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

QUESTION-UNEMPLOYED, FRESH
MLK

Air. H. W. MNANN asked the Mfinister for
Industry: 1, Will he instruct the officers
responsible for distribution of provisions to
unemployed married men to arrange for a
supplv of fresh milk -to the families receiv-
ing relief in place of the tinned milk sup-
plied through the grocers' list at the pres-
ent time? 2, Is he aware that many young
children and infants are in ill-health through
the inability of the parents to get fresh
milk?0 3, Is he aware that there is a surplus
of nearly 2,000 gallons of fresh milk per
day available from the dairying industry in
the metropolitan area?

The INISTER FOR INDUSTRY
rep lied:- 1, The Government have under con-
sideration the calling of tenders for staple
food commodities. M1eantime, where desired,
arrangements wiil be made for families re-
ceiving unemployment relief to obtain orders
for fresh instead of tinned milk. 2, No.
Orders for fresh milk are given where a
milk diet is ordered, 3, I understand this
is the peak period of mnilk supply and that
the surplus is sent to butter factories.

QUESTION-SHEARERS' STRIKE,

Police prscautiont.,

Mr. HEGNEY asked the Minister for
Police: 1, How many ordinary police are
engaged in escorting men associated with
work in shearing sheds? 2, How many
special constables have been sworn in since

the 1st September, 1930? 3, Do the Gov-
ernment intend to bear the cost of policing
the shearing sheds? 4, Is the cost of carry-
ing police to the North-West by aeroplane
being borne by the Government? 5, If so,
what is the cost to the department for the
ser-vices of the aeroplane?

The MINISTER FOR POLICE replied:
1, Police are engaged in various centres in
connection with the present shearing
trouble, as deemed necessary to meet circum-
stances as they arise. 2, Specia] constables
have been appointed by local magistrates
under powers conferred on them by Section
34 of the Police Act. 3, Yes. The Gov-
ernmaent will provide police protection at
shearing sheds where such protection is
deemed necessary. 4, Yes. 5, £276.

BILLS (3-FIRST READING.

.1, Entertainments Tax Act Amendment,
2, Entertainments Tax Assessment Act

Amendment.
:3, University Buildings.

Introduced by the Premier.

BILL-AGRICULTURAL RANK ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Read a third time, and transmitted to the
Council.

BILLr-STAMP ACT AMENDMENT

(No. 2).

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir James
Mitchell-Northarn) [4.43] in moving the
second reading said: This Bill refers to
stamp duty payable on sweep tickets, to
which matter I referred when generally
introducing the taxation Bills. Hon.
members are aware that many sweep tickets
are issued in this State. It is now pro-
posed that tickets in sweeps drawn within
the State shall bear a stamp (luty of Id. for
every half-crown or part thereof, and that
tickets in sweeps drawn outside the State,
such as Tattersall's and the Golden Casket,
shall bear a stamp duty of 3d. for each half-
crown or part thereof. Tattersall's tickets, I
know, are not issued here; what is the post-
tion with regard to Golden Casket tickets
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I do not know. It is provided4 there-
fore, that a receipt must be given for thd!
money deposited in respect of tickets in
sweeps drawn outside the State and the
receipt is to be stamped at the same rate as
the ticket.

Mr. Marshall: More people send away for
tickets than purchase them here.

The PREMKIER: I did not know that. In
that case they may escape. We must see
if we can get hold of them.

M1r. 'Marshall: I shall send away for my
tickets in future.

The PREMIER: I amn afraid that the
postage will cost mo-e than the stampi duty,
and besides there will be delay and risk in-
volved in posting. It is a fair thing that
tickets on sweeps drawn within the State
should he stamped, an& that we should ob-
tain more revenue from tickets iII sweeps
drawn outside the State. I fear prizes no
not often come our way from the East, so
that we send away far more money than we
receive.

Mr. Marshall:- Then there are the church
raffles.

The PREMIER: I do not think the
churches conduct raffles. At all events, they
would be in a good cause, and so ought to be
exempt. The churches have often protested
against gamhling, and I can hardly believe
they would sanction it.

Mr. Willeock: Some churches do.

The PREMIER: Then it must be for a
good cause, and so those raffles should be
exempt. It will be noted that the stamp
on a ticket sold within the State must he
impressed, whilst on tickets in sweeps held
without the State the stamp may be an
adhesive one. The estimated revenue from
this tax is £6,000 per annumn, and for this
yeanr £C3,500. I will look into the matter of
imposing a tax on church raffles. It wag
not in my mind when I f ramed the Dill.
I move-

That the Bill be now rend a second time.

On motion by Hon. P. Collier, debate ad-
journed.

BILL-BEES.

Received from the Council and read a first

BILL-STAMP ACT AMENDMENT
(No, 8).

Second Reading.

THE PREMIR (Hon. Sir James
M1itehell-Northaua) [4.47] in moving the
second reading said: This is quite an old
friend, one that year after year for many
years past we have known quite well. Each
year we have passed a measure providiiig
that the duty on transters shall be 5is. per
£25. T he original Act provided a duly
of 2s, Gd. per £25. F'or some 16 year-s
we hare- annually parsed a Bill author-
isuig the charging of stamp duty at double
the rate provided in the original Act. I
think the time has come when we should
mnake this permanent, for it is ridiculous
to have it year after year.

Hon. P. Collier: This is for the same
rate as that imposed last year 9

The PREMIER: Yes. So far as that
goes, it is the Bill we have had before us
each year.

Hon, P. Collier: But now you arc mak-
ing it permanent.

The PREMIER: 1 think it ought to be
permanent. It is ridiculous to have to bring
it down every year; and it means some cost,
too.

lIon. P. Collier: We mnight not want the
money atter this year.

The PREMIER: I think we shall wvant it
for a long time to come. Another proposal
i11 the Bill relates to the transfer of shares
of in orporated companies. Whilst I am un-
able to reduce the rate per cent., in order
to facilitate thle transfer of small parcels
of shares I am asking the House to agree
that the impost should be reduced from 5s.
per cent, for £C25 worth to Is. per cent, for
even,' £6. The transfer of a small parcel
of shares to-day would mean a duty of 5s.,
whereas if the Bill passes, we shall make
the charge Is. for every Z5. It is not a very
big thing.

Mr. Willeock: Quite a lot of capital is
registered outside this State because of the
tn.

The PREKINER: Yes, and it has been so
for many years past.

Ur. 'Willeock: Swan Brewery shares for
instance.

The PREKIER:- That is so. At any rate
this will bring some measure of relief to
holders, of smaldl parcels of shares.



[21 OCTOBER, 1930.] 1109

Mr. Wilicock: It is fime-the whole thing
was looked into.

The PREMIER: Yes, I agree, but it has
existed for many years without alteration.
I do not suppose it will make much differ-
ence now, when there are very few shae"
transactions, but in normal times it may
make a good deal of difference. Another
provision in the Hill relates to forfeitures
to the Agricultural Bank. Members know
that the Agricultural Bank can only advance
against a first mortgage. Very often there
is a second mortgage. In order that the
bank, if it wishes to makce a further ad-
vance, may register a second mortgage, the
Bill provides that the discharge of the sec-
ond mortgage may be registered exempt from
stamp duty. Members will see that that is
advisable.

Ron. 1'. Collier: 'Its discharge by thd
second mortgageq

The PREMIER: Yes, discharged in order
that the hank may register its mortgage.
Not only may the second mortgage be dis-
charged, but it may be re-registered without
additional stamps. That is very desirable,
to meet the convenience of the Agricultural
Bank and to meet that provision in, the
Act which says that the hank's mortgage
must be a first one, This can only be done,
of course, -with the cpnsent of the. second
mortgagee, but theme will be no additional
charge for stamps or for registration where
the second mortgagee, as a matter of con-
vemience, permits the temporary discharge
of his mortgage, and its re-registration. It
has been found difficult to meet the situa-
tion in the past. I move-

That the ELI1 be now read a second timje.

On motion by Mr. Willeock' debate ad-
journed.

SILL-LAND TAX AND INCO0ME TAX.

Second Reading.

flebate resumed from the 16th October.

HON. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.55]:
This is the annual Bill which imposes a land
tax and income tax for the year. I must
say I am surprised beyond expression to find
that it perpetuates what has been alleged to
be the unpardonable sin of the late Govern-
ment during the last six years.

The Premier: Yes, it was then a very
deadly sin.

Hon. P. COLLIER: For many years
I was never able to get this Bilt
through without having to submit to a very
strong attack from members of the Opposi-
tion. All the woes of the farmers were pre-
sented to me, and the burdens that were
heaped upon them by the doubling of the
land tax and the removal of the exemptions.
Everywhere I have travelled through the
agricultural districts for years past I have
had Put to mle by members and their organ-
isations from one end of the State to the
other the iniquity of doubling the land tax
on the farmers and removing the exemption.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: I think I have
heard the Minister for Works on it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, he was most
eloquent. And the former Leader of the
Country Party and every member of that
party railed at the Government for increas-
ing this tax. And not only that, but -it was
one of the solemn pledges given to the vot-
cr5 in the agricultural electorates during the
recent elections that the first act of the pre-
sent Government would he to reduce the tax
to the old rate. I do not think there was
one Nationalist or Country Party candidate
in any country electorate that did not make
that solemn promise. Now the member for
Sussex (Mr. Barnard) puts up his finger
to indicate that be did not.

Mr. Marshall: He never did anything.
Hon. P. COLLIER: This is what the

member for Sussex said during the elec-
tions-

If the 'Nationalists, were returned to power,
they wouldispeedily put an end to the pac-
sent state of affairs. TIhe Governmnent's action
in doubling the land tax and, later, practically
douling the valuations, without exemption, was
at severe blo0w to the agricultural conmnity,
and should not be permitted to continue

Mr. Barnard: You have made that up. I
did not say that, exactly.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I have not made it
up; I have spent a little time in searching
the election speeches of members. But even
there the statement was Dot correct, because
the late Government did not double the val-
uations. We were responsible for doubling
the land tax and removing the exemptions,
but not for doubling the valuations. Of
course a little latitude like that might be
allowed at election time. The hon. member
said the existing state of affairs could not
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he permitted to continue ally longer. I think&
I have some other members on my list. The
member for Beverley (Mr. J. I. Mann) said
this-

The nest Government should consider wars
and ineans of lbringing down taxation to the
lowest point possible. The Country Thirty
would miove in this muatter in the next Parlha-
inent.

Hoe was referring, of course, to the land tax,
and he would move in the matter in the next
Parliament. Then the member for Green-
ough (M1r. Patrick) said this-

To enable piroducrers to curry on and pro-
duce values, taxation must be reduced. There
should be a 510 per tent, reduction of the land
tax, and a re-introduction of the exemptions,
and the provision that farmers should pay
either land tax or income tax, whichever was
the higher, was necessary.

That was the member for Greonough's
solemn pledge to the electors. And, of
course, the Premier himself-well I have
innumerable quotations from the Premier
regarding this tax.

The Premier: I am just getting yours
from "EHansard" now. We -will exchange.

Hon. P. COLLTER: None of midne on.
this Bill, at any rate.

The M1inister for Lands: It is expected
that all your followers will support the
Premier.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I want to know
what the Country Party intend to do about
it. Of course, we shall he told that the
position is entirely changed and that the
financial condition of -the State has altered.

IMr. floney: Quite right; that is the point.
Hon. P. COLLIER: It is a very blunt

pdint, because the pledge given to the peo-
ple was unconditional. It was not qualified
by the statement that members would re-
duce the tax if the finances of the State per-
mitted. The pledge was given without any
qualification or reservation whatever; it was
4quite an uinconditional pledge. In this
House for some years past the Premier and
his supporters have announced that at the
first opportunity the land tax on farmers
would be reduced.

Mr. Thney: The first opportunity has not
arisen yet.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If ever the farmer
was in need of relief from taxation, it is
the present time. He was in a position to
pay the higher tax in the years when mem-
hers opposite protested against it. If ever

there was a time when the farmer needed
relief from taxation, it is the present. In
the years when the tax was increased and
when members opposite were protesting so
strenuously, the farmers were enjoying good
seasons and good price. Those -were the
years when wool was bringing 2s. to 2s. 6d.
per lb., and when wheat ranged from 4s. 6d.
to 5s. Gd. and even Os. per bushel. Even
then, we were told that not-withstanding
those high prices the unfortunate farmer
was not in a position to meet this increased
burden. To-day, however, when he is re-
ceiving- not a quarter of the price for his
wool and only about half the price for his
wheat, he is still to pay the tax, and the tax
is being imposed by the Government and the
party wvho pledged themselves at the first
opportunity to reduce it.

Mr. Doney: You mean he won't pay.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Why not9

Mr. Doney:. Because he cannot.
MrT Marshall: Is that the excuse for

the Bill ?
Ron. P. COLLIER: He will have to pa 'y

on his income, but he will 1have nothing-
after hie has paid his creditors.

Hon. W. D). Johnson: Before the elec-
tion, he was to he protected, after the elec-
tion hie can protect himself.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Members opposite,
secure in their seats for the next three years,
surely do not intend to abandon the -un-
fortunate farmer during a period of stress
like the present. Surely they are not going
back on all they said in the past about the
need for giving the farmer relief. The
farmer needs -relief to-day more than ever
he did in the years when members opposite
complained. I take the liberty to say that
the Government gained thousands of votes
from the agricultural districts, because of
their condemnation of the late Government
for having increased this tax and because,
of their own pledge to reduce it at the
first opportunity.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: They won their
seats on it.

The Minister for Lands: This is not the
first opportunity.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is the first oppoi'-
tunitv. The Bill is before us and now is
the day, now is the hour.

The Premier: You made an excellent
speech in support of the tax last year.

Mr. Munsie: Of course, and at that time
you said the farmer could not, pay it.
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Hon. P. COLLIER: Let me remind the
Premier that in my speech 1 Supported
the policy I believed in, but he, in support-
ing the tax now, is opposing the policy be
believed in. I said the tax was fair and
equitable, but the Premier opposed it be-
cause lie Considered it was not fair and
equitable. Notwithstanding that he believes
it an unfair tax, he is now attempting to
justify it. My attitude was consistent and
logical; the Premier's was not.

The Premier: Are you going to support
it now?

