh we took exception. This rep-
resents the Government's poliey of the most
equitable manner of collecting tax, and in
my opinion the section of the (Government
responsible for this vicions method of rais-
ing the tax is the Country Party. Now we
have the full effect of the influence of the
Country Party on the Government, and the
tux heromes tantamount to a polifieal im-
post. It is quite true, as the Minister for
Lands =aid, that the tax will not to anv
great extent affect the country constituent,
bhut it certainly will affect the man on the
fowest rune of the ladder. Tt will aciuzliv
tax, not the income of the man on £1 or £2
a week, hut n debt. Let me explain. 1t
will be quife possible for a farmer to sell
£1.000 worth of wheat and not pay the tax,
for the simple reason that he wonld show
that, in produeing the wheat, he waz en-
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titled to certain exemptions. 1t may be
isked why he would@ not pay. The answer
is beecause he would have no income, the
reason being that be owes £1,000. The £1,000
is already earmarked. That is egually true
of the man who gets £2 a week. A man
who receives £2 a week alleged to be income
owes that £2. It was spent weeks and
months before he earned it, and the Govern-
ment are merely taxing him on a debt. The
money does not belong to him. He has to
pay the tax out of the money he owes, and
for which creditors have been dunning him
every day. He could not remain in hig
home one week but for the fact that he ix
going to get £1 at the end of the week. He
pays perhaps 5s. off his vent. I do not
know whether members opposite wonld eall
that taxing eapital. We have got past tax-
ing incomes, and now we are going to fax
the debts of the unemployed and of the
man on £2 a week. Members opposite do
not care who pays the taxation, knowing full
well that the man on the land is exempt
from the tax.  Members of the Country
Party are quite safe. They can go to the
country and tell their constituents, “We pro-
tected you.” They have put up no defence
here, but it wiil be interesting to hear their
defence when they appear before their con-
stituents. They will plend that the money
had to be raised. The Treasurer told us it
pained him tc propose the fax, and the Aet-
ing Treasurer says he is pained. Tt must
be very painful for all.

Mr, Kenneally: So much so that they can-
not speak.

Mr. MILLINGTON: Despite that they
insist upon imposing this tax. If ever a tax
was imposed that had a party political fla-
vour, it is this one. It represents the ideas
of country members to overcome a national
calamity. They admit that they cannol grant
excmption to a man receiving £1 a week
They cannot grant exemption to a man in
receipt of £2 a week and having a family to
maintain. They must have the money, but
they know perfectly well they are looking
after themselves in the matter of taxation.
Country representatives are quite safe. The
tax will be fairly popular in the country.
Country members will be able to say to their
constituents, “We have -so adjusted this tax
that you have been missed.” That is what
we object to. 1 was rather surprised that
there was no sapport for the measure until
I heard the defence offered by the member
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tor Nedlands (Hon. N. Kecuan) and now [
can understand it. His was a pretty rotten
case, and it required a fairly able advoeate.
The speech of the member for Nedlands was
partly a defence of the mesasure and partly
# refusal to accept any responsibility at all
for it. Te considered it was sufflcient to
show that the tax was inevitable, and that
owing to causes for whieh the Government
were not responsible, the tax in this form
had to be imposed. When a man of the
capacity of the hon. member, recognised as
he is as one of the ablest men in the State,
has to resort to such a lame excnse in an
attempt to defend the indefensible, 1 ean
quite understand members of the Country
Party resolving to wait until they get
amongst their constituents hefore oiTering
their defence. What for them would be a
very good defence in the country would be u
very bad excuse here. Some members talk
about our getting together and co-operating
for the good of the State during the present
time of stress. There will be no co-uperation
by this side of the House when an iniguitous
tax like this is proposed, a tax so unjust that
no Minister ean defend it, but ean only make
excuses for it. Ministers maintain that theve
is no alternative. How it is that during the
years of way and during later years there
has been an alternative? They want a flat
rate. They sax there is no alternative, thongh
the alternative was tried over a period of
years and produced sufficient revenue to
carry on the State and the Commonwealth.
This is experimental legislation and a very
bad experiment too. It will have the effect
mentioned by the Leader of the Opposition,
If members think they can satisfy e peo-
ple that & man receiving £1 per week and a
married man on £2 a week ean pay the tax,
not to relieve unemployment but for rev-
enue purposes—part of the money will go
to pay boudholders here and overseas—thev
are mistaken. The unemployed will eom-
mence to make inquiries as to where the
money is poing. A defence will have to bhe
submitted somewhere and at some time, i
may be masterly taeties for members on the
Government side to sit tight and depend
upon a majority of one to get the Bill
through, but the measure will require more
justifieation than has yet been offered. If
there is no alternative, why do not members
on the Government side stand np and prove
the statement? Their =pecial advocate was
hacked nup by junior connsel, the member
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for Swan, whe attempied to supply him
with matertal for hiz case, and the member
for Nedlands contemptuously throse it
one side. He knew that the pille supplied
him wounld be of no use. He said in etTect
that if he could not make ont a ease, nobody.
could. [ ~uppose some of that zame pifiling
stuff is disseminated throughout the country
by the member for Swan., li sounds verv
well in the country when there is nobody
present to refuie it,  Here, however, the
advoeate who knows something about pre-
senting a case rejected it.  He knew that
outside of special pleading. dodging strong
points and emphasising the plausibility of
his case, there was no defence. In faet, he
eventually had to fall back upon the Loan
Council, and 1 suppose upon the disastrous
position of Muztealin industrially, economi-
cally and finaneinlly.  Fven he had to admit
that there was an alternative; and the Gov-
erminent refuse to exmnine the alternative.
Althongh zume memmbers of the Opposition
are surprised at that, 1T s not. T kunow
perfeetly well that for vears it has been the
poliecy of ilie two parties constituting the
Govermment to objeet to a graduated tax.
They helieve in a flat rate. Their idea of
taxation is very little removed From the poll
tax. They believe in the next worst form ot
taxation, and that i1s a flat rate. Many years
ago, when we were about a quarter of a
million hehind in revenue, it was seriously
saggested by a member of the Legislative
Couneil, belonging to one of
opposite, that the way out was to tax every-
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hody receiving £1 per week or upwards. He
said such a tax would square the Hnances.
Another dear old gentleman sugzested a tax
of Gd. per Ibh. on fea—always a flat rate:
alwavs something that will hit the ordinary
housceholder equally with the man in receipt
of a large income. That is their idea of
taxation.

The Aitorney General: \What about taxa-
tion by the tariff?

Mpe, MILLINGTON: | am glad the At-
torney General mentioned the tariff, It is
because of the tariff that the family man is
granted exemptions. He already pays, and
for that reason we exempt him from direct
taxation.

The Atterney General: You take it hy
means of a flat rate under the tariff.
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Mr. MILLINGTOXN: Yo man is harder
hit than the one on the basic wage who hax
a large family to support.  Te is alrveady
taxed {a the eves per medimn of the farifl.
The Gevernment, however, do not think so.
They con-ider be is comparatively well off,
vnd that he s able to pay this tux on a flat
rate, notwithstanding the enormous burden
that the tariff imposes upon the man with a
Eamily. Tf he iz 2 man with a big family
drawing €200 a vear, the Government say
he ean affurd to pay the additional £10
stradeht out.  In addition he will have to
pay £20 to £30 per medinm of the tariff.
He has also to pay the sales tax and al] the
taxes of profe~sivnal and business men. Nu
allowanee iz made Tor the man on wages.
Whether he ean afford it or not, whether he
is carning £2 a week or £4 2 week, it is
be taken from him and no exemption is to
he allowed. Tlere van he no keeping of two
sets of books and no misrepresentation of the
ineome received by suech a man. Tt is to ba
sreabbed at the sonree.  YTe will have to pay.
The hig firms in Pertl, partienlarly the bir
retailers and even the wholesalers for thai
matter, sct down on one side of their ledgers
an allowance for rates and taxes, and that
amount is included in their selling prices.
Thns it is passed on to the man mentioned
by the Attorney General. This is the tax
that the Government elaim is equitable and
to which there is no alternntive. The Govern-
ment did not look too far for an alternative.
I have often heard the member for Lecder-
ville (Mr. Panton) refer to the pernicious
influence of the Country Party npon the
rather (Jeeently disposed Nationaliste.  Naw
we realise the full effect of the Country
Party policy. We had it demonstrated for
the first time in the hospitals tax, under
which o flat rate was imposed. snd a put np
Job it was, too. It taxed the man on the
Iowest scale 1%d. in the pound for hospital
treatment to which he is nol eniitled. T am
glad that they have suflicient decenevy now
io =ay that this is a revenue tox, not a tax
to velieve unemployment,  Therefore the un-
cmployed are now taxed to pay the hig in-
tere=t bill of the Government. T suppo-u
they  will get restive.  There ave people
amenest the anemploveil capab'e of analys-
ing tlte position.  No doubt it will be pointed
out preify olainkv to them all. The tax will
be grudeingly paid. 1t will ot have the
effect of indueing those people to bear their
share of the burden with equanimity: the
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tax will very rightly he paid with bad grace,
I assume no opportunity will he lost on any
ceeasion fo point out how inequitable the
effect of this fax will be npon the community
in general.  Despite this, the Government
. refuse to defend their polivy, or to show that
any calenlations bave heen made upon the
alternatives bat have heen snggested.  In-
deed, they say, despite the various sngges-
tions that have heen advanced, that there is
no alternative. Ome would think this side
of the House had not put np any proposals.
All the alternatives shonld have been exam-
ined by the oflicevs of the Treasiery and the
Statistical Department. They have means
of ascertaining exactly what revenune can bhe
derived from the hospital tax or auy other
fax. TFrom what has been said it appears
unlikely that any consideration was given
to the possibility of increasing the rate of
ineeme tax and reimposing the super tax
which was at one time paid, beeause no cal-
eulation has heen fortheoming as to the ad-
ditienal vevenue {hat would be derived by
that means. The (Government say they ave
going to impose this tax ds-a last resorr.
This is their cheice. This represents their
iden of the hest method of collecting vev-
enue. Even now, in spite of a direct question
ss to whether this is the hest method of col-
lecting the £300,000, thiey are not prepared
to say this is the hest method.