Hen. P. COLLIER: I intend to divide
the House. I consider that the position has
entirely changed. The farmer cannot now
afford to pay this tax, though when I im-
posed it, he could afford to pay it, and it
was a fair thing. Now I shall vote for a
reduction because the farmer at this stage
cannot afford to pay the tax. The position
has changed entirely in the last four or
five months. I should not he doing a fair
thing if I did not attempt to assist the
farmer.

Mr. Barnard interjected.

Honm P. COLLIER: The member for Sus-
sex sits back, secure in his seat.

Hion. W. D. Johnson: He got the
farmers' votes on the strength of it.

Mr. Barniard; You have developed a won-
derful lot of sympathy for the farmers
since you went out of office.

Mr. Doney: You (10 not say that this is
the time and the opportunity to reduce the
taxT

Hon. P. COLLIER: Why all this hin-
bugging talk about the time? The hon.
member seeks to excuse himself that this
is not the time, because conditions have
changed. In 24 hours everything has
changed! It is an excuse to enable ment-
hers opposite to go back on the pledges
they gave the electors. The hon. member
did not say any' thing about an opportune
time. Right or wrong, the urgent need of
the farmers was for a reduction of this
taxation. That was the pledige the hon.
member and his friends gave the farmners.

Mr. Doney: Are you quoting me now?
Hon. P. COLLIER: I could quote the

hon. member also.
Mr. Doney: Where from?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Last year's "Han-
sard." Every one of the opinions I have
indicated are in "Hansard." The hen.

member will not say I am making an in-
correct statement.

Mr. Doney: I would not say that.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The bon. membei

does not deny that he opposed the rate of
tax last year.

Mr. Doney: I anm recalling my exact
words.

Ron. P. COLLIER: The question is that
of the increased tax, and the hon. member
opposed it last year.

Mr. Doney: But there are changed Con-
ditions.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Last year there was
a division on the question of the rate of
tax.

Mr. McCallumi: And the then Opposition
bent us on the firt division.

Hen. P. COLLIER: Yes; I recall nowv
that last year we were actually beaten. We
were caught in Committee, and had to re-
commit the Bill.

The Attorney General: And you were
very annoyed about it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There was strenu-
ous opposition to the recommittal, and we
had to fight the battle over again.

Mr. Doney: I was not in the House that
night.

Mr. l'anton: Otherwise wve would not
have been defeated!

Hon. P. COLLIER: Surely the member
for Williams-Narrogin does not contend
that he was opposed to the tax?

Mr. Doney: I am. not Called upon at the
moment to say what my attitude was.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am saying it for
the lion, member and he cannot deny it.

Mr. floney: Will you say I am wr~ong?
Hon. P. COLLIER: Without doubt, he

opposed the tax. I did not bring a quota-
tion from the hon. member's speech, be-
cause I thought he would be the last man
who would deny his attitude on that occa-
Sion.

Mx. Doney: I. am not denying it
Hon. P. COLLIER: I was ready for the

member for Sussex, because I thought ho,
might deny it, but I did not dream for a
moment that tie member for Williams-
Narrogin would do so.

Air. Doney: I am not denying it.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I will procurre an

excerpt from the hon. member's remarks as
reported in the Press and "Hansard," and
quote it later on.
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31r. Doney: 1 u admitting the attitude
I adopted.

Hon.. P. COLLER: I thought that the
hon. member, by interjecting, was denying

Mr. Doney: No, I was endeavouring to
show the reason for my attitude.

Mr. SPEAKER: This conversation be-
tween the Leader of the Opposition and
the member for Will iams-Narrogin is en-
tirely out of order.

Hon. P. COLUTER: The member for
Willi anms-Narrogiu is seeking refuge in an
explanation that the times have altered. I
say that this is the time when the farmer
cannot afflord to pay the tax. Whatever
ay be the financial position of the State

to-day he cannot afford to pay the tax. The
farmer cannot afford to pay his tradespeo-
pie or anybody else, and if ever there was
a time when the reduction of the tax was
justified, it is the preent, and the redue-
lion ought to be made. Whilst I shall nob
oppose the income tax and land tax which
must. be imposed, I think we ought to see
where members stand onl the question of the
rate of tax, and judge how far the condi-
tions have alter4c4 to justtify a complete
change of front regarding the land tax paid
lby f armers.

Qu~estion put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Co-mmittee.

Mr. Richardson in the Chair, the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.

Clause 2-Grant of hand tax and income
tax for the year ending 30th June, 1931:

Mr. McCA.LLUM: I intend to test the
feeling of the Committee On the rate of
tax. Every year members opposite attempted
to secure a reduction of the tax, and during
the election they denounced us from one
end of the country to the, other and said-
they certainly would reduce the tax. The
Premier, in his policy speech, made a point
that he would reduce taxatiou the moiment
he was returned to office. Yet we have
a long list before us of Bills to impose new
taxation. I do not suppose there has ever
been a~ Government in the history of the
qtatc who have repudiated every one of

their i'Jection pledges in so 6hoil a IUme as
the present Government have done.

The Minister for Lands: All Govern-
'acids have had to do it.

Mr. 'McCALLTJM: Although members op-
posite denounced us at every opportunity,
divided the Committee onl the rate of tax
and supported the Legislative Council's in-
terferenL'e with a money Bill, now, when
the opportunity occurs and after the people
have given them authority, they swallow
aill they said in past years and seek to re-
enact the law they do so strongly denounced.
liuriiig the last six years the fanner was
PrOSj)Liol1s as compared with the present.
Now it 's quite obvious that he will ham,..
little income out of which to pay taxation
this year. Land values have fallen consid-
erably. There is no industry in the State
which has been so severely affected by the
depression as that associated with agricul-
ture. We were told it was unfair, while
things were good, to have this taxation, and
yet, although we are in the present plight,
the Government intend to impose the tax.
Members opposite should stand up to their
election pledges. The Premier and A those
associated with him -undertook to reduce
taxation. The subject was made a feature
of the election by the party 'Which assumed
office. The Government are now searching
every corner in order to impose increased
burdens upon the people. They are after
money from every possible source. The
right thing for the Premier to do is to carry
out his undertakings with the people% and
stand up to the pledges he made. He should
live up to the trust imposed upon him.
muove an amendmnent-

That in Subvlause (I), line 1, the word
"twopence'' be struck out, and ''one penny''

inserted in lieu.

The PREMIER: I am surprised -at the
speech of the member for South Fremantle.
Everyone knowsq the position of the finank-
ces to-day. Last year when the matter was
considered it was expected there -would be
a credit balance On the year of £,100,000, in-
stead of 'which there was a deficit of
£500,000. Actually, taxation will be reduced
this year by £150,000, which represents anl
enormous amount to add to the deficit of
last year.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: Te9 that land tax?~
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The PREMIER: It will come off dividend
duties, and all sorts of taxes. Last year
some member opposite said this tax would
not hurt the farmer, that it would be borne
mostly by the city people.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: P-roportionately
greater than by the farmer. The Commis-
sionier of Taxation gives that in his report.

Hon. P. Collier: The percentages are 4(0
and 60 respectively.

The PREMIER: If one wanted any justi-
fication for the imposition of the tax in
its present fonnu, it would he found first in
the fact that taxation generally will return
X£150,000 less this year than last year, and,
gecondly, that we have to make good the
loss on last year's revenue transactions. We
are obliged to impose many forms of taxa-
tion in order to balance the Budget. '"hen
there was to be a credit balance of £100,000,
every member sitting opposite said the tax
should be imposed in its present form. Now
that the year has ended with a considerable
deficit, they say' the tax should be reduced.
If they voted for the tax believing there
would be a surplus for the year, they must
have felt that the tax was a good th~ing to
impose. Theirs is an illogical attitude' It
is unfortunate that we have to tax the peo-
ple, hut we must make ends meet. We e:,n
spend only from day to day what comes in
from day* to day. Loan moneys are cut off,
and tile position is that we have mighty little
money to spend. Members know well how
wve stand. This year we shall have £380,000
from the Federal Government to spend on
rands, against £1,100,000 that we received
from the same source last year. In every
direction revenue is falling. The advantages
to the Treasury of loan expenditure have
gone. No matter how we may desire to re-
duce taxation, it is a time when we cannot
do so. I hope members will be reasonable
andi agree that I would be wrong if I did
not bring down this taxation. I would
enjoy wiping out the tax altogether if I
could. We must balance the ledger this year,
and that will be difficult enough without
any lass of taxation.

Mr. Sleeman: I thought you promised a
reduction in taxation.

The PREMIER: Of course I did.
Mr. Sleeman: Why do you not carry out

that promise?
The PREMIER: I will when the oppor-

tunity occurs. I have not done so because

[43]

the lion, member and those associated with
him havea made it impossible for me to carry
it out. What arrant hiumbugs members can
he, supporting a tax when it was not wanted
because a tremendous credit balance was ex-
pected, and now changing their views when
the tax is very much wanted. Their attitude
is illogical and wrong. They who were
pledged to taxation are perfectly willing to
desert their pledges, and take away from us
the Little bit of money that will came in. It
will be very difficult to get in the taxation
for which we budgeted this year.

Mr. Willck: How has this party made
it impossible for you to carry out your
promise? We have had nothing to do with
it.

The PREMIER: The hoii, memiber had a
lot to do with it the other day.

Mr. Wiicoeck: In what way?
The PREMIER: I suppose it is not right

to make his party respoasible for the general
depression.

Mr. Wilicock: Apparently you are no",
implying that. YOU indicated that, but for
us, you could reduce taxation.

The PREMIER: I1 said that members
opposite were anxious for us to reduce it.

Mr. Willeock: You said this side of the
House was responsible for your not doing
50.

The PREMIER : Members opposite a
responsible, and everyone else is. I have to
make good the shortage of last year.

Mr. Willcock: Are we responsible for
that?

The PREMIER: Yes. The Leader of the
Opposition knows it is almost impossible for
us to meet our daily obligations. I cannot
blame the hon. member for the fact that we
shall get £160,000 less this year than we did
last year.

Mr. Willcock: You should not expect a
surplus in bad times.

The PREMIER: Members should help the
situation rather than intensify it by their
proposed action. I hope they will not per-
sist in this amendment, but will agree that
the tax is more necessary to-day than it was
last year.

Hon W. D. JOHNSON: If the elections
had not been held this year, when the
Premier and those associated with him knew
exactly the state of the finances and the gen-
eral outlook for Australia, one could un-
derstand his pleading.
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The Premier: No one did know.
Ron. W. 1). JOHNSON: It is different

for those Governments that have been in
power for two or three years. There has
been no change of any note since the Pre-
mier and his party gave a definite pledge
to reduce taxation. The Leader of the Op-
position, however, emphasised the need for
rigid economy, for maintaining existing tax-
ation, the difficuilty of getting loan funds,
and prepared the people for what was to
come. He was opposed by those who ridi-
culed his warnings and said there was no
need to maintain existing taxation, and that
the Leader of the Opposition had no right
to have deficiEncies. The Premier himself
said there should be no deficiency. It suited
his book to magnify whatever deficiency
there might be n"der the administration of
the Leader of the Opposition. All this has
occurred within the last fewv months. Mem-
bers of the Country Party, to a man, ema-
phasised the need for amending the tax at
the earliest opportunity. If, during the
elections, there was justification for a review
of the tax, it is even more clear to-day that
the taxation on land is out of all propor-
tion to land values. There has been an enor-
mous decreasaoin land values within recent
times, due to a reduction in returns from
agricultural production. Despite that fact,
the high valuations still remain. We have
at present a land tax grossly out of propor-
tion to land values. When the Leader of
the Opposition as Premier last session, sup-
ported a similar Hill, hie was attacked because,
it was asserted, he was getting it two ways-
high tax and high valuations. It would be
hard to assess the value of agricultural land
to-day, but I should say the value is at
least 50 per cent, less than it was at election
time. Now the present Government persist
in imposing what they, when sitting in Op-
position last year, regarded as unduly high
taxation based on unduly high valuations.
If the valuations could be dealt with, the
position would be better, because I do not
object to a laud tax of 2d., which I do not
regard as execsive. I take it that the
Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy
Leader raised this matter more particularly
to assist Country Party members, because of
what was obviously an oversight on their
part. Now that their attention has been
drawn to it, I am sure Country Party mem-
bers will remember their election pledges
and act accordingly. I can understand new

members following the lead of old members.
The present Minister for 'Works was always
strong on this point. The member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin knew the position exactly, al-
though I can quite understand that the mem-
ber for Beverley was not au fait with it.
The Leader of the Opposition has re-
minded members of promises made dur-
ing the elections. Those promises were
unaccompanied by qualifications and now
the member for South Fremantle hats
told hon. members how the position cn
he rectified. Country Party members should
be grateful. 'The member for Greenough
had no hesitation in saying what should
be done. His speeches during the elec-
tion showed that he was a man to reform
Parliament, and demonstrate to the farm-
ers what kind of representatives they had
had in the past. It will be interesting to
see how hon. members will act now that they
have the opportunity. I can understand the
Premier forgetting promises, because he is
an old hand, and knows bow to win elec-
tions.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I feel keenly on this
question, because I was subjected to more
attacks and misrepresentation regarding the
land tax than on any other subject during
the last two general elections. Country
Party members were not satisfied with inak-
img a special feature of the increased tax
and the removal of the exemptions, but I
was charged with heiug responsible for the
revaluations. Although I denied responsi-
bility on innumerable occasions in this
House, I am glad to say that some of those
former members, who persisted in repeating
the charge, are not with us now. It was
alleged that the Labour Gfovernmnt itt-
creased taxation paid by the farners 1,y
400 per cent., and had increased valuations
to the extent, in some instances, of three-
fold. That wvas true, buat I was not respon-
sible. The revaluations had been going oni
for 12 months before that.

The Premier: They are always going on.
lion. P1. COLLIER: The revaluations had

commenced 12 months before under an ar-
rangement by which the Commonwealth
tCovernment value our lands. That work
was in progress when I come in, yet I
was charged with being entirely responsible
for having commenced the revaluation. That
point was made by the member for Sussex,
and it was said by other candidates as well.



[21 Oaronsn, 3930.]

M1r. Barnard: On a point of order. I did
not make that statement, and I defy the
Leader of the Opposition to produce evi-
dence that I did.

Hon. P. COLLIER: What I have quoted
,was taken word for word from the hon.
member's speech as it appeared in the "West
Australian."

Mr. Barnard: 1 have just read it, and
what you say is not contained in it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is in it.
Mr. Barnard: It is not.
Hon. P. COLLIER: It is taken from what

I read in the "West Australian,"
Mr. Panton: And it would not have ap-

peared in the paper if the lion. member had
not written it himself.

Hon. P. COLLIER: What does the hon.
member suggest? That I wrote it myself I

xMr. Barnard: Yes.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The hion. member

is joking 1 hope. Whatever he did say
,was written for him and he read it; it was
not his own production. The hion. member
will not charge me with having invented
it.

Mr. Barnard: I know it is not there.

liFon. P. COLLIER: I will find it. Any-
way, the hon. member is not entitled to say
that I coneouted it. I have not mrached thel
stage of manufacturing speeches to put into
the mouths of members. What I have said
appeared in the paper, and of course if the
hion. members says he was misreported I
will accept his statement. But that is how
it read in the newspaper. Up and down
the country I was charged with having in-
creased the valuations nothwithstanding that
I repeatedly denied the accusation in this
House and explained the position. But that
did not prevent some membhers; from con-
tinuing to repeat the statement in the coun-
try- I met it everywhere, not only at the
recent elections, hut at the previous eke-,
Lions.

Mr. Patrick: That statement was not
made in my electorate.

lion. P. COLLIER: I am pleased to
know that. I am not accusing any of the
new members with having circulated the
statement, but most of the old members did
repeat it. One could excuse new candi-
dates for making the statement because I
suppose they heard their leader saying it
and they themselves werie not aware of the
facts. All they would- know, if they were

land holders, would be that the valuations
had been increasld very considerably din-
ing our term of office and they might con-
elude that we were responsible. But- the
old members who knew better kept on re-
peating the statement.

The Premier: The valuations were being
carried on all the time.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Not in the country
districts. Those who hold land in the caoun.
try will say that the only re-valuations or
alterations made were made duiing the past
six Or seven Years.

The Minister for Works: Every five years
they are made.

lion. P. COLLIER: There has been only
one re-valuation in the country districts dur-
ing the past five or six years.

Mr. Patrick: It was rtally the first re-
valuation of country lands.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, the old valua-
tion stood for many yeare.

The 'Minister for Works: For 20 years.
Hon. P. COLLIER: lUndoubtedly those

valuations were too low,. or at any rate very
low. The Minister for Works knows that
in his districts the valuations were only
about 7s., and they went up to 25s., or 300
per cent.

The Minister for Works:. Up to £4.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I know that a depu-

tation from Dalwallinu waite on me to
protest against the valuation which I think
was £4, and the hard feature was that the
local road board had rated on the depart-
mental valuations, so that the land holders
were hit a second time. I want to know
whether the Premier has been influenced or
not but most certainly there should be: a re-
valuation now. The valuations mentioned
by the member for Guildford-Midland are
double the actual valuations at the present
time.

.Mr. Patrick: Would not the Act have to
be amended?7

Hon. P. COLLIER: I think net; I think
it could be arranged with the department
The Commonwealth does our work by ar-
rangement with the State and I think it
could he done without an amendment of!
the Act. It would not be necessary for offi-
cers to go around the country valuing the
land; they could easily do it by calculating
the fall of values that has taken place dur-
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ing the past 12 months, and they axe known
to everyone.

The Afttoey General: The trouble ils
that they are not known.

Hon. P. COLLIER: In the country dis-
tricts it is pretty safe to say that values
have faiien 50 per cent.

The Attorney. General: Quite safe.
Hon. P. COLLIER: We can see that by

the land that is offered for sale from day
to day and for which there are no buyers.

The Minister for Lands: Except forced
sales,

Hon. P. COLLIER: And even then there
are no buyers except when a property
is offered at a sacrifice. Press valuations
are altogether excessive. The same thin
applies to city land. There has been
a considerable fall in values there too.
With the present price of wheat and wool,
income tax will not worry the man on the
land. The Treasurer will not he able to
collect any income tax because he cannot
get it from the people if they have not in-
come. Even if the Government do collect
money in the form of taxation, it will have
to go out again in the form of assistance
to those engaged in wool and wheat pro-
duction. I do not wish to let the opportunity
pass without reminding my friends of thd
Country Party generally and the older
members in particular, of the position. I
have now the extract from the newspaper
which shows what the member for Sussex
is reported to have said on the 10th Mtarch
last:-

The Governient 's action in doubling the
land tax and later practiealily doubling the
valuations without exemptions was n severe
blow to the agricultural community, and should
not be permitted to continue. The time is ripe
for a change of Government.

Mr. Barnard: That is as I stated it.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member

said that this Governiment-the Mitchell
Government-if they got into power would
reduce the land tax.

Mr. Barnard: What I charged the hon.
member with having done was the doubling
of the land tax and the valuations.

Hon. P. COLLIER: All right. We will
say that the bon. member went round tho
country and was reported to have said what
I have read.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The commodity pro-
duced by the farmer has a reduced value,

and one would imagine that the Premier
and his party would find a reduction of tAx-
ation a means of going to the assistance of
the farmers. This is all the more to be
expected because when the Premier was on
this side of the House he insisted upon it
so often. On every occasion he stressed
the great need there was for a reduction of
taxation. He spoke of it also in the coun-
try; in fact he rarely spoke anywhere with-
out referring to the great need there was
for reduced taxation. Here he is now jim-
posing the same tax that lie opposed in
this House. As far as the Country Party
members are concerned this is their oppor-
tunity to fulfi their promise. At every
conference they condemned the Collier Gov'-
erment for what they termned the double
land tax. The columns of the "Primary
Producer" were full of tirades against the
Collier Government for increasing the land
tax. We were described as enemies of the
farmers. Now we have the opportunity for
hon. members opposite to show that they
are the friends of the farmers. We can
appeal to the Premier, the 1'finister for
Lands, and the Minister for Works and to
all Country Party members who made so
much use at the elections of the need there
was to reduce taxation. They were never
tired of drawing attention to the iniquity;
This is the opportunity for them to fulfil
their promise and for that reason, more
than for any other, I propose to support
the amendment.

Hr. J. H. SMITH: It seems to me rather
playing the part of the hypocrite for the
member for South Fremantle to move an
amendment to this clause when we know
that it was purely by the efforts of those
on this side of the House that the tax was
increased to what it is at the present time.
Circumstances alter cases and members
supporting the present Government are
placed in an invidious position that if they
vote against the taxation proposal, it
may mean the defeat of the Government.
Then one has to consider the other side of
the question, one's definite promise to the
electors. At Northarn the present Pre-
mier distinctly stated that this would be
the first action of the party if returned to
power. The ox-member for Katanning,
Mr. Thomson expressed himself to the same
effect at Katanning, having the present At-
torney General with hint on the platform
at the time. We on this side of the Chain-
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bet told the electors that the first thing
that would occur in the event of a change
of Government would be reduction of land
tax, As regards the five-years period there
seems to be a good deal of confusion. Some
assessments have become six or seven times
greater than previously, while the rate of
tax has doubled. Still, -the Government
must get revenue from some quarter. The
Government tell us that next year they
will fulfil the promises made at the general
election. A difficulty I foresee is that they
will not be able to collect the land tax.
When the assessments were made by the
Federal Government and accepted by the
State, primary products were at a peak
period, The Premier must disillusion him-
self; the farmers wiU neavor be able to pay
this tax. However, the action of the mem-
ber for South Fremantle is hypocritical,
seeing that his Government were the re-
sponsible people in this respect. I shall
vote against the amendment. If next year
the promises are not fulfilled, I shall no
longer be able to give the Government my
support.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I should
have liked to support the amendment, but
the menimber for South Fremantle knows
the position as well as any member of the
Chamber knows it.

Mr. McCallum: I knew it as well as
you did when you made the promises.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Since
then the position has changed considerably.
At that time the members of the present
Government had no idea that so small an
amount would be received from income tax.
The position of the farmers then was all
right.

Mr. McCallum: Why not give them
some relief now 9

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 'if the
amendment is carried, diic~ulties will en-
sue. The Estimates provide for £9293,000
on account of child welfare and outdoor
relief.

Ron. P. Collier: That is for unemploy-
ment.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
The amount is to come from. revenue. If
revenue it to he taken away, will the Gov-
ernment be able to carry out what the
State demands? As was said last year in
similar circumstances, if the amendment
is, carried city land-owners will he relieved
of much taxation.

Mr. McCallum: You know that country
values have dropped considerably.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
are not interested in valuations just now.
We do not fix the valuations; a tribunal
does that.

Mr. MceCallum: You did not say that
during the general election.

Hon. P. Collier: A former Leader of
the Country Party said that I was respon-
sible.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I com-
plained of the Taxation Department mak-
ing the valuations, fixing the tax, and then
being the tribunal for appeal.

Mr. McCallum: You said in this Cham-
ber that the previous Government were re-
ceiving an increased tax on increased val-
uations.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
revenue returns show how the receipts
have increased. In 1923-24, the last year
preceding the Collier Administration, the
revenue was £71,449. For 1924-25 the rev-
enue was £113,867. For the year 1928-29
it was £l.96,.01. So the amounts did in-
crease.

Mr. MceCallum: N one denies it.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The tax

was doubled.
'Mr. MVeCallum: Now the valuations

have dropped, and not a. bid can be ob-
tained for country lands.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: If the
valuations have dropped, the taxes will
drop.

Hon. P. Collier: No; because the lands
hare not been re-assessed.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: I can
appeal to-morrow in respect of my own
property.

Hon. P. Collier: No, you cannot.
The MIN ISTER FOR LANDS: Un-

doubtedly I can. The unfortunate aspect
is that the man who makes the valuation
imposes the tax- The department cannot
increase a valuiation, but I am not sure that
they cannot bring it down. Those who
rote for the amendment will be incon-
sistent. Last year the farmers paid two
taxes-income tax and land tax. This year,
I regret to say, they will not.

Hon. P. Collier; They will have no in-
come this year.

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS: Under
the old Act they were not relieved of both
taxes.
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Mr. Panton: In the metropolitan area
thousands will not pay income tax either.

The MINISTER FOR LANDIS: I am
surprised and pleased to find that the city
landowner has such champions opposite. It
was always thrown up to us when in Opposi-
tion that we were assisting the city land-
owner. The Government have never 'wil-
fully broken any promise. They will fulfil
their promises in this connection as soon as
they possibly can. When they made those
promises, they had no idea of the position
of the finances or of the condition into which
the country would fall. At the beginning
of June this year we were led to believe that
£2,200,000 was available from Loan. When
the present Premier made his policy speech
at Northamn, he had no idea of what was
ahead of him. Neither had the present
Leader of the Opposition.

Hon. P. Collier: I knew enough to make
me careful.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
gentleman is always careful, and so is the
present Premier. This year we have to
provide £123,440 more for outdoor relief
than last year. If the amendment is cardied,
some other provision will have to be made
for finding that money.

Mr. 'McCallum: Where is the work for
all I

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
a mere parrot cry.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. It. F. TROY: During the tea hour
I have been reading some of the election
speeches, and I want to remind the Premier
of some of his own statements at the elec-
tions. Among other things, he pointed to
the difference there was to be found between
promises and performances. On that occa-
sion he was referring to something that ifr.
McCallum had said, and he was denouncing
the Coller Government generally for their
promises. But the Premier in his policy
speech to the electors was reported ia this
way-

The speaker's policy was to reduce the land
tax to tile rnte that obtained in 1921, and to
restore thle exemptions.

That was his distinct promise, and in the
Bill before us we have his performance. Th
the Bill he is providing the same rate of
land tax as was provided by the Collier

Government. The Premier is further re-
ported as follows:-

High taxation is the real cause of Australia 's
troubles. If returned to office, I will under-
take to provide work for everyone, and that
1,n11 mean comfort and happiness. For the
farmer, I have promised to reduce taation.

The Bill is the fulfilment of the hon. mem-
ber's promise of a few months ago. During
the elections nearly every member now on
the Government side said he was opposed to
taxation. Even you, Mr. Chairman, pro-
mnised the electors of Subiaco a reduction in
taxation.

Mr. MeCallum: He was the most reckless
of the lot.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Here are your own
wvords, Mr. Chairman:-

There is no reason for a slunip in Western
Australia. If the country is to develop and
continue, thle cost of iving must be TO-
duced. The first step mnust be a reduction in
taxation. The Nationalist Party propose to
reduce the land tax and the income tax.

Mr. Withers: He was speaking only per-
sonally.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The Minister for
Lands has said that wvhen members on the
Government side made all those promises,
they did not have a proper regard for the
financial difficulties in the way of fulfilment
of those promises. But Air. Glasheen,

aCountry Party member of another place,
during the elections said-

The Country Party goes before the people
with no illusions regarding the great economic
cbffit'ulties of the future. We do not intend
to insult the electors by promising the millen-
mium. Whichever party is retuned to power
will find itself in the grip of world-wide econ-
emir. conditions.

The Minister for Lands: The position
now is even worse than was anticipated then.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The member for
Katanning said the policy of the party
would be the immediate reduction of the
land tax, the restoration of the exemptions,
and the provision that the farmer should
pay either land tax or income tax, which-
ever was the greater amount. If we are to
take any notice of the promises made by
members on the Government side, we should
have every expectation that a majority of
them would vote for the amendment. I
have here also the remarks of the Minister
for "Works when he opened his election camn-
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paign. He, too, condemned the Collier Gov-
erment for the increase of land tax.

The Minister for Works: Quite right.
Hon. M. F. TROY: Well, what about

your vote to-night?
The Minister for Works: I will tell you

directly.
Hon. UW. F. TROY: The Premier during

the elections% made a great number of pro-
mises, some of them as astute as anything I
have -ever heard. Now, however, he
has no regard for any of the pro-
mises be made. The least we might expect
from members of Parliament at election time
is a little honesty. Successful candidates
should have a proper regard for the pro-
mises wade during the elections. Yet mem-
bers on the Government side have entirely
disregarded their electioneering promises.
It seems to me the Premier has never had
much regard for any of his promises. I
can give plenty instances of that. Ventur-
ing to prophesy, I will say that before this
Parliament expires, in the concluding ses-
sion, the Premier will come down with a Bill
to reduce the land tax.

The Minister for Works: Before that, I
hope.

Hfon. Al. F_ TROY: His object in doing
thatt will be to leave his successor short of
that much revenue, end to be able to say,
"Behold, we reduced the land tax." Those are
his methods. The Committee would be jus-
tified in refusing him the revenue he seeks
in the Bill, and so insisting upon his fulfill-
ing his promise to the electors.