Alr. Kenneally: They elzim it is the only
method. ‘

My, MILLINGTON: They will not say it
is the hest. Neither can they say it is the
auly method.

Mr. Withers: Most members of the
{iovernment have gone out of the Chamber
in shame.

Ay, MILLINGTON: IC the Government
desivre to act fairly by the people they

reprasent for the time being, let them eon- .

sider and examine the alternatives that
have been put hefore them, and refer them
to the officers of the various deparfments
to furnish a report upon them and show
whether what we have said is horne out
by the evidenece, or that our ralculations
are fallacious. They ean readily show
what can be raised by a graduated incoma
tax, which is the policy of Australia. The
(overnment, usually so conservative, have
now launched out with a flat rate system,
which the party they belong to have been
cndeavouring to impose for a number of
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years, To achieve their objeet they have
waited until the ¢ountry is in such a state
of dire distress that they can offer the
lame cxcuse that this is the only alterna-
tive. They have adninistered the finances
of the country in a lnckadaisieal and “let-it-
slide” wmanner, until they have had to
come alomgr in o hurry and say this is the
only way to raise the money. If they had
watehed the drift of the finances, which
was obvious to anyome but the Govern-
ment, they would have seen what was
likely to happen. Instead of that they es-
timated the deficit at s0 mueh and finished
up with a deficit of double the amount.
They hoodwinRed themselves, and en-
deavoured (o mislead the puablie that it
was pussible to get round on the present
rate of taxation. To their charge that we
have given them no alternative, [ would
remind them that in times almost ag bad
as these, when the Labour Government
were in power, we put forward taxation
proposals that were rejected by the Legis-
lative Couneil. Those were times of war,
stress and drought. The only alternative
put np to the Government’s proposals.
either by the Opposition in this House or
the Opposition in another place, was that
there was quite sufficient revenue in the
country for all purposes, that all the coun-
try necded was a Government eapable of
administering the finances. The alterna-
tive was a change of (fovernment in order
to secure better administration. We have
not gone to that extent vet. We have,
however, put up conerete proposals whicl
are worthy of examination. The Govern-
ment admit they have not examined the
proposals, because they do not know what
amount would be collected under them.
They went straight out for this particular
tax, and their only excuse is that the
money can be raised in no other way. This
is in conformity with the policy of both
parties opposite. Tf thev had their way
they would do away with all exemptions.
As things become worse, and they will be-
come worse under this taxation, all ex-
emptions will be dispensed with and the
parties opposite will come down to a Hat
rate. With proper rvegard for those whom
they represent there may be a diminishing
seale of taxation instead of an inereasing
scale. There is no doubt where the spoils
to the vietors will go in the case of the
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present Government. Ajready they have
justified the confidence of their supporters
by this one Bill.

Myr. Panton called attention to the state
of the House.

Bells rung, and a quorum formed.

Mr. MILLINGTON @ The Government
have had advice that conld well be  con-
sidered. If thev neglect to consider it the
responsibility is theirs. 1t must e apparent
to them that the only memher of  this
Chamber eapable of putting up a case was
unable to do so. The member for Nedlands
{Hon. N. Keenan)} is certainly not lacking
in eapacity but he found it impossible to
put up a case. He found he had taken up
one of the most forlorn of hopes, the worst
ease, I venture to say, that he has ever
had to fight in his life. He was unable
to defend it. I have solved the problem
of the rank and file of the Nulionalists
and the Country Party. The responsibility
is still with the Government. They know
they will never be able to say tranthfully

that alternative proposals were not put np,

to them, or that this inequitable and per-
nicions tax is the only way open to them
for the raising of the money required to
earry on the affairs of the country. It is
their poliey to tax the debts of the unem-
ployed, to prevent the unemployed from
paying their just dmes to their ecreditors.
They want to colleet the tax from them
on the meagre amounts they require with
which to pay their debts. If that is their
policy, let them earry it out. Ther have
had their warning from this side of fhe
House. T shall vote against the Bill.

MR. EENNEALLY  (kast TPerth)
[9.10]: It appears that very litile purpose
will be served by recapitulating on this Bill
the arguments that were used in connection
with the previous measure of this kind.

My. Millington: The predeces<or hore a
had enough character.

Mr, KENNEALLY: All the arguments
we advanced should have shifted the Gov-
ernment, and should have indueced them to
dispense a little of the milk of human kind-
ness which they eclaim to possess. Appar-
ently, however, if is impossible to et them
to show any of that attribute, and it has
been found impossible to induce thew fo
give a practieal illustration of the fact that
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any of the milk of hunan kindness is likely
to How towards the peopte whose cause we
are espouwsing.

Mr. Withers: They have paxsed the lacta-
lton period.

Mr. KENNEALLY: It iz not too late,
however, 1o analvse the effeet of this Bill
if it is earrvied in its preseni form. The
Attorney General objects to the tariff he-
cause it is imposed on a flat rate basis,
Where, then, is the justification for a Bill
which also imposes a tax on a flat rate
basis? To overcome the cffect of the tarifl
to some extent, in this and other lands, .
system of graduated income tax has been
brought inte vogue. Whilst this Bill has
been under diseussion, we have endeavoured
to induce the Government to aceept thar
gystemt in its applicalion to this tnx, We
know that many members of the Country
Party also objeet to the manner in whieh
the tariff is imposed upon the people, and
one would think we conld get their support
for the adoptinn of a gradualed form of
tax in the case of this measure, The Gov-
ernment seem to have seb their minds upon
doing awnay with all exemptions. Tf those
who framed legislation relating to income
tax were correct in their policy, why have
the Grovernment set abont altering the sys-
tem? In the case of the haspital tax the
first departurve from the system was made,
We were told in eonneetion with that tax
that it was necessary to colleet the monev
at its source, The Bill now hefore us also
praposes to colleet the tax at its sonree,
Why the necessity for doing that?

The Minister for Lands: It is cheaper to
aet it in thal way.

Mr. Withers: Get wich quick Walling-
fords.

Mr. KENNEALLY: 1L is cheaper io i
it out of the poorer seetion of the com-
munity. One ean get at the poorer sectinn
of the community very mueh more eheaply
than one can gwet at the richer section. It
does not matter to the Government whieh
way the tax is collected; any way is al
right s0 long as the poorer mian is hil. To
the man in receipt of two guineas 2 week
sustenance for founr children, his wife and
himself, the Bill says, “You have to pay
415d. in the pound taxation, just the same
as a man with £1,000 a vear.”” The wonder
is not why hon. members oppasile do not
rize to justify such a propesal: the marvel
is that anv member opposit. should have
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attempted to justity i(. The endeavour of
the Opposition is to exempt from this pro-
posed taxation people who are on susten-
snce,

Mr. Brown: The wman on sustenance will
jray only 9., while the man on £1,000 a
vear will pay £30,

Mr. Marshall:
vour swag once!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. KENNEALLY : The member for Pin-
gelly interrupted that the man on £1,000
viould pay £50 under this Bill. If that were
the fact, we would be getting nearer to what
we want. However, it is not the Fact: the
man on £1,000 will pay only £18 under the
Bill. Let the member for Pingelly follow
the adviee of the member tor Nedlands and
apply himself to the stndy of arithmetic.
Al threagh, the Opposition have been trying
to make fhe man on £1,000 o vear pay
something in the vieinity of £50, instead of
£18, under the Bill. In any case. the man
on sustenance shonld not be faved in ovder
to protect the man on £1,000 a year, No
Aunstralian State has vet adopted such a
course.  No Australian State i1s asking the
snistenance man to proteet the reserves men-
iioned by the member for Gaseovne (Mr.
Angelo) recently. In that direetion it has
remained for the Government of Western
Australin to plumb the depths. The argu-
ment that this Bill represents the onlv
alternative i3 partienlavly  weak. The
member for Nedlunds made a vemarknble
statement to the effeet, “We have been
told that we must either vadnee expenditure
or raise by faxation a certain sum.” Kither
reduetion of expenditure, or this measure!
The suggestion made by this side of the
House represenis an alternative to the Bill.
We join issue with the Government as to
the method of raising the amount required,
While admitting that the £300,000 can be
rinsed, we contend that the larger propor-
tion of it should come from those whe have.
There bas been an interjection to the clfect
that, after all, the men who are to-day sop-
posed to have money arve, in fact just as
poor as the workers, TE the alternative for-
mulated by this side is adopted, and if the
contention of the eroszz-benech members that
many rich people have no incomes to-day is
accepted, the obvious reply is that if the
supposedly rich peeple alluded to do not
receive incontes, they will not pay taxation
under the Bill. If an ostensibly wealthy