The IVINISTER FOR WORKS: The dis-
cussion appears to be, not as to whether
this tax is required, but as to what -was
promised during the elections. I remind
members that last year the Budget was
based on an estimated surplus of £106,000.
There was not in that any indication of the
financial calamity that has fallen upon us.
The then Premier knew nothing of the comn-
ing catastrophe, and if he didn't, bow could
other members know? Last session the then
Premier, in moving the second reading of
this Bill, said as follows:-

It might be said that in view of the fall in
piswe ought to bring down taxation.

Mihen a fall in prices takes place it affects. the
revenue of the State in so many directions that
this is the very time when it becomnes impos-
sible to reduce taxation. It is when prices are
high and the Stnte is prosperous, and wh-en
money, comes into revenue from many sources,

that it is inLce easier to reduce taxation than
at a time wlheni prices are lowv and the season
unifavourable.
That was the then Premier's statement in
October of last year. And, judging by the
Loan Estimates, last year there was spent
£3,600,000 from. loan. We finished op the
-year with a deficit of £518,000. The Loan
Bill that we brought down this session
amounts to £2,000,000, and revenue has
alarmingly decreased. So this:I is not the
time to consider a reduction in taxation.
Rather bare we to increase taxation in order
to balance the Budget. It is true ;ve pro-
mised to reduce taxation, and certainly we
will endeavour to carry it out, but we can-
not do it this session. The promises I made
to the electors were made on the infonna-
lion then availablo. I believed that the
then Treasurer knew more about the finan-
cial position titan I did, and the latest in-
formation I had was that furnished by the
then Treasurer's Budget. Although this is
not election time, a number of the members,
of the Committee in their speeches to-night
have been talking to the electors, instead of
dealing with the finances of the State. At
a time like this it is absolutely impossible
to reduce taxation.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: A pity you did
not say that during the election. You
mnight not have been here to-night.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Last
session the then Premier refused to reduce
taxation,' but to-night he is in favour of a
reduction. Therefore we are in good com-
pony. The Leader of the Opposition last
year sad he would tint reduce taxation.
Yet to-night he asks us to do it.

Hon. W. D. Johnsont: HETe wants you to
stick to what you promised. You beat your
opponent by promising to reduce taxation.
Do it!I

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: One
does make promises at elections. We have
always fought against the increased tax,
but i agree with the opinion expressed by
the Leader of the Opposition that when
prices are low and times are bad, taxation
cannot be reduced.

Hon. P. Collier: That is a classic.
The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,

and I want the Committee to understand
it. Those words were uttered in October
of last year. The Leader of the Opposition
then said that the time to reduce taxation
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was when things were prosperous and prices
were good. Things are not prosperous and
prices are not good at present, and this is
not the time to reduce taxation.

Mr. MILLINGTON: What interests laud
owners is not so much the rate of tax as
the inflated values on which the tax is levied.
The Minister for Works said it did not mast-
ter what promises were made during an
election.

The Minister for Works: I did not say
that.

Mr. MILLINGTON: After an election all
that is necessary is to have regard for the
needs of the hour. So long as that is under-
tood, we shall be in a more comfortable posi-
tion in future, because we shall be able to
promise anything so long as an "if" is at-
tached to it.

The Minister for Works: I did not say
that.

MAt MILjINGTON: 'Membors opposite
attached no "if" to their promise. They
said taxation would be reduced. When-
ever the present Leader of the Opposition
was introducing a measure to re-impose tax-
ation such as this, the present Premier al-
ways insisted that the extra revenue was
not required. According to 1im, all that
was needed was proper administration. Now
the position is reversed. All of us have
some regard for the difficulties confronting
the Government. We are told we must
shown appreciation of and sympathy for
their difficulties.

The Premier: And a little consistency on
your part.

Mr. IMILLINGTON: I used to be of that
opinion, but I had experience as a member
of the Legislative Council during the war,
when we were endeavouring to recover from
a most disastrous drought. The then Gov-
ernment led by the present Minister for
Railways, introduced a taxation measure,
and this is how the Hon. H. P. Colebatch
spoke of it'-

Hle would absolutely oppose the taxation pro-
posail, and would not. give the profligate Gov-
ernment one pen),y-piccc more to squander.

The Bill was defeated on the second read-
ing. That is the sort of sympathy shown in
those dta. Now we are told we must be
sympathetic and not level criticism at the
Government.

The Premier, Who said so'?

31r. Mfunsie: Most members on your side
who have spoken to-night have said that,
yourself included.

Tf le Premier: No.
Ifr. MI LLINGTON: I had sonic experi-

ence of. the land tax question while eec-
tioneering in country districts. I visited
~arrogin, Wiekepin, Kulhn, and the inter-

veriing towns, where a leaflet had beenr
broadcast, and in each plate I was cross-
examined as to why the Labour Government
bad doubled the land values and the land
tax. The people in the country knew all
about the temporary defeat of the Labour
Government on the -question of the land
tax. I had to explain that the Labour Gov'-
ernmient had had nothing to do wvith tire
assessments, but the people would not be-
lieve it.

The Premier: What dlid you say-?
Mr. MILLINGTON: I admitted that we

haed doubled the land tax, and took loll
responsibility for it, but we were not re-
sponsible for the increased land values.

The Premier: You said I was responsible.
Mr. ILLINGTON: I do not know

whether the Premier was responsible, but
it was stated by those who broadcast the
electioiieering propaganda that we were re-
sponsible. That influenced many land
owners to vote against the then Governient.

The Premier: You represent land owner-t
Mr. MJiLLING'ION: T explained that the

Labour Government had granted rebates of
railway freights to the country which the
city people did not get. I thought 'ye had
a pretty good case on land taxation, and
that if anyone had a grievance, it was the
city landowners. Country electors said they
could not see any advantage iii the railway
rebates. It is well to have a stocktaking at
this stage. it is mean tactics to use such
propaganda as was used on this question.
The Government and their supporters have
had their lesson now, and in future, when
reasonable taxation is sought, doubtless
reasonable views will be expressed by the
Opposition. One of the greatest calanmi-
ties that can happen to a country is that
land values should be inflated during times
of temporary prosperity. Then, when de-
pression comnes, we have to face not only
the depression, but the disastrous position
of falling values. Men who have purchased
land at a given price find it assessed at
double the value for taxation purposes.
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That anomalous position prevails through-
out the State, because of the inflation of
values during prosperous times. I have the
utmost sympathy with the man who has to
pay land tas on values that have depre-
ciated. It is a pity the Government are not
in a position to keep their promise, because
at no time was relief so urgently needed.
However, I imagine the Governinent will
be move careful in future, and will hedge
their promises with reservations. When
party leaders go to the country, they will
have to say that they propose to do certain
things provided our financial advisers agree.
No Government will be in a position to say
definitely what they will do or not do, be-.
cause all Governments are subject to out-
side control. I do not think the present
Government will be so cocksure when they
again face the country or wrill promise to
do this, that, and the other if returned to
office. They have had their lesson, and so
long as they profit by it, I shall be satis-
fied.

Mr. ANGELO: This seems to be a stornm
in a teacup. According to figures given
by the present Leader of the Opposition
last year, very little land will be charged
at the rate of 2d. Nearly the whole of our
land is improved and therefore comes under
the Id. rate.

Hon. P. Collier: But the improved rate,
11ow 1d., was formerly 1/2d.

11r. ANGELO: Let me quote what the
lion. member said last year-

Our land tax compares very favourably with
simtilar taxes in the other States. I UnM taking
the improved value because that is where the
14. rate operates. On the unimproved land
the iate is 2d. Practically the whole of our
agricultural lands come under the Id. rate. On
page 12 of the Traxation Commissioner's re-
port, it is shown that the amount of country
lands that contc under the id. rate, that is as
improved land, represents a value of £,16,037,
147. Those that come tinder the 2d. rate, tbe
uimproved lands, represent a value of
£ 706,000.

That means for every acre that will be
taxed at the rate of 2d., nearly 20 acres will
carry the 1d. rate.

Hon. P. Collier: That has always been
so. If the 2d. rate is reduced by half, then
the Id. rate will be reduced by half.

MAr. ANGELO: The member for South
Fremantle wishes to reduce the 2d. rate to

1d., and has made it aippear that it is a
serious impost on the farmers.

Hon. P. Collier: That will be followed
by reducing theld. rate to 'Ad. This one
comes first.

Mr. ANGELO: I amn aware of that.
Those were the arguments used by the then
Premier for retaining the 2d. rate last year.
Surely if his argument held good then, it
holds good now. I could quote another ex-
tract from his speech, and one could imagine
that the Present Premier had made it to
show the impossibility of squaring the
ledger unless he was granted the whole
of the taxation for which he was asking.
The opposition must be more in the form of
a huge joke than anything- else.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The member for Gas-
coyne did not think this was a storm in a
teacup last year.

Mr. Angelo: I did not speak upon the
matter.

Mr. 'McCALLUM: The hon. member voted
for an amendment similar to the one I have
just moved.

Hon. P. Collier: That was a joke.

Mr. Angelo: What the Premier of the day
told us about the hard times has proved to
be time.

Mr. 3feCALLUM: How the bon. mem-
ber can square his attitude to-night with his
attitude before I do not know. He and his
party made all these promises and now dis-
own them. The Leader of the Opposition
told members what the position was, and
how serious the financial predicament that
lay ahead. He said he had exhausted all
available trust funds and that the Treasury
was empty. In the face of all that, meni-
bers opposite during the elections promised
a reduction of taxation. Are we to take the
statement of the member for Gascoyne as an
admission that his partyv simply deceived
the people, or was he serious in what he told
them?

Mr. Angelo: We were told there would
be a surplus.

Mr. McCALLU'M: The Leader of the Op-
position told the people that in face of the
position he could not favour a decrease in
taxation. He declined to make any promise
on that score. The Premier of to-day said
that was all bunkum, that there was enough
money in the Treasury to do all that he
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wanted, that he could find work for all, and
so forth. The M1iuister for Lands now says
if the amendment is carried there will he
no money for the unemployed. The most
unemployme nt cost us in any year was
£V40,000, and the Government to-day are
spending a qjuarter of a million a year.
This is the party that promised to find work
for all. They told the people what they
could do and now they are spending a quare-
ter of a million a year on the unemployed.

The Premier: We are feeding them, at
any rate.

Mr. McCALLIIM: The Premier knew well
what the position war-, but lie said be would
reduce taxation immediately lie asstumed
office. The position is no worse now than
it was when we set it out. The only thing
that has altered since is the price of wheat.
If that has altered the situation, it has al-
tered it in favour of the amendment I have
submitted, which aims- at relief being given
to the wheat prowers. No one can see any
signs of an improvement in the price. Six
months ago the "Minister for Works prom-
ised a reduction in taxation. This is how
he stands up to what he told the people.
The Mitchell Government were to reduce all
forms of taxation. No Government in the
history of Australia so early nfter the elec-
tions have so completely broken every
promise that was made to the people, from
the financial issue down to work for all.
There are ten times more people out of
work to-day than ever. If the 'Minister for
Works and his colleagues had stood up to
the promises they made we should not be
attacking them to-night. Because they said
it was all rubbish, that the forecast of the
Leader of the Opposition 'was incorrect,'
and because they made rash promises and
deceived the people, we are submitting this
amendment to test them out to-night. It is
not for us to say how the Government pro-
pose to get out of their difficulties. It was
their policy to get over them. We want
them to put their policy into force. They
said they could do these things and -we want
to see them done. We told the people the
party now in power could not do them.
Let them fulfil the promises they made. I
hope the amendment will be carried.

Hon. M1. F. TROY: The Minister for
Works made a miserable excuse to-night for
his attitude on this question.

The Minister for Works: Be reasonable.

Hon. 31. F. TROY: He said that when he
condemned the late Government and made
the promises he did, he did not know what
the figures actually were. 1 w.ill quote what
he said-

fle pite slic larg' reenut- the Collier Govern-
meat have rece-ived, the deficit last year was

£7,10,and the figures of the current year
show that for the first seven months the de-
fihit was proportionately greater. The econ-
omic position demands that every economy
shall Ibe practised.

And yet he says he did not know what the
position was. He also said that the Gov-
erunacut should give a lead to the people,
that the legislation of the Labour Govern-
ment had increased the cost of production,
that the Labour Party had increased the
land tax and removed all exemptions, there-
by increasing the tax from £71,000 to
£310,000. He went on to say that the ver-
min tax had been used as a source of rev-
enue, which was a gross injustice to agri-
culture. The last-named statement was un-
true. It never was used as a source of rev-
enue. The TMinister for Works knew all the
time what the position was for he told his
constituents all about it. He said there had
been plenty of money, but that there had
since been mat-administration. Look at the
spectacle we have before uts. These people
have come hot from thle elections and are
repudiating every promise they made. 'We
are entitled to draw the attention of the
people to the type of meen they sent here
and the men they have ac-tuailly got. If
any other member says lie did not know
what the position was I think I can prove
from the file I have here that he did know
it.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 3 to 6-agreed to.

Preamble, Title--agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL-INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE
ACT CONTINUANCE.

Returned from the Council without amend-
ment.
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BILL--PARLIAMENTARY ALLOW-
ANCES AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 16th October.

RON. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [8.15):
There has been a great cry in recent months,
particularly on the part of anonymous
writers in the newspapers, for a reduction in
Parliamentary allowances. It is claimed
there is great need for a reduction in wages
and salaries all round, and that wve should
commee at the top. I do not subscribe
to that idea. There has been a good deal
of insincerity behind that cry, and many
people who seek to reduce salaries and
wages do so with the idea of preserving
their own incomes, which are drawn from
sources other than salaries and wages. Of
course, the Bill is to be followed by an-
other that singles out as this does, a certain
section of the community for special taxa-
tion. I ama opposed to that policy,.whether
it is to be applied to members of Parlia-
ment or to civil servants. The principle of
singling out a section of the people for spe-
cial taxation because of the financial diffi-
culties of the State, while leaving untouched
a large number of citizens who are in re-
ceipt of equal salaries and income but who
are employed outside the Government ser-
vice, seems, to may mind, to be unjustifiable.

The Premier; They are not untouched;
they arc suffering reductions, too.

Hon. 1'. COLLIER; They are untouched.

The Premier; No, their incomes have
been reduced.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There has been no
alteration in the wages or salaries fixed by
tribunals.

The Premier: No.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Arbitration
Court, whose awards govern a large propor-
tion of the wages paid to the workers, have
not varied their determinations. There has
not been any such reduction anywhere yet,
either regarding wages or salaries, except it
may be that some who work for private firms
may have had their salaries reduced. I do
not know what that position may be.

The Premier: They have been reduced.

Hon. P. COLIER: It may be that other
persons have had their incomes reduced-
incomes that they receive from other

sources-but, unfortunately, a large number
of people have lost their incomes altogether
because of unemployment. That, however,
does not affect the position. The policy
of taxing a section of the community who
are in receipt of certain allowances is not
justifiable.

The Premier: It was done during war-
time. The hon. member himself reduced
salaries to the extent of 7 or 8 per cent.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Many, things were
done in war-time that cannot now be justi-
fled. If we take the salaries earned by people
in receipt of £C200, £300 or upwards, and
merely because they happen to be employed
in t!.4e Government service call upon them
to pay a special tax, whereas persons em-
ploye'l outside the service are to have no
such special taxation levied upon themi, then
it is wrong.

The Premier: But you applied that prin-
ciple of taxation once.

Hon. P. COLLIER; When?
The Premier: In 1914.
Hon. 1P. COLLIER: That was done by a

Government dominated by the Premier's
Minister for Mines and I warn him against
that Minister.

The Premier: Not dominated, led by that
hon. member.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That 'was not the
only thing that that particular Govern-
ment did that was wrong. I admit that I
was a member of that Government. I have
no doubt that if the Premier switched his
mind hack, he could mention one or two
other things done by that Government, which
could not be justified.

Mr. H. WV. Mann: The State Hotels, for
instance.

Hon. P. COLLIER; Yes; perhaps that
and severa[ other things, too. I do not say
that the Labour Government, led by the
present Minister for Mines, made no mis-
takes.

Mrh. McCallum: But that Government did
not inaugurate the State HTotel system.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No.
Mr. McCallum: Sir Walter James started

the first 1Sl)itc hotel.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, that was years
before, although we may have extended
them. The policy of singling out certain
sections for special taxation is not fair.

The Premier: But you did it.
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Hon. P. COLLIER; I did not do it, T!
fancy that in view of the influence of the
Minister for Mines when he was leader of
the Government at the time the hon. mem-
ber refers to, it is possible that the Min-
ister for Mlines to-dny is responsible for
the Premier advancing this proposal.

The Premier: No; I think you are re-
sponsible.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not think so.
It is a popular practice on the part of the
public to imagine that members of Parlia-
ment enjoy all kinds of privileges. There
has been much exaggeration indicated in
articles published in the Press regarding
members' allowances. It has been stated
that not only do members enjoy free rail-
way travelling for themselves, hut they also
have that privilege for their wives and fami-
lies as wveil, so that they can travel over the
railway lines every day in the week. That
is not correct at all. It was even said in
one .newspaper that members had the privi-
lege of travelling free, with their wives and
families as well, on the State ships. That
is entirely wrong.

Mr. Angelo: M1embers generally have not
that privilege.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No; except mem-
bers representing North-West constituen-
cies, and even then they have to pay for
their sustenance while on board, although
they do not have to pay any fares.

Mr. Angelo: That is so.
Hon. P. COLLIER: That statement ap-

peared in the newspapers.
The Premier: The newspapers say all

sorts of things.
Hon. P. COLLIER: There seems to be

an idea abroad that we have unlimited privi-
leges.

Mr. Angelo: Lots of people think we get
our meals here for nothing.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Quite a large pro-
portion of the people think that, and think
we get our refreshments free, and so the
cry has gone forth regarding the privileges
enjoyed by members of Parliament. To my
mind, the proposal to reduce the Parlia-
mientary allowances by 10 per cent, is par-
ticularly unfair, even if we compare the
position with the proposed reduction in the
salaries of civil servants. Let us consider
the position of a civil servant in receipt of
a salary of £600 per year. That salary is
net to him; his £600 is his own. On the
other hand, the allowance of £600 paid to a

member of Parliament means that half of
the amount does not come to him at all. He
has to travel all over the State if he is to
make himself acquainted with the State and
its needs, as he ought to do. He has to meet
all his expenses out of his allowance, and
in many instances he has to maintain two
homes; particularly does that apply to
those who represent country districts.

Mr. Angelo: Just explain that statement
about two homes; it might be misunder-
stood!

Hon. P. COLLIER: Perhaps the hon.
member is like Caesar's wife, and is above
suspicion! The member in the position I
have alluded to has to maintain himself in
the city and travel back-wards and forwards
between the city and his constituency.
Those representing outlying districts may
have to spend weeks of the year travelling
in that way, and members so situated know
what the cost represents to them. All those
expenses have to come out of a member's
allowance. Despite that fact, the reduction
of 10 per cent, is to be on the total amount
paid to him of £600, just as though the
whole amount were his own, without any
expenditure attached to his position. On
the other hand, the civil servant who re-
ceives £600 a year has no additional expen-
diture such as I have indicated applies to
members of Parliament, and should a civil
servant have to proceed away from his
home to a country district, he is paid a
travelling allowance. There are many other
calls upon members of Parliament besides
those I have indicated, and if the reduction
should be decided upon, I see no reason why
the amount should be greater than that pro-
posed in regard to civil servants.

Ur. McCallum: The civil servant's re-
duction on £600 is 7 / per cent.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes.
The Premier: On £12 a week, I think the

reduction is £8 15s. per cent.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I forget the par-

ticulars exactly, but they are embodied in
the schedule.

The Premier: If that is the only objec-
tion, it is rather paltry.

Hon. P. COLLIER: At any rate, I have
indicated a discrepancy. Let me cite the
position of a member of Parliament who is
engaged in farming. I admit that if he
were to pay something additional under the
heading of income tax, it would be a dif-
ferent proposition. But take the position



L21 OcTon, 19361.] 7

of the member who is engaged in farming.
It may well be that this year his losses on
the farm will exceed his Parliamentary
allowance.

Mr. Parker: Why not apply the same
argument to speculation in shares?

Ron. P. COLLIER: Yes, and in many
otkei- directions. I am taking the position
of a member engaged in fanning because it
is pretty certain that this year he will sus-
taina a loss. Should a member in that posi-
tion suffer that loss, he would have no in-
come at all this year. He would be on the
wrong side of the ledger altogether, and
would not have to pay any income tax be-
cause he would have no income at all, yet
under the Bill he will have to pay the
special tax of £60. What is applicable to a
member engaged in farming operations may
no doubt be applicable to those employed
in other occupations as -well. I do not think
that salaries paid to members of Parliament
ought to he reduced; they are not excessive
by any means. There are many people who
belittle Parliament as an institution and be-
little members of Parliament, and hold that
they are the first that should be attacked.
They describe bon. members as a number of
men whvo receive large salaries and allow-
ances, but do nothing for the money paid to
them by the State; they say hon. members
enjoy no end of concessions and privileges
and therefore should be the first attacked.
I do not subscribe to that idea at all. There
is no justification for those assertions which
are made by people who are not acquainted
with the facts. They have no idea whatever
of the expense involved in the representa-
lion of constituencies in this House. Those
expenses are heavy enough where members
representing city constituencies are concerned
in these day;, when there are so many calls
made upon them that they ought not to be
expected to shoulder. With country mem-
bers, that position is continuous beeause the
representation of a country constituency
with the expense involved in travelling to
and fro between the city and the constitu-
,ency, as well as visits to various centres
throughout the constituency two or three
times a year, means that the allowance
paid is reduced by quite 50 per cent. I
do not propose to labour the question. I
simply say I cannot support the Bill, and
I do not believe in the principle of imposing
A special tax on a section of the community
only.

MR. MUM SIE (Banans) [8.28]: I do
not propose to allow the Bill to go through
%ithout having something to say oni it. I
will oppose it chiefly for the reasons ad-
vanced by the Leader of the Opposition.
I do not believe it is fair that any Govern-
muent should introduce legislation for the
purpose of taxing a certain section of the
community only. As the Leader of the Op-
position has pointed out, a large number of
people, through articles or letters appearing-
in the Press recently, have ineulged in vili-
fication of members of Parliament and have
sought to belittle Parliamnt as a whole.
I have read many such articles and letters,
and when I examined them and got down
to bedrock, I usually found that those re-
sponsible for the Publications ware persons
who had tried to gVi into Parliament them-
selves hut, as the public had no confidence
in themi, did not succeed. We need not take
too mnuch notice of the' statements published
in the newspapers regarding members5 of
Parliament, because a majority of those
come fromn men who have tried to get here
and failed.

MrT. H. W. Mann: The reduction is only
for one year.

Mr. Corboy: What a futile thing to
imagine.

Mr. MUNSIE: The member for Perth
suggests that it is for one -year only. The
matter that we have been dismissing in this
House since half-past four until 10 muinutes
ago was taxation for only one year, but it
has beena in force for the last 61/ years.

Hon. P. Collier: For 20 years.
Mr. MrNSIE: Not the double tax. That

statute has to be re-enacted. crery year,
,and if the Bill we are now discussing be-
comes law, it, too, will he re-encted yearY
after year I I suppose for another seven
years. I have been a long time in this

country battling and 'doing everything I
possibly could, inside the House and out of
it too, for the purpose of liting the people
uip, and I shall be the very last to record
a vote that may be used outside for the
purpose of putting back those I have tried
to lift. If I thought for one mroment that
the reduction asked for here was to be on
the same lines as those proposedl in the
next Bill to be introduced, where some of the
gentlemen in the service receive over £2,000
a year and pay very little more than we are
asked to pay on our £600, perhaps I might
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not complain; bat this Bill is being intro-
duced not because of the mouey that it is
suggested will be saved by its introduction,
but so tthat it can be used outside as a, lever
[or the reduction of wages of the ordinar-y
worker.

The Premier:- On a point of order, I ask
that that remark be withdrawn. The hon.
member has no right to suggest it.

Mr. SPEAKIERI: What is the point of
order?

The Premier: The hon. member said thtat
it might be used as a lever to reduce the
wages. of men outtside. It is not so.

Mr. 31UNSIIE: I did not make that state-
ment.

The Premier: That is what I heard you
say.

AU. MUNSIE: Then the Premier heard
wrongly. What I did say was--and I shell.
ask you, Mr. Speaker, to say whether I am
right or wrong-that this Bill could he used,
and would be used, by people outside for
that purpose. I repeat the statement, that
articles appearing in the Press for the
past three or four months have been at-
tacking the worker, and wherever ,yvu sees
such articles in the newspapers, mention is
always made of the fact that wages must
he reduced and that a start should he made
from the top, with the Parliamentarians.
That has been the argument right through
the whole piece. Therefore I cannot sup-
port the Bill, and I will not support it
because, if it is carried, it will be used out-
side--there is not the slightest shadow of
doubt about it-for the purpose of reduc-
ing the wages of the worker. Therefore
I intend to vote against it.

MR. (JORBOY (Vilgarn - Coolga'rdie)
[8.35]: I also intend to oppose the mea-
sure. I am somewhat surprised that the
Premier has brought in legislation so ob-
viously ill-considered at this. Had the
matter been given the thought and the con-
sideration it deserves, we might have had
something a little more equitable than the
proposal whic-h has been submitted to us.
-T hope I shall be excused if to some extent
I anticipate the debate which will take
Place later on on the proposal to impose a
special tax on members of the Civil Ser-
vice, because obviously both matters are
interlocked. If one compares the pro-
posals of the two Bill-, it will very quickly
be seen that there is an attempt in this

measure to inflict on members of Parlia-
meat-whether it is because they happen
to be members of Parliament I do not
know-what apparently the Premier is not
gamne to put on thousands of civil servants.
There is no comparison between the inci-
dence of the special taxation proposed in
regard to the two classes. Essentially, my
objection is based on an inherent opposi-
tion to class taxation of any sort. After
all, why single out members of Parliament
or the Civil Service any more than a busi-
ness man or anyone else',

The Premier: Did you vote for an in-
crease in members' allowances?

Mr. CORBOY: Of course I did, and I
would vote for another increase to-morrow,
and make no mistake about my attitude.

The Premier: Would you see that every-
body got the same 9~

Mr. CORBOY: I -would do my best to
help other people get increases. You know
as well as I do that it could not be done
by legislation, but outside the ouse .1
have done my best to get increases for
other people. The Premier cannot justify
the infliction of special class taxation.
Why single out any particular body? What
a cry there would be to-morrow if we
selected the professional class-lawyers,
doctors or architects, and said, "We are
going to take .1 per cent. of your fees as
a special class tax."

M)r. Angelo: That is a good suggesqtion.
Mr. CORBOY: But because a man ham-

pens to be in the employment of the Gov-
ermnent, or happens to be a member of
this Chamber, he is to he singled out for
special class taxation. Are the Govern-
ment so barren of ideas that they are in-
capable of submitting to the Chamber any-
thing that will be equitable on all sections
of the community? Are they so barren of
ideas that they must single out for special
taxation those on w hom. they have
a particular grip The very idea
of a special class tax, irrespectiv4
of the people on whom it is intended
to impose it, is abhorrent to de -
mocra tic people. It has been left to the
present Government to submit legislation
of that kind. Not only that, but the Bill
has been hastily thrown together; that is
the only way one can put it. Just consider
the Government's own proposal as be-
tween members of this House and members
of the Civil Servit'e. What do we find?
M9embers are to be taxed 10) per cent. on
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their allowance of £600. We who are coun-
try members know well that we do not re-
teive £600 a year. We are paid an allow-
ance of £600, certainly, but at very consid-
enable portion of that must be used in
carrying out our duties. I dare say, if
country members averaged the actual ex-
peaditure that must be devoted to attend-
ing to Parliamentary duties, they would
find that a third of their allowance was
eaten tip in that way. Thus, one can say
that a member 's allowance is approxi-
mately £400. But members are to be taxed
on the full £600 per annum. Now, what is
the position with civil servantsf I have
taken the trouble to go through the Public
Service List-I shall not include the em-
ployees of the Commnissioner of Railways,
nor those or the Education Department-
and I find that there are no fewer than 137
officers who come under the Public Service
Commissioner in receipt of £600 or more.
Of that numiber 54 receive between £600
and £676 per annum., and it is proposed by
the Government that those 54 shall come
under the special tax proposals at the rate
of 71/ per cent. I find that the 54 draw
between them an average salary of £621
per annum. and that they will pay 7%, per
cent. Their tax will thus average £E46, and
so we have 54 officers drawing £21 more
than we do and paying £14 per annum less
than it is intended we shall pay. I am not
opposing din Bill through any personal
motives at all, and I hope nothing of
that kind will be insinuated. I am
opposing it because I do not believe in
class taxation inl any shape or form. The
point is that a civil servant 'Tho draws £21
per annum, on an average, more than does
a member of Parliament will pay £14 per
annum less. Country members have to for-
feit on. an average one-third of their salar-
ies in looking alter the affairs of their con-
stituents.