Remember, vou earried
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prer<on has fallen on such Lad times that he
is not making an income, it matters not to
him that the Bill provides for his paying
go much more than the man on sustenance:
he will not be called upon to pay anything.
[ was amused with the elaim of members
cpposite that some people are working on
eapital. Plenty of people are doing so. In
Australia there are approximately 400,000
persons working on capital—ecapital they
previously held, capital consisting of furni-
lure, of clothes, of small homes which bave
dizappeared or ave disappearing. And yet
we ure teld that capital as such iz sacrosanet.
Can we subscribe to that view? If we can,
let us have a law to prevent the selling up
of people’s homes. The eapital in question
is not represented by investinents or noney
deposited, but by a few sticks constituting
the home,  And still we are told that we
ntst have an overwhelming regard for capi-
tal, and must retrain from interfering with
capital. Let me ingquire of the representa-
tive of the Government whether objection is
raised to fariff legislation on account of its
being on a fiat rate basis, If the answer
is in the alfirmative, I ask further where is
tlie justification of the Western Australian
Government for cutting ont from income tax
legislation the exemption of the married
man in respect of the allowance of £62 an-
nually for cach child under the age of 16
yvears, The Government say that while that
exeniption may apply to ordinary incomo
taxation, it shall not apply to taxation under
this wmeasure. Yet the Attorney General
tallks about turitl legizlation  being  ohjec-
tionable Lecause of a flat rate basis. The
Grovernment go even further and say that
while income tax legislation exempis the
single.man up to £H in respect of depend-
ants, under this mensure he shall be taved
on that £30. There is nuch talk ahout the
need for subseribing to charitable institu-
tions. Tncome tax legislation takes eognis-
ance of sueh snbseriptions, and allows their
total nmount to be exempt from taxation.
The Govermment who appeal to the people
to give {recly in order to help the needy,
say by this Bill, “To the extent that vou
tive, you shall be taxed.” Tnder this Bill.
the inore freely people give, the more heavi-
Iy will they be taxed.  There is another
agpect of this mensure which should be
hronght home to the minds of hon. members
opposite, and partieularly hon. members on
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the cross benches. Lately there has been
wich talk about the loss of equities in
hemes. It is true that there iz genuine
cpuse for complaint on that score. Deople
had contracted to purchase properties at
certain prices, and hy reason of the fall in
values the amounts of instalments paid have
been lost. The owner of such a property
could not sell to-dax at such prices as would
enable him to recover his equily. In many
cares it would pay the owner betfer io let
his property go and buy another property.

[7he Speaber resaned the Chair.)

Alr. Brown: Where is he to get the money
from?

Alr. KENXEALLY: The hon. member
interjecting should consult the Government;
they know where to get money. They are
taxing money ount of these poor peole. There
are other owners in a similar position. In
going around the city one finds numeron=<
people who have spent fair amounts of
money in purchasine homes on time pay-
ment. Probably they started off by making
a deposit of £100 or £150, and they paid
off small amounts of capital over a2 number
of years. They bought at peak prices, and
prices have slumped, Tn many eases it
would pay such purchasers to lot the pro-
perty go, as they can buy more cheaply now.

Mr. Brown: If a man lets his property
go, how is he to get money to buy another
property? He is bankrupt.

AMr. KENNEALLY: I am giad of that
interjeetion. I will put his argument hack
on ihe hon. member. Realising its reason-
ableness 1 ask, why tax the man who has
not the money to pay?  Why make the
Bill reach that man? Why not adopt the
principle of the income tax and say to such
i man that if he does not earn the income.
lie will not he taxed on it? 1 snggest w
the member for Pingelly (Mr. Brown) that
his interjections show that he is following
the same line of thought as we are on the
Opposition side of the House, and that he
should show eonsideration to the men who
are down and out. Let him do that, ndt
merely by way of interjection, but by his
vote, thereby refusing to tax a man on sns-
tenance. If we increase the powers we ean
exercise under the ipeome tax provisions, if
will be the man who is in veeeipt of an in-
come who will pay, and not these who are
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on. or below, the breadline. Can the mem-
ber for Pingelly fault that argument?

Mr. Brown: We could easily do so if we
desired.

Tton. J. C. Willeoek: The hon, member
is not worrying about it at all; he has been
asleep.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: The Minister for
Lands said- that no great hardship would be
inflieted by the Bill,

Hon. J. {, Willecoek: He is a bad judge.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: Was the Mlinster
serions? Does he eclaim that the infiiction
of a tax on a man in receipt ol £1 or £2
a week will not be a hardship? In some
instances, the sustenance payment of £2 Y=,
has to provide for a family of 10 children.

The Minister for Lands: Does not thal
man receive £3 9s.7

Mr. KENNEALLY: No, not unless he i
out working, and the Government have not
been able to provide all these people with
work vet. There are many in receipt of
£2 9s. who will be in the position I have
indieated. and they will have to pay this
Yax.

The Minister for Lands: And you know
that Western Australia is payine more in
snstenance than any other State in Ausira-
lia.

Mr. KENNEALLY : If the Minister con-
tends that a man who has ten children and
is in receipt of £2 9s. will not suffer any
hardship under this legislation, it shows he
ha< not stndied the question.

The Minister for Lands: T have the figures
here.

Miss Holman: Is that the reason why you
are imposing the tax, merely because the
sustenance paid here is more than in the
Fastern States?

The Minister for Lands: Would yon like
to see the snstenance payments reduced?

Miss TTolman: Cexrtainly not.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: What jis the tax lo
Le imposed for? Tt is anticipated that in
eight months the CGovernment will securce
£300800 additional prevenue. The Premier,
when he submitted the legislation to the
1Touse, zaid the object was to make the lot
of the unemploved as reasonable as possible.
Sinee then, Ministers have dropped that
arrnment, and when, by means of an amend-
ment setting out that the money shonld he
paid into 2 trust fund and used to place
people in employment, we ealled their blnff,
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we; found where thev stood. They would
not support our amendment. Now we have
the faet egtablished that the money is to be
userl to fill the gap between revenue and
expendifure.

The Minister for Lands: You know verv
well it will make no dilference whatever.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Its purpose is to
reduce the deficit. The Minister for Land<
will have an opportunity to explain this
fegislation to the people later on, but he
will have diffienlty in convineing them. They
will bear in mind that the Government have
taxed people in receipt of sustenance in
order to send a large proportion of the
money to the bondholders in London. and
Australin.  For that purpose, the Govern-
ment are reaching out their capacious paw
and toking the money from people on the
breadline. The Government will find diffi-
enlty in jusiifying their aetion, and parti-
«nlarly in satisfving those in receipt of sus-
tenanee, who will have to pay the tax. If
the Minizter can elaim that no great hard-
ship will he inflicted by the imposition of
the tax, it serves to show he does not real-
ise the position of many people in Western
Anstralin. ITn fact. he cares less.

The Minister for Lands: Tt is easy for
yon to sav that sort of thing.

Mr. KENNEATLTY : T know it.

The Minister for Lands: Verv easy in-
deed, for vou,

My, KENXNNEALLY: Yes, beecause of the
Minister’s attitude. )

The Minister for Tands: T am just as
charitable as vou are.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: TI0 that is se, the
Minister has n peculiar way of showing it.

The Minister for Lands: T have never
charged vou with anything of whirh T am
nof sure.

Mr. KENNEALLY: T am merely charg-
ing the Minister on the basis of his atti-
indds in this House,  Can the Minister jus-
tify lis statement that this measure will
inflict no great hardship on the people?

The Minister for Lands: Yes,

Mr. KENNFALLY: The Minister re-
peats his assertion, and that jastifies my
statement. .

The Minister for Lands: The position
will be a great deal worse if we ecannot
borrow money to continue providing sus-
tenance for these people, and we eannot
do it in this State.

[ASSEMBLY,]

Al Marshall: 1t would not be hard to
agk the bondholders te accept a. bit less.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Ay, KENNEALLY : Wil} the position be
harder if we c¢annot borrow the money?

The Minister for Lands: Of course it
will.

Mr. IFENNEALLY: 'There is greater
difficulty to he anticipated from the idle
poor than from the idle rich.

The Minister for Lands: Therc are no
idle rich here.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The (overnment
will be foreed to feed the' poor. The
Minister eannot evade the position by his
siibtle threat that the position will  be
worse if we cannot borrow money, because
he will be forced to feed the poor.

The Minister for Lands: I have not said
we would not do s0. T made no threat. Yon
be fair, if vou possibly cun.

Mr. KENNBALLY: [ am.
merely dealt with the Minister’s
statement.

The Minister for Lands: You have not.
T€ vou cannot make ont a ecase with the
uge of Dbetter lapguage than you have in-
dulged in, do not attempt to do so.

Mr. KENNBALLY: T would not advise
the Minister to repeat his statement tou
often. If he wishes to withdraw it, let
him do so: if not, let him stand up to it.

The Minister for Tands: [ will not let
von say what is not true.

Mr. KENNEALLY : How e¢an  the Min-
ister ohjeet to my statement in view of his
own repetition?

The Minister for Lands: T will stand
up to my statement, but T will not allow
vou to sav what is not true.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister
evidently never known hardship.

The Minister for Lands: Tt is certain
you have not,

Mr. KENNEALLY : The Minister has no
knowledge of the conditions under which
many people are living, or he eould not
make such a statement. Why do the Gov-
ernment desire unduly to reach down for
taxation to people on the hreadline? Tf
that was not their intention, they would
have altered the incidence of the income
tax. Why do they not allow the man who
is huving a home and has lost the equity
in it hecause of depreciated prices, the
henefit of the taxation and rates he has

I have
own

has
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paid, and thereby bring the emergency tax
into line with the ordinary income fax?
Is there any justification for not doing
so? I know many people practically uvn
the breadline who have had fo scrape
money together io pay for operations tor
members of their families, What do the
Government propose to do with regard o
those people? They are to pay taxation
on money they have had to pay away not
only in rates and taxes but for medical
expenses as well.  Yet the Minister com-
plaius because we object to his statement
that no hardship will be inflicted. No
other measure dealt with by this House
has been responsible for greater hardship
than will be experienced as the result of
the passage of the Bill now before the
House. I do not know that much more
need be said, Some GGovernmeni support-
ers have indicated that they are not in love
with the measaure, but when the whip
cracks, we know how they will vote. The
member for Nedlands (Hon. N, Keenan}
contended there was no alternative, but
his remarks merely served to indicate the
lengths to which some members will go in
order to support the Bill Perhaps it
would have suited the Government better
had the Opposition opposed the tax and
claimed that the additional revenne should
not be granted. On the other hand, every

Opposition member whe has  spoken
haz made it clear that we recognise
that additional revenue is necessary. A

difference  of opinion exists  only  re-
garding the method of raising that money,
A wman on £500 a vear ought to consider
himself lueky in heing ahble tu pay the in-
creased taxatton that would be necessary i
the suggestion made from this side of the
House were put into effect. We have offered
support to the Minister to enable him to
wet the necessary revenue, but fo get it under
a system preseribing that those who ean pay
shall pay.

s

MR. WITHERS (Bunbury) [9.46]:
Having listended to the debate I can find no
justifieation whatever for the Bill.  Much
interest has heen evineed in the question of
what a man would pax on a graduated tax
as against a flat rate. The member for Pin-
gelly (Mr., Brown) declared thal a man on
a miven sum would have to payx £530, but the
member for Fast Perth (Mr. Kenneally)
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corrected hini, zaving it would be only £18.
Cousider what the Covernmeni did 18
months ago when they put a heavy tax on
the Pablic Service and members of Parlia-
ment,

AMr, Hegney drew atlemtion fo the state of
the House.

Rells mng, and 2 quornm formed.

AMre. MARSHALL: On a point of ordew.
1 desire to direct your atteution, Sir,
Standing thrder 41, which reads as fol-
lows :—

If any member shall take uotice, or it the
Chairman of n Committee of the whole House,
on notice being taken by any member, shall
report to the Speaker that u guorwin of memn-
bers be not present, the fpeaker, standing up
in his place, shall count the IHouse,

Tan view of that Standing Order, Siv, 1 sug-
west it is improper for the Speaker to counl
the House while remaining seaied.

Mr. SPEAKER: The wmember for Bun-
bury may proceed.

Mr, WITHERS: | was speaking of the
method adopted by (he Government 18
onths ago, when they substanfially rednced
payments to members of Parliament, the
Publie Service and others directly under
their control. Under the Bill & man receiv-
ing £1,000 will have to pax £18 13s., as
meninst what we paid or relinguished when
onr allowanees were rodueed by the Govern-
ment, 'We were then receiving £600 per an-
num, but the Government took £120 off that
amount. Had the Government introduved
this measure hefore imposing that tax on »
few, we might have been far hetter off to-
dax. Buat the Government set a preredent
hy reducing the whole of the Public Service
and wembers of Parliament under the Fin-
ancial Emergeney Aet, and private employ-
crs taking the lead reduced the emolnments
of their employees, some to an even greater
extent. The Government did not pget a
penny  of that reduetion, the privaie
cmplovers taking it all. It the Govern-
ment had imposed this propoesed tax prior
to those reductions. probably this pro-
posed tax would brinz in snlficient revenus
to keep the State going. But with publie
servants and private employvees alike so
drasticallv redueed, what prospeet is there
of getting anv substantial amount of taxa-
tion from them? When the Government put
in that cut 18 months ago, n public servant
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on £300 was reduced by over £31), whereas
under the Bill an outside man on that salary
will have to pay only 5 12s. 6d. .And not-
withstanding that the Government reduced
publie servants to the extent they did, those
men will now have this tax impased npon
them. That is absolutely unfair. The Gov-
ernment should listen to the alternative put
forward by the leader of the Opposition
and take inle consideration the adoption
of & praduated tax. There has been a greal
deual of Press support tor this proposed tax,
and this norning’s paper attempted to jus-
fify the Covernment in bringing down the
meuasire.  Moreover the “West Aunstralian”
declared that the ('pposition had been stone-
walling these Bills. T know of no sfone-
walling np te date, for the debate has heen
genuine opposition to ane of the most in-
ijuitons measures ever brought hefore any
Parliament in the Cormmenwealth,

The Minister for Lands: You know it has
been hrought down in every State,

Mr. WITHERS: Not in the shape in

whieh if is here. Why have the Govern-
ment hecome so  desperate in the dving
hours of a Parlinment? The (Guvernment
wonld have done better had they realised
their vesponsibilities when first they touk
office. At the last elections thev declared
they would not inerease taxation. If they
were going to break that promise they
might just as well have hroken it two vears
igo as leave it till now, The promise has
heen broken and the (fovernment are now
irflieting taxation nwpon a number in the
community who were never in a worse posi-
tion for the paying of taxation than they
are to-day. Tt i3 an iniquitows form of
taxation and T am surprised that Country
Party members shonld give their silent
arcnieseenre to the measnre, sinee inevit-
ably it must have a prejadicial effeet upon
the primary producers, in whese spending
power there has heen a tremendous redue-
tion during the last two or three years
Wool, whent, potatoes, milk and all other
primary produets’ are down to hedrock
prices, and the farmers and growers are
feeling the pinch. So, as T say, T cannot
understand members representing the pri-
mary producers supporting a Bill that will
injure their own constituents. I am sur-
prised that those memhers can sit behind
the Government and allow this measure to
go throngh just beeause the Government
have brought it down. T hope that before the
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question is pub the Government will con-
sitler  the suggestions advaneed by this
side of the IHouse. If ane were out for
political propaganda he could make a lot
of capital ont of the Bill, but one need not
do that. for the measure ifself will cer-
tainly prejudice the CGovernment introdue-
ing it. 1 will oppose the Bill

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford-
Midland) [9.56]: Ministers and their sup-
poriers are associafing this measure with
sustenanc¢e payments and unnemployed re-
lief. The Bill, if ¥ has any association at
all with sustenanee, means a reduetion of
sustenance payments. This is not going to
assist the unemployed in any way. Tt is
penalising those in receipt of sustenance. If
the Government ecannot keep the sustenance
paviments up fo standard, why not bring
about a reduction in a direct way?  But
t.}ley are misleading the man on sustenanes
by telling him and his family they will make
a eertain payment, when as o matter of
fact he will wot eet thab payment in full,
but less a deduetion. Ministers, if they
spoke, would point out that while the Bill
will reduce sustenance pavments in propor-
tion to the tax imposed, still the tax will
not he limited, but will extend to other sec-
tions of the ¢onynunity. We have repeated-
lv pointed out that if the Government tax
others to relieve unemployment and earmark
the fund for that purpose, those that are
taxed will pay more cheerfully than if they
knew the tax would not serve to inerease the
payment to those in distress. We have ad-
vocated not only that the tax should be a
eraduated one, hut that the amount derived
from the tax should he earmarked for the
relief of unemplovment. We suggest the
tax should he dirvectly associated with unem-
plovment. But as I pointed out, it has.no
enmnection other than that it reduces the
snstenanee payments.  One would gather
that we are poverty-stricken, that we arve
not capable of providing for the needs of
our people. That is not true. We have
abundance in this State to provide food and
clothing for all our people. As a matter
of fact, our trouble is that we have oo
much, With other parts of the world we
are producing heyond the eapacity of the
publie to consume. I know perfectly well
that people could do with more, and if they
had the money with which to purchase it,