Mr. Angelo; And they are lucky to get
through on that.

Mr. CORBOY: I dare. say member rep-
resenting North-West constitutencies. do not
got through with one-third; in their case it
would be more like half.

11r. Angelo: About half.
MAr. CORBOY: Nevertheless, they too will

be charged 10 per cent. on the full £600.
Next to the class of civil servant I have
just dealt with conies those whose salary
ranges. between £677 and £988, or only £12

short of £C1,000. There are 64 in that class.
The average salary is £804 per annum. and
they are to be taxed at the rate of 8-% per
cent. Although they draw over £E200 per
annum more than we do, their taxation is
actually 1Vj per cent. less. As a matter of
fact they will actually pay, on an average,
£70 per annum, or £10 a year more than
we are asked to pay. Then we finally come
to the class which the Government propose
shall be put on the same basis as ourselves.
There are 19 officers in the service drawing
between £980 and £2,400, and it is p ~oposed
that they shall pay 10 per cent. In other
words, officers of the Public Service ini re-
ceipt of travelling allowances and everything
else when they go away, and drawing up-
wards of four times the salary paid to mem-
bers of this House, arc going to be asked
to pay just what we pay.

The Premier: There is only one man, the
Bngineer-in -Chief.

Mr. CORtBOY: There are more than one
receiving that salary.

The Premier: No.
Mr. CORBOY: There are not many, I

admit. The average salary or those 19 othi-
cers is £1,241, or lust over double the allow-
an~ce paild to members of this Chamber, and
those officers are to pay just the same as we
are to pay. I quote those figures to show
that in my opinion the legislatiun has not
received from the Treasurer the cousiclera-
tion which it deserves. If we lump in one
body the whole of the 137 public sen-ants
drawing from £600 to £C2,400 per ann um, the
average amount of taix they will pay is 8.6
per cent., or rougbtly 8 /L per cent. Those
public servants are therefore to pay 1 / per
cent. less than is asked from members of
this Chaniber. I do not wish the public
servants in question to pay more; in fact,
T object to this legislation altogether. Bumt
I submit that the Treasurer hxi not given
the subject the consideration it merits, or,
if he has, that his ideas of wilatn is equit-
able are indeed strange, The "cry thought
of class taxation is abhorrent. I cannot
imagine what could possibly hatve induced
the Government to bring in these Bills call-
jag for special taxation.

MY. Panton: The line of least resistance.
Mr. CORBOY: What is the line of least

reaistancc In this ease, I take it, the line
is to dodge the kick that one is getting from
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the rear from the "West Australian," and
to kick the fellow in front, the public ser-
vant who cannot kick back.

The Premier: That is nonsense,
Mr. CORBOY: It is not nonsense. Ever

since the Premier took office, the newspapers
have ranted and railed at him with anony-
imous letters and everything they could think
of to reduce the allowances of members of
Parliament,.

The Premier: Those things have not had
the slightest influence.

Mr. COilBOY: It is a strange coincidence
that right throughout the hon. gentleman's
two Preinierships lie has obeyed without
question the dictates of that great morning
journal in St. Georges Terrace. Time after
time we have seen introduced into this
Chamber by the hon. gentleman legislation
which has been thrust at him' for a fewv
weeks by that newsiaper.

The Premier: I suppose "The Worker"
dictates to you?

-MNr. CORBOY: The hon. gentleman reads
that paper probably as often as I do.

The Premier: Do you not read "The
Worker"?.

Mr. CORBOY: I defy the hon. gentleman
to point to one article appearing in "The
Worker" throughout the six years that the
member for Boulder was Premier dictating
to him as headI of the Government what he
should do, whether in the form of an anony-
nmous letter, a leading article, or any other
shape. Yet the present Premier apparently
has allowed himself to be bludgeoned by the
Press into taking the line of least resistance
by bringing down measures attacking peo-
ple who, except in the instance of this Bill,
do not dare to kick back.

The Premier: You will be here for the
next day or two kicking.

Mr. CORBOY: I hope I shall be here as
long as the bon. gentleman has been.

The Premier: I. mean, in the Rouse.
Ur. CORBOY: The Government are ob-

viously barren of ideas as to raising the
revenue they think they require. I am not
in a position to say whether the Govern-
ment do or do not require additional -reve-
nlue. I am prepared to accept the Premier's
word that they do. If the bon. gentleinan
wil come to us and honestly say that he
needs additional revenue and proposes cer-
tain measures to obtain it, I assure him that

I at least wil give the matter conscientious
consideration, But when he comes here an6
asks us to attack one special claw, one paz-
ticular group of persons in the State, ia-
stitutiag what is, after all, the rotten pria-
ciple of class taxation, he is leaving *1k
gate wvide open to something that should aot
creep in. Suppose that some future Oov-
erment, wool prices, happening to be high,
decided to attack the pastoralist. and im-
pose on him a special duty of £1 per bale
of wool.

'Mr. Angelo: That haa been done through
the income tax.

AL% (JORBOY: The i~ncome tax applies
to everybody. I hope the House will not
agree to the introduction of such a prin-
ciple into the legislation of Western Aus-
tralia, a principle. giving any Government
'the power to single out a special group of
persons and say, "Wle will inflict special
elass taxation on them.'

HON. M. r. TROY (Mt. Magnet)
[8.53]: I did not propose to speak upon
the Bill, but we have to vote, and so I think,
though the result is a foregone conclusion,
inenibers ought courageously to express
their opinions. I propose to express& mute.
I1 realise that we live in most difficult times,
probably the most difficult experienced since
the inception of the Commonwealth. It i
expected, when a great number of people
are out of work, that all members of the
community should make some sacrifice. We
members of Parliament, naturally, ought to
tnake sacrifices in common with every other
mnember of the community. I think that i.-
understood and appreciated by all hon.
members. The popular thing would be to
support a measure of this character. Peo-
ple outside would say, "So-and-so is a
decent, altruistic fellow; he voted for a re-
duction of salaries." But I wish to point
out that, after all this is not the place to
do popular things; it is the place to do just
things. Therefore I propose to-night to
discuss the Bill from the aspect of the
justice that is contained in it and to cast
my vote in accordance with my views as I
express them. I have said that at this
time we are expected to make every pos-
sible sacrifice for the community, and to
help those who are unable to helIp them-
selves. Bat we ought not to agree to bear
any further charge than is borne by any
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other person in the community who occu-
pies a similar position. Let it clearly be
understood that no matter whether a man is
a member of Parliament, or a civil servant,
or a wages man, or a merchant, or a finan-
cier, or a lawyer, or a commercial man, or
a shipping mai, he is in every instance a
charge on the community. We all live onl
the community; we all live on the wealth
produced by the country. The wealth of
the country is contained in its wheat, its
wool, its timber, gold, dairy produce and
fruit. Whatever may be the total produic-
tion of wealth, we all live on that produc-
Lion. It does not matter how the wrealth
comes to us; we all live on it. So every
member of the community is a charge onl
the general production of the country' .
Therefore when it comes to making sacri-
flees, which I admidt we ought to make in
the cireunistances, let us here nmake the
same sacriflee, as is made by every man andl
every woman in the community, or on a si-
jar basis which will be just to them anid to
ourselves also. No one can quarrel with
us if we say, "We set the examnple, and
what we apply to ourselves we apply to
you. We escape nothing that you~ pay. We
do not exempt ourselves i amy respert
whatever." Instead of that, the Govern-
ment nitrodluce several measures to reduce
salaries, one of them on the basis that our
salaries are drawn particularly from the
revenue of the country. But every pound
and every penny that is drawn by any mem-
ber of the community is drawn in some
manner from the general production of
Western Australia.. So I am perfectl13 wilIl-
ing to stand this tax of £60 per annum if
every other man in the community render-
ing a similar service pays in the same man-
ner as I do. There should be no quarrel with
that. In my opinion it is a perfectly-. just
course. And so I ask the Premier, if this
is not a mere gesture--for it will save
£4,800 or £5,000 at most-why does hie not
apply the same tax to the commuity?
There are hundreds of people in this conm-
maunity receiving £E600 a year. Why should
they escape this tax? Why should they
be exempt? Why should only members Of
Parliament and civil servants pay the tax?
What justice is there in that? This is
the first time during the 26 years I have
been a member of this Chamber that I speAk
of my personal position. I came into the
Rouse when the salary was £3 17s. 6d. per

week. I would have come here when the
salaxy was nothing at all if It could have
afforded it, because my ambition was to
come here and do some service to the corn-
munitv. Other members have felt the same
impulse sooner or later. At that time £3
17s. 6d. was not a living wage. Membeirs
of this Chamber, like the member for
Guildford-Midland (Ron. W. fl. Johnson),
had to take contracts to build shearing sheds
to maintain themselves; other members had
to take clearing contracts. In those days
the saary or allowance was a mere pittance,
and we had to pay 'vour own exp~enses,
stamps and correspondence. And even
then people said we were gettingo too much,
What is the position to-day? Mlembers of
Parliament receive £600 a year, and I ad-
mit there are some members not dependent
on the payment. But there i% no member
of this House, in my opinion, who, havingT
another occupation, is capable of mnakingt
that occupation a profitable one so long as
he gives honest service to the House. He
cannot do hoth things. No 'Minister sit-
ting on the Treasury Bench can attend to
his official work and to the work of his owvn
interest, it cannot be done. It is not done.
The Minister imust entirely shut. out his own
interest, and leave that to somebody else,
If I may be pardoned for saying it, this
last yea-r, if I had not had] my publie dutiet;-
to attend to, f -ould have sold my wheat
at 5s. per bushel. I did not sell it. I apolo-
gise for mentioning that instance, but it is
A proof that if I ha d been looking after my-
own interests I could have made a. lot of'
money, . However, I was so absorhed in
official work that I had not time to attend to
my private affairs. No man 4?nn do two jobs.
If a member of Parliament runs a business,
then, unless he has a very good Partner. his.
business will fail in competition with the bus-
iness of another man, because that other manl
will have his whole energy and mind on his,
business. Probably you, Mr. Speaker, arc
an outstanding example of what I have in
mind. When you left Perth, you. were a
wealthy manl. Thereupon you entered:
business and ParliameaL To-day are you,
a wealthy manl? I consider yours a striking
example. All sorts of people have been.
writing to the Press about the matter.
The Press have an extraordinary idea of
what members do. I think this is an occa-.
sion when we should tell the facts. I do
not hesitate to advance them. The member-
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for Yilgarn has referred to country constit-
uencies. A country member who has an
expensive constituency suiffers more than does
the man who has a city constituency.

The Premier: Both are paid the same.

Hon. P'. Collier: But the city man retains
all of it for himself.

Hon. )NI. F. TROY: Take the member for
Kimberley. He has a district as large as
Victoria, and his expenses are very heavy.
Mfuch. the same thing applies to the members
for Pilbara and for Murchison, as well as
to the M1t. 'Magnet district which I repre-
sent. Prior to the elections I paid £75 in
order to go round my electorate by ear, a
distance of 1,500 miles. During that ele-
tion I had to travel altogether 3,000 miles
which, at a cost of Is. per mile, represented
an outlay of £C175 on travel alone. To-day
I keep a motor ear. I would not do tihis
were I not a member of Parliament. I must
visit outlying portions of my electorate that
are far removed fromn railway commnnica-
tion. W"ere I not a member T would not
incur that expense. I look upon a motor
ear not as an asst, but as a liability. I
must keep one however, in order to tour nmy
electorate. These are facts that ought to be
understood by the community. With all
these difficulties I would still come back to-
morrow, because my life work is here,
and I feel I can serve my people best
here. It is a laudable ambition to be a
menmber of Parliament. He is a poor
type of men who does not possess some
such ambition. The community ought to
know that the position of a member carries
with it responsibilities of a financial as wecl
as of a political nature. Two weeks ago I
visited my electorate on the 'Murehison side
and later on the ILeonora side. That
journey alone cost me £60. I am not an
extravagant man. I do not throw money
away. A member of Parliament has to be
a man in his constituency, mid he has to
move amongst the people. He is not like
the husiness man who is visiting a district
and is entitled to expenses. These things
ought to be known. If they were recog-
nised the public would take a different view
of what they call "our perks" and our re-
sponsibilities. Our "perks" are generally
on the wrong side of the ledger; that is my
experience. When I got married, I found
my wife looking over a small notebook that
I kept, In the notebook were jotted down
certain sums of money I had lent to per-

sons since I had been in Parliament. She
asked me what those sums represented. I
replied, "These are the 'perks."' During
these bad times, how can a member of
Parliament resist the appeals that are made
to him by people he knows well, but -who
have fallen into bad circurnstances?1 His
friends may be in danger of losing their
homes. One man may owe £10 or £(20 and
may be in danger of being pushed out off
hia house. What can one do hut lend him
the money ? No one is approached so
much in this way as is a member of
Parliament. I have no desire to ad-
vertise members' generosity, but I do
think the facts about members of Parlia-
inent ought to be known. Here and now
is the opportunity to stand uip for ourselves
and speak well of ourselves. I cordially ad-
mit that in these times we oughit to make
sume sacrifice. Why, however, should we
make more sacrifice or should civil servants
make a greater sacrifice than the man who
owns some big establishment in the city?
Why, in addition to paying the ordinary
income tax that as a farmer and a member
of Parliament I have to pa 4, should I
contribute a further tax to assist the city
man? Why should I pay more than the
city man? Take the owners of newspapers,
the leaders of financial concerns, the men in
high positions: they pay only the same in-
come tax in proportion that I pay, and
that civil servants pay on their incomes, hut
in addition we are asked to make a further
payment. Why9 To show that we are
more patriotic than they are! I agree that
we ought to make some sacrifice in order
that this State may pay its way. I tell
the Premier-and will keep may promise-
that if he desires T should pay in taxntion
£60 a year, and that every other man is
the community in circumstances similar
to mine should pay the same amount, I
shall take no exception to it. I shall not
mind being obliged' to give uip that money
without any deductions whatever. If a
business man is travelling a-round the coun-
try and engages9 a car, he is allowed travel-
ling expenses. I am not allowed one penny.
The expense that the business man incurs in
earning his income, namely travelling, is al-
lowed as a deduction on his income tox as-
se~ssment. We, as members, are not allowed
anything. We would not ask for such de-
ductions. If the Government will bring
down a measure of taxation obliging me
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to con tribute £6 a year, and every other
man in the community on a similar income
to do the same, I will support it. I make
no qualifications; I shall offer no objec-
tion to it, and will help the Government
to got it through. I dinrnot, however, go-
log to associate myself with a measure which
is merely a gesture to the community with
the object of the Government being able to
say to people who receive probably less in-
come, that they must suffer a reduction, be-
cause I have accepted it. I na not going
to allow myself to be used by the Govern-
ment so that they may make a gesture to
every member of the community who may
be on the basic wage, that he, too, must be
reduced because we are; but if all are ire-
duced equally I shall be one of the strongest
supporters of the proposal in the House.