{27 Ocroner, 1932.]

they would huy ore.  §f we have reached
a stage when we have to resort to sueh a
method as this iax te overrmine the diffi-
enlty, we have reached o state of emergency.
Only exceptional circumstances would jus-
tify such g tax. If we have reached a stage
when the tax is justified, why not declare
nnmediately that o state of emergency
exists, and let us get away from the pax-
ment on a cash basis and re-organize all onr
selief tm a food-and-clothing basis. Wa are
voine to sell our wheat helow the eost of
produetion. Why not nse lthe wheat? T1f
we ranpat feed our people per medium of
money, let us uze the wheat to do it. [n the
British market there is a glut of meat. So
inuch meat is stored there that it is Jiffi-
el to know what to do with it. A huge
loss must be incurred over the meat supply
of Britain, While Britain is over-supplied
with meat, we are selling meat at a loss;
the producers are not getting an  ade-
nquate return for that which they are wmar-
keting. When we eannot do all we should
like to do on a money hasis, why not pro-
claim a state of emergener and admit that
we cannot go on? The member for Ned-
lands (Fon. N. Keenan) hlamed other peo-
ple for dictating to us to do certain things,
and blamed some ormanisation that controls
the money. e savs that the PPremiers’ Plan
has been voted upon and that the people
have declared in favour of it. No alterna-
tive was submitted to the people, and T sug-
west that il we pass a pernicions measure
of this kind, it is likely to  hreed
revolt in the community. It is of uo use
deluding ourselves that the present econdition
of affairs will be tolerated indefinitely. We
should net fool owrselves in that way. The
people who are going to pay the maximum
amount of this tax, and pay it every week,
will not tolerate a continuance of existing
conditions indefinitely. There has bern a
wreat deal of complaint against the Premiers’
Plan so far as it has gone. T agree with
those who hold that this Rill is not aszociated
with the Premiers’ Plan, but the member for
XNedlands suggests that it is a direet result
of the Premiers’ Plan. Whether it is part
of the Premiers’ Plan or not, the people will
not ftolerate this sort of thing much longer.
1 sugwest to those in wuthority that, instead
of tantalising the people and working them
up te such a piteh that they become ahbso-
lutely eallous to what happens, instead of
driving th:m to do and say things that they
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would not like to do or say, we should de-
elare that we cannot go on, that we have not
the eash to operate on a monev basis, but
that we could do it on another basis. We as
a party do not suggest that that is necessury,
but the Government seem to be helpless in
the matter of governing and finaneing the
affairs of State. We sav that there is money
within the State still available for taxaiion
without doing a great injustice to anyone,
and that it eould be taxed on a basis to pro-
vide the £300,000 requived by the Govern-
ment. T venture to say that the £300,000
could he provided on a different basis, and
on such an equitable basis that the whole
community would recognise the justice of it.
I am prepaved to admit that that is not the
last word as regards what is necessary.
Although we sax the tax could be collected
in another way to produce all that the Gov-
crnment want, and may be used by the Gov-
crmment to meet the anticipated deficiency,
still we recoguise that, so far as we ean judge,
it will continue indefinitely. I submit that
we are dealing with only estimated figures.
It is very hard to judge exactly what West-
ern Aunstralia is enpable of returning under
our income tax. TLast year the Frensier
uiiler-estimated the revenue from ineome tax
hy about £85,000.

The Minister for Lands: Na.

Hon. W. T).JOHNSON: [ have the figures
before me. \gain he is budgeting tor a de-
c¢rense of about £850,000 this vear as c¢om-
pared with last year. Last year he received
considerably more than he budgeted for, and
it is reasonable to expect that he will do
better this vear. [ do not know how he made

the mistake last vear. I looked through
his speech in “Hansard” to lind what
cxplanation  he offered of the under-

estimate, and while 1 eould not find that,
neither could 1 find why he anfreipated re-
ceiving so much less this year than last year,
[ konow that the receipts depend largely
upon the priece realised for our wool, and
whether we get a bonus on wheat.
We are justified in assuming that our wonl
price< this vear will compare favourably
with last season’s prices. We are not likely
o rearh the peak of last year, but we hove
had up to date a general average a little
better than last yvear. From a wool point of
view we are justified in sssuming that we
will receive as much as we did 12 months
are.  The wheal harvest promises to be
greater in volume than was previously sup-
posed.  We shall probably get between
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eight and ten willion bushels more than wo
got last yvear, and the total yield will, [
think, be nearer 50,000,000 bushels than
40,000,000, It thal is so, the Treasurer
must have under-estimated his receipts from
income tax. At all events, it is elear that at
least the money anticipated from income tax
will be available for celleetion this year.
The difference of opinion on the parg of the
representatives of the people in this Cham-
ber is purely as to the method of raising the
amount, required. Tt has been argued that
the tax is imposed in this way te make for
expedition in collection, that time is the
essenee of the contraet.

Me. Marsholl: And there is the security
of the eollection also.

Hon. W. D, JOHANSON: Yes, Greal
stress hus heen Inid upon the contention that
thizs is the only way to get the monev
speedily in order to rectify the budget posi-
tion. The Govermnent must aceept the de-
lay that has led to the drift in the finances.
Tt is an extraordinary thing for an Opposi-
tion to do, hut they went to tlte Government
months ago and sugeested The introduction
of taxation for the relief of unemploymend.
Sueh a tax would immedialely relieve rev-
enue of a big lburden. The Covernment
would, therefore, veach the same position by
snch taxation proposals as they desive to
reach by the present proposal. They ave cul-
pable in that they have allowed things to
dritt, and that they have heen callous and in-
different. Because of this, they are going to
penalise the man who reveives only £1 a
week. The Government should recognise how
unfair it is to try to get money ent of such
people, and hould Lave been ready to adopt
suggestions that would lead (o its being
raised in another way. The whele thing is
nnjust. Tt will breed an attitude that we do
ot want to encourage.  People are not go-
‘ing to emlure this sort of thing forever. 1t
will cause a lot of {rouble, for whieh the
Government must be held responsible. The
alternative hns been submitted by members
on this side of the Flouse. Although T have
been in Parliament many vears I have never
known of the Opposition to invite the Gov-
ernment to impose taxation, or to go to the
trounble of submitting an alternative to some
iovernment poliey.

Mr. Withers: Tt
eonrse.

wis 8 most generous
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Hono W, 1), JOIIXSON: Tt was generous
herause we ave sympathetic, We know what
is going on. 1 do not want lo outline in
detail what I see regulavly in my eleetorate.
We know the privations of the people and
that we are not deing sullicients for them.
Despite all this, we know there is an abso-
lute suificiency for all if it is made available.
Even last year we were not in as good a
posifion with respect to feeding the people
as we are in to-dayv.  All the nceessities of
tife that we produee ave being produced i
ereater nbundance at this moment than was
the case last venr. Seldom in the history of
the State has there heen o greater sufficiency
cf food than there is to-day.

The Attorney Generat: Sufficiency of
what ? .

Hon, W. T, JOHNSON: Of food sup-
plies.

Mr, Sampson: The world is gluited with
food supplies.

Hon. W. 1b. JOHNSON: Tn Western
Australia more than in most places.

Mr, Angelo: But it does not beleng to
the (fovernment.

Hon, W, D. JOHNSON: No, but the
d1hd. from the man on £1 a week and the
9. from n wan on £2 a week are to belong
to the (fovernment, hecause they will be in
a position to take it.

The Attorney General: Do you suggest
that foond is all that is neeessary{

Hon. W, D. JOHENSON: I suggest that
the fiovernment can relieve the very spe-
eial cirenmstances if they declare, as they
should have done long ago, that a siate
of emergeney exists, that they cannot face
the position and balance the Budget under
existing circumstances, that they cannot
go on sunbmitting to the dietates of out-
side anthorities, that they eannot admin-
ister this State by the direction of the
Loan Couneil, that they eannot go on
under a unified system trying to maintain
responsible Government.

The Attorney (leneral: You were talking
about food.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: A state of em-
ergeney exists.  The Government eannot
conduct the affairs of the State as they
should be conducted. I do not suggest
that anyone else could do better, but I
know we are not governing this State, and
are not in charge of it. This Parlinment
cannot manage the affairs of Western Aus-
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tralia as the people desire them to  be
managed. We have to send our repre-
sentative in Melbonrne to find ont what
we are permitted to do. Why noi get
away from the practice of under supply-
ing the people from the monetary point of
view? Why not say we have an abnnd-
anee of all that is required?

The Attorney General: Do vou suggest
that the people are not getting enongh
food?

Hon. W. D. JOHXSOX: Thex are under-
fed. The man who receives sustenance is
not getting sufficient food because the
sustenranee its not all going into food. A
man has other responsibilities  besides
fnod. Tf he could devote all his payments
to food, he would be in a better pesition
than he is in to-day, bui he is unable to
do that.  Even though he used all the
money for food, the man with a large
family cannot to-day get all that he would
wish to give his children. Therefore 1 urge
that since we are short of eash, the proper
course is for us to do what we wish to
do by means of those eommodities of which
there is abundance. From the food as.
pect it can be done with creater sufficiency,
less injurv. and ampler satisfaction than
i an other way, The Government would
at least have the comsolation of knowing
‘that they had instituted a reform. What
is the use of drifting on ns we are doing?
The Attorney General knows perfectly
well that there must he a break, that the
present state of affairs cannot confinue in-
definitely. Why not let us approach the
auestion from a different angle? Tt is only
a matier of organisation.

Mr. Wither<: The -ame as il
at war.

Hon. W. i, TOHXNS8ON: Yes; the two
situations ave practically similar. Unques-
tionably we are in a state of emergeney.

The Attorney General: Suppose you
stop talking these generalities. What
would you propose? *

Hon. W. D, JOHNSOXN: T snggest that
the Government go into ‘the question
whefher fornd is not available, and whether
it cannnt be gdistributed on a basis less
exacting from the financial point of view,
from the point of view of fhat money of
which the Government are so short; and
whether that distribution  cannot be
effected without injury to those who are

we  were
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producing more than suilicient. The wheat
which this State is produecing will be sold
at a dead loss to the producers.

Mr., Sampson: On a point of order. ls
the hon. member discussing the Bill, or
the Government's eredit proposals?

Me. SPEAKER: The hon. member is in
order.

Hon. W. D. JOHXSON: | do not wish
to pursue that aspeet any further. I
gimply tell the Government that this fax
is a dangerous one, and I say it in all
earnestness. Men on £2 a week or there-
ahouts are numerous, and they feel that a
grave injustice is being done then. In large
numerical strength, men are always a men-
ace when thev feel that the other fellaw,
in affluent cireumstances, is dodging his re-
sponsihilities.  There has already been =
areat deal of feeling over this matter. The
Aftorney General knows perfectly well that
members on this side, and others who hold
Tabour views, had to hammer away for
quite a long time to make those in authority
ir Australia toke action with regard to in-
terest rates. Even then the Attorney Gen-
ern] was not game te do the thing as if
should have heen done. He knows that when
we asked for reform in regard to interest
pavments, we were ridienled. We got then
the same ridicule as we are getting at pre-
sent. We were supposed not to he practi-
enl. Tt was =aid that we were talking about
something we did not understand, and pro-
posing something that could not he done.
TUltimately the Attorney General had to take
legislative action in regard to interest pav-
ments. However, he left the bhanks out of
the arrangement. The people mainly re-
sponsble for taking interest pavments ont
of all proportion to wages were not ineluded
in the restriction. When we advocated re-
duction of interest rates we were fold that
it was not practicable. Then it became law.
T suggest that we could approach this other
question from a different angle, in an abso-
lutely practical way. And it should he done.
The Government hung back for a long time
in regard to interest, but thev could appre-
ciate the probahilities.  There was boiling
cotng on. and hailing point wonld soon have
been reached if the Government had not
taken action when they did—just in fime
to prevent the people from showing their
resentment in a way we do not want. The
same kind of revolt is likelv if the Govern-
ment tax in the way proposed by this Bill,
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tax Lhe man on £2 a week at the same rate
as the man on £1,000 a vear. Let taxation
be organised on a different basis. The
needs of the people should be supplicl
cquitably and justly, I will conclude by
saying what I said when | rose—this is a
Bill to reduce sustenance payments, to tux a
section of the comnnity in a manner which
will enable the Governmeni To roduce sus-
tenanee pavments,  The Governinent pro-
puse to fake from the sustenance worker
portion of that whieh he is given now.
Then they will say te the other sections of
the eomnnunity, “We are taxing vou so as
to veduce our Budget figures.” Sueh »
course is wrong. The Opposition have
pointed out again and again that they wish
te help the Government in this matter, The
question is only one of methods. We main-
tain that the Government’s method is un-
fair, unjust and inequitable, and a methei
which has uot heen adopted in any other
part of the British Empire for gencral rev-
enue purposes. That being so. it i= wrong
for us to adopt it.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [10.28]:
May T be permitted briefly to enter my pro-
test against the measure, T have always
opposed this partieular principle of taxa-
tion, especially in such a ease as the pre-
sent, because it affects that class which can
ill afford to be foreed to pay taxes. A flat
rate of taxation is wrong in any circum-
stances. In the present circumstances, and
having regard to the nature of the Bill, it
is more wrong than ever. 1 merely enter
my protest in order to be consistent. I do
not wish to vote withont having ex-
pressed my views on the subject. Were it
not for the vile and vicious svsten under
which we live, the present position econld
not have arisen. It was the curse of society
when it was discovered that miilions of
mottey could be furnished when war was
declared; and during the years of war we
used for the feeding and clothing of our
people the same sysiem as provided the
armies. In some of our industries, let me
point out, horses and dogs are fed and
housed hetter than many human beings.
Thourands of men, women and children in
this State are to-day not as well fed as
dogs. I go to the city practieally every day
of my life, and see big mongrels having rides
in motor cars: and they look well housed,
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well fed, well carved-for. Incideutally, in
walking around the eity one sees children
iN-feel, dl-clad and Bl-housed.  Thap is the
svatenmy wo have enjoved tor 1,942 vears, and
this is all it has to offer. The (tovernment
are procecding along lines that history show:
will eause the people to revoll. Every form
of taxarion means a reduction in the stand-
ard of living of the worker. Ilow long they
will tolerate it, 1 cannot say. World-wide
indications suggest that it will not be for
long.  All over the world people are com-
meneing in a small way to enter their pro-
test, Once (he nusses assemble in unified
effoct. it 18 goudhye tu those who stand in
their way. We have never ruled this coun-
try and are never likely to do s0 under the
existing system. The banking institutions,
including the Commonwealth Bauk, dictate
to {he Commnonwealth and State Govern-
wents.  In fuct, they rule the world; they
ewn iL; it is mortgaged to them. Due o
the rolten system that has prevailed for
many centuries past, that is the position we
find ourselves in to-day. It is awful to
think we are discussing the imposition of
further taxation on people who are receiv-
ing sustenanee, while millions of pounds are
being paid awuy in interest and profits. The
wetnber tor Pingelly (dMr. Brown) bitterly
complained that because s man bad an in-
come of £1,000, he would have to pay £50
in taxation., What a terrible tragedy that
wonld be! Wonld to God that I had £1,000;
I would gladly pay £30 in taxation rather
than that men in receipt of sustenance
should have to pay the impost.

Mr, Brown: The man with £1,000 is the
only man. If you did not have that class
of inan, there would be no money to be
provided for those on sustenance.

Me. MARSHALIL: Where did that man
get his money? 1}id he earn it? In ninety-
nine cases out of a hundred, some other
person earned it for him. He unsed the
energy and brains of others fo provide that
money. Seores of people do nothing useful
in dealing with the complex requircments
of soeiety. They merely invest their
money and reeeive their income, without
doing anything else for it. But that elass
is worshipped and protected by Parlia-
ments the world over. 1t is deemed wrong
to interfere with them. For the poer un-
Fortunete wretches on sustenance, anything
will e,
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Mr. Brown: What about dividing every-
thing up and making o fresh start?

Me. MARSHALL: | am net arguing along
those lines, for the obvious reason that if
that were done. the hon. member would get
too much.

Mr, Brown: What about dividing your
salary among your friends?

Mr. MARSHALL: They ean have all that
rightly belongs to me, hecanse T am in debt.

The Attorney General: You are not alone
in that.

Mr. MARSHALL: I would willingly swop
plares with the hon. member.

The Attorney General: I do not know that
vou wonld.

Mr. MARSHALL: | ake the offer in all
sincerity from the standpoint of income,
although 1 eould not, of course, change places
in any uther way. When I consider the two
emergency fax Bills, [ rvealise that the Gov-
ernment have adopted a most cunning atti-
tude. Although they asserted that the tax
was to be imposed solely to assist the unem-
ployed, we ind that it will merely velieve the
Treasury in aecordance with the provisions
of the Premiers’ Plan. They desire to secure
Budget equilibrium, and so they call it a
finaneial emergency fax. For the last two
years that phrase has heen before us to tickle
the ears of the publie. It was in thaf sense
that the hospital tax was passed, but hardly
had the Bill become law before we realised
that the Treasury was to be relieved to an
amount corresponding to the taxation to be
raised. I am a little tired and suspicious of
the Government. Why cannot they be
straightforward and tell the publie that the
Treasury is empty and that the tax is re-
yuired to assist the financial position?