MR. WITHERS (Bunbuxy) [9.5]:
Practically all that could be said against
this measure has been sad by those who
have already spoken. During the Address-
in-relply, however1 I said I would enter my
protest against the BiJll which I understood
the Government intended to bring down.
When the Premier moved the second read-
ing of this measure, I said that he was tak-
ing advantage of those within the circle.
What I meant was that he was getting at
those people he knew he had the power to
get at. This has been dlemonstrated by
others who have spoken to-night. It has
been the catch-cry of all the newspapers,
and a considerable number of anonymous
writers for a considerable time. They have
all said, "Why not start at the top of the
tree, and reduce the politician firstV' T am
quite prepared to make my sacrifice, and
lose my 10 per cent, of salary, provided I
know the tax wrnl be an equitable one all
round, and that everyone -will be paying
the same amount in proportion to the
amount I am. being taxed upon. I cannot
afford to lose the money. There 'was a time
when I had a sufficient number of children
under 16 to enable me to avoid paying
any income tax. This year the posi-
tion has been altered. I should have
to pay income tax, except that the
£M0 reduction will relieve me of that
necessity. At all events, this is one way of
getting out of income tax. It bas been said
there are many people outside who are mak-
ing sacrifices. There are some wage earners,

or salaried officers, not in the Government
service who have been reduced 26 per cent.
One of these men said to me, "l have had
my salary reduced by £125."1 I said, "That
is a great sacrifice on your part." He then.
asked what the CGoverlm eat were going to
get'out of it, and I replied, "They will not
get a penny, because the first unemployed
man they come across will get the benefit
of the reduction, and the Government will
be no better off." People in the -warehouses
of Perth are having their salaries cut down,
and all over the place earnings are being
reduced in order that the whole of the staffs,
may be kept in employment. Actually the
Government will not gain a penny by doing
what is proposed, for these reductions in
salary will certainly mean a reduction. in in-
come taxes paid to the State. If this
sort of thing continues, the Premier will
certainly not realise the returns he antici-
pates from income taxes and the figures he
gave in his Budget. I suggest that this Bill,
and the other Bills relating to civil servants,
should have been brought down as one mea-
sure. They are interwoven with each other.
If the Parliamentary Allowances Bill goes
through, it will be an indication as to what
will happen to the civil servants and the
general body in Government employment.
The Measures should have come down in
such a way that we could deal with both omk
similar lines. During the Address-in-reply
I said it -was not my function to tell the
Government how to balance the Budget, and
what taxation to enforce. I am not here to
do that to-night. I object to the present
method of taxation. The member for Yil-
gan mentioned the influence of the Press.
One has only to go hack in the history of
the State to see that the previous Nationalist
Government led by Sir James Mitchell, and
the present Nationalist Government, have
been governed by the "West Australian" on
each occasion. 'Whether the Government
are influenced by that newspaper or not, the
fact remains that whatever the "West Aus-
tralian" says we find subsequently brought
down in the form of legislation.

Mfr. Corboy: But there is no reduction in
the price of 2d. for that paper.

Mr. Raphael: There is in the contents
that are given to you for 2d.

Mr. WITHERS: These are the people
-who are making the biggest outcry, and
there is less demand on their pockets. The
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politician is the Aunt Sally for everyone,
for social, sporting, and other bodies. If a
politician -were receiving only £5 or £6 a
week, and if he had besides only his Parlia-
mentary privileges, probably he would be
better off than he is to-day, instead of re-
c-eiving a kind of dole from the Government
wander the conditions that now operate. We
receive a Parliamentary allowance, and we
become lap-dogs for everyone. Peope say
this is Government money we are receiving.
It is not looked upon as a salary, merely as
an allowance, and therefore we have all these
demands upon our pockets. If anyone wants
the loan of a dollar, we are supposed to
hand it over. If a sporting body makes a
member its patron, again one is supposed to
contribute to the funds. If only we were
allowed to earn our living, as was the case
in early days, and we relied upon that living
for our income, we could tell the other fel-
low to mind his own business, instead of
handing out the baubees as we do. While
wve receive this allowauce, we have to stnnd
up to our job. As a country member I real-
ise it is not a living wage. I have less now
than when I entered Parliament. The aver-
ae member who tries to live on his Par-

liamentary allowance soon becomes poorer
than when lie began to live upon it.

Mr. Angelo: We are all falling away to
shadows.

Mr. WITHERS: We may not have fallen
away to shadows, and may not have to
worry too much about our physical condi-
tion, hut this is the result. The man who
is a politician is thought to have fallen in
for a very fat job, and to be in receipt of a
wonderful remuneration. People who think
that are very far away from the facts. I
amn going to oppose this Bill on the grounds
L have set forth. I have no desire to sit
silently and refrain from offering an ex-
planation for my opposition to the measure.

MR. McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
19.1,51: This is the first time that a Bill
dealing with the salary of members has been
brought into the House and made a party
issue by the Government. I understand
that the fioverwuenut have submitted the
Bill to their caucus, and have miade it an
issue, and that the whips have been
cracked. That has not been the position
with any previous Government that brought
down a measure dealing with the salary of
members. The incident stands4 as unique

in that regard. Members on the other sife
of the House, unless there is a rebel or two,
have not been given a choice as to whether
they should vote for or against this Bill.
The Premier took exception to the state-
meat of the member for Hannans (Mr.
Munsie) that the proposed action of Par-
liament will be used outside as an example
for others to follow. The Premier knows
full well that the publicists of the State,
from one end of it to the other, have urged
the Government to take this action in the
hope that it will be used, as they them-
selves have put it, not so much because of
what it will represent in saving to the
State, hut as a gesture and example for
others to follow. The morning following
the announcement by the Premier that the
Government had decided to introduce this
legislation, the "West Australian,'' in a
leading article, said it was not so much the
saving that would be effected by a reduc-
tion in members' salaries as the example
it would set to others. I have not the
slightest doubt that that is what is behind
this move from outside.

The Premier: 'What is?.
1%r. McCALLUMa: That this will be

taken not only as an expression of opinion
but 'will he interpreted as an instruction
to memubers of the Arbitration Court them-
selves that, in the opinion of Parliament,
wages and salaries should come down. The
Arbitration Court will be told of the ex-
ample set by Parliament. That is the
whole aim behind the publication of state-
ments made along these lines. That is
what is behind those who have urged a
reduction in the salaries of members of
Parliament and of the Civil Service. It isi
not the saving that will be effected in re-
duced salaries paid to members of Parlia-
ment and of the Civil Service but what it
will mnean to private employers in the
forcing down of wages paid throughout the
State. That is the move behind this effort
to secure a reduction in our salaries. If
we were to listen to the talk of people out-
side, we would imagine that the reduction
in the salaries of members of Parliament
would balance the ledger nd remove the
deficit. I was at a function 3irna country
district a little while ago and, from
the speeches made there, it was easy
to imagine that all that was neces-
siry to straighten out the finances was
to reduce the salaries of members of
Parliament. As a matter of fact, all that
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will be saved under the Bill is a paltry
£5,000. That is not what those who have
written articles in the Press have set out
to achieve; they have bigger game to Shoot
at. There is no question of what they pro-
pose shall be done. They propose that
this will be taken as anl indication of Par-
liament's opinion that the salaries and
wages paid to the rest of the people should
be reduced. I have spent too much of my
life in assisting the workers to secure a
decent standard of living to record my vote
to set an example that will have the effect
of reducing that standard. The question
at issne is not what we stand to lose, but
what will he lost by the community. If the
passing of the Bill meant that the Gov-
ernment would hlave moen funds with which
to provide work for the unemployed, it
might be different. Will the passing of thc
mueasure create any employment, or get work
for the tens of thousands. of men who are
out of jobs at the present time.? If tho
Government had in mind a move in that
(tuection, and desired the money to carry
out schemes to provide work for the unem-
picUyci l, iter S would have a case for
euadelataou. where is no suchl object be-
hind she move by the Government, either in
comiection with the Bill under discussion or,
with another so closely associated with. it-
i wish to say a word or two regarding mn-
bers representing metropolitan constitu-
encie&s. e have heard a good deal regard-
ing country members and the expense in
which they are involved. There is another
side of the picture, from the point of view
of the metropolitan member-

Hon. P. Collier: He is easily caught.

Mr. MeCALLUM: He lives amongst his
electors and is easily got at, particularly in
times such as the present. Country mem-
bers have an advantage in not being too
often in their electorates.

Atr. Withers: That does not apply to all;
I spend more time in my electorate than
I do here.

.Mr. McCALLU2I: Not when the House
is sitting.

Mr. Angelo: At any rate, wve get some
of the member for Bunbury's constituents
in the city.

'Mr. McCALLTJM: Metropolitan members
live in their electorates and their constitu-
ents know not only where they live but

when they leave and when they return, and
how they travel to Parliamenit House.

Mr. Parker: They think they do.

Mr. McCALL1JM: It is impossible for a
metropolitan member to escape. We admit
what it costs country members to travel
to and from their electorates, hut wre also
know that it costs metropolitan members a
great deal to live in their electorates. It
will, therefore, be seenthat we both suffer,
and the £60 paid to us cannot by an ,y
means be regarded as net. Those who0 sug-
gest that it is, talk without any knowledge
of the position. I can honestly say that
when I was at my trade, I bad a clearer
annual income than I have now as a private
member of the House.

Mrt. Angelo: I can quite believe that.

Mr. McCALLLTM: The discrepancy will
be all the greater if the Bill becomes law.
To listen to talk outside this Chamber, one
would think that members enjoyed all sorts
of Perquisites and privileges. The only per.
quisite they have is their free railway passes,
and the more they use their passes the moe,
money they hav'e to spend. If we seek to
fit ourselves for the task we have to per-
form in Parliament, we have to make our-
selves acquainted with the requirements of
various purts of the State, and we have
to make use of our railway passes. That all
means spiending more money. Why shoul
we be singled out for a special impost on
our slender income at the moment? To my
mind, there is one ulterior object, and that
is the effect it will have on others not men-
tioned in the Bill at all. If the proposal
were in the form of an, increased income
tax, there would be no complaint because
every~one in the State would be on the one
footing. As it is, we will have to pay our
income tax and, in addition, pay this special
impost. Then, again, those of us who have
made investments have entered into obli-
gations that have to be met. The Bill

wil add to our difficulties, and place us
in a more invidious position than
that occupied by other sections of the
community. The -civl servant is not placed
in that Position at all. It is for the Gov.
erment to say what they want and what
they propose to do with the money, but they
hav'e not given us any such indication. There
is another phase. The salaries paid to
members of Parliament in this State have
never been high. In some of the other
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States the salaies paid are considerably
higher than those we receive, and particu-
lrly does that apply to the Commonwealth

Parliament. Despite that, I do not think
there is one Parliament in the Eastern
States the members of which work harder
or longer than we do. The more cheaply
we regard ourselves, the cheaper shall
we he considered by outsiders. We are
asked to belittle our own position in corn-
parison wvith other Parliaments of Austia-
lia and with the rest of the community. I
not only oppose the tax to be imposed on
members of Parliament as such, but I op-
pose it because of what is behind the minds
of those who have urged the Government
to take this course and make a gesture or
set an example to be followed by others. If
we agree to this legislation, then application
after application will be made to the Arbi-
tration Court for the reduction of wages
and salaries. Here is the example and the
gesture, as thle "West Australian" mentibned
in its leading article, set by Parliamentd for
others to follow, and I will not be one to
provi de that gesture, or set such a bad ex-
afiple that will lead to reduced wages
throughout the country.

mR MILLINGTON (Mt. Hawthorn)
[9.25]: 1 have yivid recollections of the oc-
casion when you, 11tr. Speaker, standing in
your place on the floor of the House, moved
the motion that was responsible for plac-
ing the salaries of members of Parliament
on its present basis of £600 per year. It
is fortunate for you that you are relieved
of the necessity for supporting dumbly the
Government who axe endeavouring to undo
the work you accomplished on that occa-
sion.

Mry. Panton: Good work, too.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I regard the issue as
so vital that you, Mx. Speaker, may consider
the question of departing from precedent
and impartially setting out from the Chair
the case against a reduction. I believe
you could do it inl such a way that
you would influence the Governmenit far
more than any argument advanced by mem-
bers sitting on thle opposition side of the
House. I cannot rernmmber all the argu-
menits you used, but I have a recollection
of' how carefully You prepared your case
and how Your logical reasoning convinced
the Governmnent of the day.

The Premier: The Speaker did not pro-
pose anything.