The Minister for Lands: We have already
told von that.

Mr. MARSHALL: [ am sick of financial
emergency matters. [t is all hypoerisy.

o Mr. Withers: It is almost thieving.

Mr. MARSHALL: Ministers ean sit on
the Treasury bench and fill their mouths with
sweelneats.

The Minister for Lands: I would like
to fill your mounih with a snowball.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Minister has not
the courage to come closer than is neces-
sary to throw one. )

The Minister for Railways:
getting pngnacions.

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not think this
is the time for hilarity.

[65]
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The Minisler for Tands: We were
merely chewing minties hecanse it is in
moments like these—-

Mr. MARSHALL: I wish the people
c¢oull be here fo note the attitude ot
Ministers when sueh a diseussion is tak-
ing place in the House. If the Minister for
Lawls were to diseuss it with the people,
they would not listen to him for L0
m nutes.

The Minister for Lands
not stand vou for that leng.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Minister
better keep out of the picture.

Mr. Kenneally: He said the tax would
infici no great hardship.

Mr. MARSHALL: Of course not, s0 long
as he can sit down under €1,500 a year,
plus other income—and chew winties!
While he enjoys that position, he can
afford to sneer and laugh and jeer at the
position of people ontside.

The Minister for Lands: You will be
able to tell them that you get £600 a year.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Minister is in
receipt of an income far in excess of the
worth of the services he renders.

The Minister for Lands: And that ap-
plies to you '

My, MARSHALL; That is all 1 have to
say about the Bill. It gives me a pain
every time [ diseuss it.

They would

had

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle} [10.40]:
I ilo not propose to let the Bill go through
without making wy protest. The Premier
said the longer men were out of work the
greater must hecome their need. Notwith-
slanding that, he comer along with a tax-
ing measure proposing to tax the susten-
ance men. vet not proposing to put one
extra man in work nor tu give him one
extrn shilling, The Deputy Premier ad-
witted to-night that the purpose of the
Bill is simply to reduce the defieit for the
cwrrent vear, To reduver that deficit the Gov-
erament are prepared to tax people on
sustenance., Tt seems to me there must he
somethiing very wronz. We do not find
the Premirr advocating the holding up of
sorme of the interest payable to bondhold-
ers. When moving the second reading he
remarked that there was a considerable

‘amount to be paid away in interest each

vear. C(learly, he is prepared to tax sus-
tenance men in order that he may be able
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te pay that interest, althongh bhe is not
prepared (6 extend any benefits to thos:
susutenance men. The Deputy Premier
said the veason for collecting the tax at
the souree is beeause that is the quicker
method.  He omitted to say it would thus
hecome a dragnet measure, dragging in
everybody. He spoke of refunds, but we
know that if any refunds at all are made
they will be very, very little; because
very few of the taxpayers will know of
the provision, and those who do will not
attempt to put it into practice, for they
will be well aware that the trouble involved
would he mare than the refund was worth.
T hope the second reading will not be ear-
ried and that some of those on the Gov-
ernment side will realise the inequity of
the Bill and appose it.

MISS HOLMAN (Forrest) [1042]: I
want to oppose the Bill, and T do not want
it to be said nof me that T =at and gave a
silent vote. Ounr complaint is that too many
silent votes are hieing cast on the other side
of the Chamher. The Government ave quite
willing to let the Bill go throngh withont
any defence, depending on their majority to
carry the seecond reading, The only thinz
that has been advanced from the ministerial
henches as an exeuse for the Bill is that our
people are getting more sustenance that s
paid in the other States. One Minister said
it was better for those on sustenance to pay
this 4Y%d. tnx than to have their sustenance
reduced by 1s. I do not admit that our sus-
tenance workers are heing treated so wmuch
better than those in the Eastern States; at
all events they are not getting sufficient to
keep hody and soul together. The Govern-
ment are taking a very indifferent view when
they show themselves willing te tax sunsten-
ance workers 434d. in the pound and take
from those on higher incomes only the same
rate of tax. I wonld sooner pay 2s. in the
pound myself than have anvy one of myv cou-
stituents who is on sustenance taxed 4%4d.
in the pound. We have tried to get those
men exempted from this tax, It withon*
success. The Government are exercisine
their majority, and even those Government
supporters who have denounced the Bill out-
side the House will vote with their party.
We have in this country part-time men whn
are not earning as muech as they would ont
if they were on sustenanee. Those men have
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to pay rent, eontribufe to their medical fund,
supporl their bospitals, pay the hospital tax
and, in short, do as much with their money
as if they were working full time. Now, in
addition lo all that, they will have to pay
this 4%d. in the pound. More men are be-
ing put off sustenance, and we are told by
the department that no more single men will
he put on te it, while those men whose jobs
cut out will not get suslenance again. The
Government arve forcing this tax on the
people and giving sustenance with one hand
while taking it away with the other. The
part-time workers will he in very mueh
worse state than they are at present. T do
want to place the case for men on part thne
and on sustenanee hefore the Minister ngaiu.
T do not want Ainisters to go out to the
rountry and say we do not e our job. Also
T resenl the insinuation that members on
this side are falking to the gallery and clee-
tioneering in QOetober, T this is election-
eering in Ocfober, it wonld be electioneering
at any time of the vear. Members on this
side have tried to Ao their duty by the
people and tried ta foree the Government to
a sense of their proper dnty. We have not
met with mueh suecess, T will oppose the
Bill, and if T had more than one vote every
vate wanld he cast in opposition to the mea-
sure. [ hope that on this oeca<ion we shall
he able to defent the Government.

Question pnt, and a division taken with
Ihe following result:—

Aves 20
Noes 18
Majority for 2
AYES.
AMr. Angele Mr. J. I. Mann
Mr. Barnard Mr. McLarty
Mr., Brown Mr. Pavker
Mr. Chureh Mr. Patrick ®
Mr. Davy Mr. Richardsan
Mr. Doney Mr. Sampson
Mr., Ferguson Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Thorn
Mr. Latham Mr. Wells
Mr. Lindsay ' Mr. North
. (Tclier,)
NOES,
Mr, Corboy Mre, Miltington
Mr Coverley Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman
Mies Holman Mr. T O L. Smith
Mr. .Tnhnecon Mr. Troy
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Wan=hrough
_AMr. Tamond My, Willenrk
Mr. Marshall AMr. Withers
Mr. MeCallum Mr. Wilson
(Teller.)
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Parus,
AYES. Nuoes.
Sir Jawes Mitchell Afr. Collier
Mr. H. W, Mabn Mr, Cunainghaan
Mr, Piegge Mr. Nulsen
Mr. J. M. Smith Alr. Raphael
Mre. Keenan Mr., Munsle

Question thus passed.

[3ill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

AMr. Richardson in the Chairy the Minis-
ter for Railways (in the absence of the Pre-
wier) in charge of the Bill

Clanse l—agreed to.

Clause 2—-Tmposition of financial emer-
gency tax:

Hon. J. €. WILLCOCK: I
amendment—

move al

That in line L of paragraph (a) the words
‘“fourpence halfpenny for every pound’’ be
struck out with a view to inserting other
words.

For the information of members 1 propose
to insert one penny for every pound the in-
come exeeeds £100 up to £200, threepence
for £200 to £300, fourpence for £300 fto
£500, and fivepence for over £300. The oh-
jeet is to provide for a graduated tax. Tf
£100,000 he obtamed by ubolishing the ve-
hate on income tax and imposing a super
tax, my amendment would hring in £200.000
a year, giving the total the Premier desires.
In 1928-29 the amounl of income tax paid
was £343,000. In the following year there
is a slight falling-oft to £314,000. In
19330-31 came the slump.

The Minister for Lands: There was an
increase in the tax.

Houn. J. C. WILLCOCK: That was in
1931-32. The fizures 1 have quoted were
under the old rate. The taxable income of
the people has dropped from £24,000,000
io £11,000,000, which is about 45 per cent.
of what it was.

The Minister Lor Lands: The higher in-
vomes would be reduced now, and they car-
ried the higher rates of tax.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: The tax pro-
posed by the Government is unfair. A man
on & low inecome would pay five times as
wuch wnder this tax as he wounld il the
money were raised under the income fax.
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1 eannot see how anyone can claim that this
wx will not intlict injustice and hardship
vl sections of the community. It will do a
Jistinct injustice to people on low salaries.
We should bave a graduated tax so that the
people generally would be affected to an
-yuitable extent and not an inequitable ex-
int.  The Minister for Lands claims that

there are no scales of graduation in legis-

Intion in the other States. I bhave looked
np the position there. 1 find that in New
South Wales on incomes from £2 to £2 10s.
a week the tax is 1s. On incomes over £3
105, the tax is ls. in the pound. In Vie-
loria the fax is 1d. in the pouud up to £2
1 week,

‘the Minister For Railways: [t is £1 10s.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: Up to £3 it is
Id, on every 5s. or 4d. in lhe pound. From
£4 io £6 the tax is 1d. on every 4s, or 5d.
in the pound. This system of graduation
has therefore been extended to those Siates.

The Minister for Railways: In Vietoria
the graduation is on every 3s.

Hon. J. C, WILLCOCK: The taxpayer
pays an extra tax on every 5s. in the pound.
When he receives over £3 a week he pays
ld. in every Hs., which amounts to 4d. in
the pound. From £4 to £6 he pays 1d. on
every ds, or 5d. in the pound, This bears
ont our conlenlion that in emergency tax-
tion the system of gradnation has been
adopled in other States. 1n Scuth Austra-
lia ihere is a graduated income tax, and
that has always been the cuse in this State.
It is said that sustenanee men will be bet-
ter off under the tax than if their susten-
ance were reduced by ls. It cannot be be-
vond the capacity of this Committee to
evolve nieans for raising the money required
ot a graduated senle. Tf the sustepnance is
reduced 1s. a week the men will be worse
off to the estent of 3s. in the pound. Ii
has been said that this State is more gener-
ous in its sustenance than the other States,
and that the Government have stood up to

their policy over the last two years.
Surely they are not going to abaon-
don it now because people say they
should have done so two years ago.

The Minister for Railways said T was nof
lair when T stated that if the Premier had
been present he might have amended the
Bill, I did not wish to infer anything
against the Minister when 1 made that re-
mark. I was unfair to hime that the Pre-
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niier should buve brought down a taxation
Proposa nike Lois, then gone away, and told
s coueagues (o be loyal to him and retuse
W accePt any awendment from this side
vl the tiouse. Af it had been absolutely
necessary tor bin to take this course 1
stouiy ot have had so wuch to say aboui
I Whe FPrenier, however, could have
brought down Lhis Bill long ago had he so
desired.  Un lbe eve of his departure Le
moved toe second reading, and expected fo
get it through iu an hour or two. He has
not  teated mewbers fairly nor has he
trented his own colleagues fairly. 1 have
had experieuce of dealing with matters iu
the abscuce of the Treasurer. When he has
suid that eertain things musi go through,
one has always stood more firmly and used
the “brutal majority” more readily than one
bas douc when piloting through a Bill of
cpe’s own. If the Fremier had been sud-
denly calied away, 1| would not have raised
so much objection to the present position.
The poliey, however, was decided seven or
eight weeks lefore and the whole thing
agreed to at a party meeting. Notwithstand-
ing that the Premier allowed other business
to'come on, dealing with wany unimportaut
matters. This is the most important meas-
ure we have had this session. Had it been
wrougnt dowu earlier, no doubt it ecowd
have been altered in a way that would have
been more salisfaciory to the people, The
wember for Nedlands agrees with members
on uus side or the louse concerning the
neea ror a graduated tax, 1 am sure every
individuul anember of the Committee wouwld
agree o thaf, in the interests of justice and
equity. bBecause the Premier is away, and
because out of a sense of loyalty the Minis-
ter for Railways feels he cannot aceept any
amendment, the Government desive the Bill
lo go through as it is, notwithstanding that
all the money required could be raised in an-
other way. We are not here just to record
the decisions of Cabinet, and to deal with
themr as it they were inviolable. Were
that so, we wouwld he wasting our time.
I protest against such an attitude.
ment i not an instrument for recording the
decisions of Cabinet, to be accepted by mem-
bers willy nilly, irrespective of what may be
urged against them. The inore 1 turn the
Bill over in my wind, the worse do 1 feel
about it
weight of this taxativn are deing all they

Parlia--

Members who will experienee the
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eun to increase the burden on themselves, 5o
ihat others, in worse circumstances, may re-
ceive some consideration. I do not know
whether the Minister is irrevecably wedded to
the rate at which the tax shall operate.
Reasonable graduation is essential.

The CHAIRMAN: I desire to point out
to the mover the bearing of Standing Order
387 on the amendment. If the hon. member
will give me an assurance that the earrying
of the amendment will not increase the
amount of taxation, I am prepared to accept
his amendment,

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: In order to make
the matter ruite elear, T am prepared fo alter
“fivepence” in the amendment to “fourpence
halfpenny,” which involves a veduection of
1,004,

The MINISTER MOR RAILWAYS: At
this stage 1 do not propose to diseuss all the
pros and cons of the introduction of this
tax. The Treasurer had thought over the
question of graduation of the tax, and de-
cided that as the tax was to he merely tem-
povary, operating only until tbe 30th June
next, the method in the Bill represented the
simplest way of obtaining the amount he re-
quired—practically neither more nor less. I
do not know of any other means that would
give the Treasurer exactly the amount he
desires to obtain,

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

Ayes 17
Noes . 19
Majority against 2
AVES,

Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton

Mr. Coverley Mr. Bleeman

Mr. Hegney Mr. I, Gl L. Smin

Miss Holman Mr. Troy

Mr. Johnson Mr, Wansbrough

Mr. Kenneally Mr. Willcoek

Mr. Lomopd Mr. Withers

Mr. Marshall Mr. Wilson

Mr. MeCallum (Teiler.)

NoEs.

Mr, Angeln Mr. J. I. Mann

Mr. Barpard Mr. McLarty

Mr. Brown Mr. Parker

Mr. Chureh Mr. Patrick

Mr. Davy Mr. Sampson

Mr. Doney Mr. Scaddan

Mr. Ferguson Mr. Thorn

e, Griffiths Mr, Wells

Mr, Latham Mr. North

Mr. Lindsay {Teller.)
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Pairg.
AYES. : NoL3,

Mr. Collier Sir Jomes Mitchell
Mr, Cupninghan. © Mr. H. W, Mano
Afr. Nulsen Mr. Piesse

Mr. Munsie o Mr. Keenan

Mr. Raphael . Mr. J. M, Smith
Mr. Milllngton Mr. J. Ho €mith

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without ammendment, and the
report adopted.

Howse wdjonrned al 1126 p.m,

Tegislative Council,

Tuesday, 1st November, 1932,

TaGE
Assent to Bills 1445

Bulk H-\ndlmu it Select Committce. extensinn of

Tim 1445
Question : Itail\\u}s. coal conqumptinn 1445
Bills : Health Act Amendment. recom. 1445

Financial Emergency Tax Asscezsment. IR 1431
Financisl Emergency Tax, 1R, ... 1451
Land Tax and Income Tnx, 2K, Com., report 1451
Mortgagees” Riehts Ro-trlcti(m. Lom - repm’t 1452
Debtors” Act Amendment, Com. . ... 1452
Lowal Courts Act Amendment, Com. - ... ... 14563
Resed Phstricts Aet Amendment, 2k., Com. 1455

The PRESTDENT took the Chair at 430

p-m.. and read pravers.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from fthe (lovernor received and
read, notifvine assent to the under-men-
tioned Bills:—

1. wldustrie~  Azsistance  Aet  Continu-
anee.
2, Fartories and Shops Act Amendment.

Fruit (a<es Aect Aimendment.
4. State Tradine Coneerns Act Amend-
ment,
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1415

BULK HANDLING BILL—SELECT
COMMITTEE.

Lortension of Time.

(n motion by Hon. V. Hamersley, the
tinme For bringing up the select committee’s
vepurt was exteniled to Tuesday, the 15th
November.

QUESTION-—RAILWAYS, COAL
CONSUMPTION.

Hon. W, J. MAXN asked the Chief
Seeretary: 1, What was the ¢unantity of coal
usedd by the Western Australian  Govern-
ment Railwavs per vear for each of the last
five vears! 2, Where wax such coal ob-
tained? 3, Whot priee was paid per ton

lor—{a} Collie coal, (b} coal of other
origin?
The CHIEF SECRETARY veplied:
Tons,
)=~ Nutive, Tmported,
Year ended June, 1028 ... 203,102 ... 18,151
" s oo 1828 .., 304,128 14,824
" » o 1930 .. 206,604 0,348
" " . 1931 ... 280,549 4,807
2 " " 117 -, 2341.888 30,9%4
(2)— Native, Tmported.
Collie 13,478
(Great
Britaln,
Balance
N.SW)
{3}={(n) Collle coal—
Average fost [wr ton on trick at
Collie— LR R
Year ended June, 1023... e 18 408
. " w1929, . 18 48
- 1030... e 18 42
n s - 1931, . 18 344
“ oo 1032 ... 16 B8-066
(b Uther coal— s d.
Avernpge cost per ton ez store -
Year ended Jung, 1928,.. e 009
- - . 120, e 0B
m - 1930... o 4111
“ " - 1031, . 46 3
1832... . 87 22

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT,

Recommittal.

On motion by Hon, A, Thomson, Bill re-
vommitted for the purpose of further con-
~idering Clauses 2, 8, 9, 26, 31, and 38.

T Committee,

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair;
Secretary in charge of the Bill

the Chief

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 3:

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Paragraph (a)} of
this  clau~e  substitutes  “and”  for
“or” in a provision imposinz certuin con-
ditions on lodwine honses, thereby exrend-