Mr. 2IIlLIXGTON: Yes, he did. I said
he mouv-c the motion that encouraged thei
Government to introdluce the neees'-ary lce-
islazion. The Speaker, when he was a pri-
Nate npiuamjer, acquainted the (iov~rInuienb
with !,e sense of the House and sueecedel
in convincing the Goverinent accordingly.
Had the present Government acted in the
same way, and had they the opportunity
to understand tile feelings of mlember, they
would not have rushed in with experimental
legislation of this description, without first
giving the House the opportunity to express
an opinion. In applying the axe, the Pre-
mier has been precipitate and when the mis-
chief is done, we are asked to express our
views. It seems to me that there is a gene-
ral impression that members sitting on both
sides of the House enjoy a uniform income,
and that there is being imposed a uniform
tax on that basis. That is not so. Dliscuss-

ig this measure with a member of the Leg-
islative Council, I pointed out to him that
if he had to pay 10 per cent. on his full
income, lbe would have to hand back the
whole of his £600 plus a large amount
in addition. IL will be appreciated by hon.
memnbers that in one instance the

10 per cent. may represent a deduction of
no consequence, while in another instance it
will represent a serious matter. Regarding
country members, I agree with what has
been said, particularly when I remember
how much has to be expended in securing
election. Is there any other job in the
wvorld that a manl has to buy for himself to
the extent that is necessary in seeking elec-
tion to Parliament ? Unless a member re-
presenting a country district had a motor
car, he would have no possible chance of
being elected to Parliament. And after he
was elected, if he did not have a motor car
lie would find some enterprising chairman
of a roads board who did have one and who
would run rings round him. So to hold
down his £600 job lie has to go to the ex-
pense of a motor car and all the costs of
running it.

The Premier: The city member has to do
the same.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I am. coming to the
city member presently, for I have known
both classes of experience. As the compe-
tition becomes keener and there is so much
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advertising regarding the perquisites at-
tached to this position, some of our members
when electioneering in the North-West have
to incur a great deal of expense, and shortly
they will hare to invest in aeroplanes. That
w-ill add materially to the expense and
slightly to the risk of the job. But it will
be necessary ha some outback places for
up-to-date candidates to adopt the mere
modern system of locomotion. In New
South Wales already election campaigns are
being conducted by aeroplanes. Just fancy
a position, with such an emolument, in which
one has to run motor ears, aeroplanes and all
the expenses of anl election for a tenure of
three years! I think the Premier should
give some consideration to the tenure of this
job. Only the other evening we passed a
Bill affording, security of tenure to certain
people, and I think consideration should be
given to it in our own instance when we are
considering a reduction of salaries. The
Premier should think out some compensa-
tion for the salary reduction he proposes.

The Premier: I will consider it.
Mr. MILLINGTON: Now we come to the

city member. Some people have the idea
that if one represents a city constituency, it
is quite inexpensive. I can assure you, Sir,
it is not so. It is surprising how popular I
am with various sporting bodies, and sur-
prising also how the imagination of the peo-
ple has developed in recent years. There
are associations of all descriptions to think
of. There are the various progress associa-
lions, and then there are all the school asso-
ciations. One finds that he has been made a
vice president of this or that body.

Hon. P. Cornier: And always unanimously
elected.

Mr. 'MILLINGT ON: Yes, that is so. I
thought I could get out fairly lightly by be-
ing made a vice president, but since in at
least one instance I have been elevated to
the position of patron, I am not sure
whether it is 10 guineas or 20 guineas that
I should donate to the body. However, I
cannot compete with some more wealthy
candidates, for I find there is such a thing
as buying popularity. I cannot afford that.
In addition, as the member for South Fre-
mantle has said, some of us live in our con-
stituencies and so our constituents know
where we live. Already there is a very
severe tax upon us, because people are so
well aware of the enormous sainries we re-
ceive that they feel justified in calling upon

-sfor donations, sometimes before break-
fast. So taxation is already upon us and
wil continue. I am often reminded of cer-
tain remarks by the member for Claremont
(Mr. North) in this respect. Regarding
calls made upon members of Parliament he
said that in the case of a -wealthy member
they amount to bribery, and in the case of
a member who cannot afford to respond,
they aire tantamount to blackmail. There-
fore, I say that -when we are considering
ameliorative proposals in order to soften the
fall, we had better extend the restriction
applying to elections: we cannot give dona-
tions inunediately prior to an election, and
that rule should be made permanent. it
should be an offence for any member of
Parliament to give a donation to any public
body.

The Minister for Works: Hear, hear!
We all agree with that.

TMr. MIILLINGTON: Very few members
have the moral courage to stand up against
wvhat has become the usual procedure with
many public bodies, particularly those who
now demand our head upon a charger. It
will be found that those Very people are
insistent that we should pay a compulsory
levy or tax in order that their respective
organisations may benefit and profit. So
there are two sides to this question. it
seems to me that nobody outside of Par.,
lianient, no newspaper, no organisation-I
cannot recall that any one body in this State
has carried a resolution protesting against
the proposal to reduce our salaries; they
seem to he oblivious to the trouble we are
in. We are supposed to be concerned about
the Public Service, and we are, but no one
is concerned about us. We are positively
friendless. I am not too sure the country
does not blame us for the financial position
in which the community finds itself to-day.

Hon. P. Collier: They have a suspicion
that it is our fault.

Mr. -MILLINGT ON: They have a sus-
picion that we are responsible for it, and
they say, "Now is our opportunity to get
even with them." So, knowing that the
present Government have broadcast an ap-
peal for economy ideas, they w-rite to the
newspapers, mostly anonymously-some-
body has suggested the writers are disap-
pointed candidates for Parliament-and the
government hare taken notice, not only of
the suggestion made by those writers, but of
all other suggestions touching th~ir patch-
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work taxation Iproposak--shredls and
patches. I cannot refer to the other Bills
just now, but it seems to me th'le Government
are advertising for ideas and that a section
of the commity are eagerly telling them
how to tax the other fellow. All outside
the magic circle of the 80 membeis of Par-
laiaent are in favour of our being taxed.
Also the good people iii country districts
are satisfied that all "sports" ought to be
taxed. Generally speaking, "'sports" take
things in a sportsmanlike wray. They have
paid pretty well in the p)ast, and now the ,y
are to he asked to pay still more. Public
servants are easily attacked, particularly
now that half the Government are composed
of members representing country constitu-
ents. I find that country people generally
are tight down onl the public sen'ants. They
are convinced that all men in the Public.
Service are right at the top of the tree, Just
as they think and speak of us. People out-
side of Parliament suggest that to start at
the top of the tree is to start on a iuemher
with a beggarly X600. So also they regard
public servants as good game. In the pub-
lic view, all public servants have been
brought tip on privilege, and in some mys-
terious way people in the country districts
believe they have been keeping public ser-
vants in their privileged positions. So
all outside the Public .Service are
quite sure that public servants ought to be
taxed. Indeed it has become the policy of
Australia, the unwritten policy, that the
Public Service, including school teachers
and railway men, should, at this stage, he
taxed.

MAr. SPEAKER: The hon. member can
deal wvith that on the next Bill.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I know I can claim
your sympathy, Sir. 1 only wish I could
stick to the subject as you did, stick to the
ease and with such force of logic that those
on the Government side would at least get
tip and do something besides voting. I can-
not imagine how the Government have
bound their followers to the extent they have.
I always understood that with the exception
of certain vital principles all on that side
bad a perfectly free hand. ]But it seems to
me now that a perfectly free hand does not
mean a perfectly free tongue, that it is an
entirely different thing. I have never seen
men in such a position being executed with-
out being permitted to plead their own ease.

I The Premier: Fancy it going out Lo the
*public that men have been executed! Was
*anything of the sort suggested when the

salary -was increased?
r.MILLINGTON: If the party onl this

side were in power and the Government at-
tempted to impose silence on them, as the
Premier has been able to impose sieton
his followers-

Mr. Pauton: It would not be on a Bill
like this.

Mr. MLIGO:No. it would be
quite impossible. It seems to me the dis-
cipline so much spoken of in relation to
the Labour Party has been extended to the
Oovernmnt side, and that just as we were
defeated at the last elections hy superior
tactics, so now the Government party is
heing controlled by the most rigorous tac-
tical discipline ever imposed on a party-in
this instance two parties- -in any Parliai-
inent. Since those members on the Govern-
ment side who are not actually members
of the Government and receiving the extra
emolument have silently to submit to the
lproposed reduction, I am sure they will give
us full credit for taking tip the cudgels on
their behalf and stating their ease, par-
ticularly those members representing country
districts. I feel the uitmost sympathy and
regard for them. My friend the member
for Gatscoyne (M1r. Angelo), a most careful
mian, has given us a hint despite the rigor-
ous, discipline imposed on that side of the
House. He has hinted that his salary waus
cut in half. Half of it, he said, went in
expenses. I am not sure how the other half
wras expended and I should like him to give
the House a full accoiut of it, for it is
Acessary that we should have candour when
dealing with this question. All this hush-
hush policy is no good, for nobody but our-
selves is interested. 'No one outside of Par-
liainent is at all interested. It is our own
affair and if the Government have been
bluffed by outside forces that is no reason
why the whole of the House should be de-
moralised. Never before have I sat at a
meeting like this, when there was a pro-
posal to reduce wages, without the whole of
the crowd protesting. I think when other
sections of the community are being attacked
in the same way members here will devise
some argument in behalf of the proposed
victims and voice it pretty freely. Why,
then, should they so meekly accept the iii-
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post proposed to be put upon themq TI
will remain on record that a certain section
of this, House submitted to the reduction
without a word of protest. When they get
out amongst the money-making community
with which they are associated they will find
they have forfeited all respect. I rememi-
her that on the last occasion some inquisitive
elector asked me if I had voted for the in-
crease in our salaries. I inquired of him
did lie expect me to make a speech about
it-, and when he said no, I just rose andi
answered yes, that I had supported the in-
crease. No further explanation was re-
quired of me for I think the public then,
Sir, remembered the case you had so ably
put up. But now they have forgotten it
and so it is necessary for us to remind the
public that despite all that is said about
members of Parliament, we have to submit
to a qualification that no other body sub-
mnits to; that if we cannot satisfy the public
that wve are capable of doing the job, we
have no hope of' getting the job or, having
got it, we have no possible hope of holding
it. I believe that when you, Mr. Speaker,
stated the case, you dwe't on the fact that
the occupation of at member of Parliament
was of the most casual nature. There is no
security of tenure of which I ann aware. I
know of no other job which a man is hold-
ing down fairly well and wvhich his own par-
ticular friends can attempt to take from
himi, -but it is quite the recognised thing with
Parliamentary seats thait one's own particu-
Jar friends have a right to shake hands with
him while attempting to shoot him politic-
ally and pinch the seat from him. Those
are the peculiar rules of the game and it is
well that the public should know them, be-
cause we have been told that the public are
fair-miaded. The only way iii which the
public can he informed is for us 'to tell
them. Who is it that has been demanding
a reduction of Parliamnentary salaries? Not
the Treasurer, 1 think. Had not undue in-
fluence been brought to bear upon him, it
is the last thing he would. have thought of.

The Premier: Nonsense!
-Mr. MfILLINGTON: Therefore it means

that the influence camne from outside.

The Premier: The influence was a hare
Treasury.

Mr. MILLIINGTON: The last thing that
should be done in the circumstances is to

belittle those who are responsible for carry-
ing on the affairs of the country. I as-
sure you, Mr. Speaker, that in accordance
with the reduction of our salary and status,
if we submit tamely to it, so shall we corn-
ind les respect from the public. If the
position is to be paid, it should be adequate-
ly paid. The member for Mt.AMagniet (Hon.
M. F. Troy) mentioned the pioneering stage
of payment of members in this State. But
for that start, I presume the legislation of
this State would have remained in the hands
of entirely different people.

The Premier: And a good job, too.

Mr. MIJLLINGTON: T remember the Pre-
sident of the Federal Senate, when a mem-
ber of the Legislative Council of this State,
in discussing a, Bill to authorise an increase
of salaries to members, saying that hie had
yet to learn that the legislation of a young
country like Australia should he the fune-
lion of the idle rich or of those who, in
addition to attending to their ordinary avo-
cations, could devote themselves to the work
of Parliament. So the very fact of salar-
ics-nd I mean adequate sidaries-being
paid permitted many men to enter Parlia-
meat who otherwise could not have done
so, and I think their abilit3j to enter Par-
liament. has proved beneficial to the legis-
lation of the State. I should not have risen
but that I desire to pay a tribute to you,
Mr. Speaker, and to express my regret that
you are not on the floor of the House to
advocate the just claims of menmbers of this
branch of the legislature. If it is not too
late, I suggest that you should state tht
case impartially from the Chair, so that the
House may be placed in possession of the
full facts which it seems impossible to get
froni any other source.

MR. PARSER N'orth-East Fremantle)
19.48]: I have listened very intently to the
vari ous arguments that have been raised,
and I must say I have found it difficult to
follow themi.

Mr. Panton: You will not get too many
briefs if you talk like that.

Mr. PARKER: Yes, I shall. I happened
to be in the civil service when the salaries
of members of Parliament were raised. I
know something of the remarks that were
then made and of the feeling that prevailed
in the service at' the itime. I have yet to
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learn that the increase of Parliamentary
salaries or any mnterference with Paria-
mentary allowances is an indication of the
manner in which the civil service is to be
treated. If Parliamentary allowances are
reduced, it will not have any ekfect on the
salaries of civil servants. Otherwise it would
seem to indicate that Parliaments work in a
verly peculiar way.

The Premier: The civil servants received
an increase when we got ours.

Mr. PARKER: The civil servants got no
:ncrease when Parliament, without consult-
.ng the people, voted its members an in-
crease.

Mr. Corboy: Members of Parliament do
not receive annual increments as do civil
servants.

Mr. PARKER: Neither did I when I was
in the civil service.

Mr. Corboy: Because you were on the
maximum, and a pretty good figure, too.

Hon. P. Collier: But we gave an increase
to your successor.

Mr. PARKER: Might I add for the in-
formation of the Leader of the Opposition
that I was offered an increase on what is
being paid to my successor if T would re-
main in the service. I did have a complaint
or grouse owing to the fact that I consi--
ced at the time that a person who was not
in a full-time position, though I was de-
voting the whole of my time to my position
and bad followed a professional career for
some years, shiould be paid within £100 of
what I was receiving. Various arguments
have been raised against the Bill. The
member for ML Hawthorn (3fr. *Milling-
ton) mentioned that Parliamentar~y members
have a good many calls on their pockets
because they are receiving £600 a, year.
I agree there are many calls.

Mr. Millington: Anid they grow with time.
Mr. PARKER; But it is largely the

fault of members if they fell to those calls,
whether it be for one of two reasons, namely
that one wants to buy one's scat, or as
blackmail.

Mr. Wilson: All members have not two
jobs as you have.

Mr. PARKER: And they have not been
askedi to snhsrm-i to the political funds of
the Opposition.

2fr. Panton: You wil be asked to sub-
scribe to the Consultative Council.

Mr. PARKER: Shortly after I was
elected I received a letter from the A.Lj.P.

asking me to subscribe to a children's dance,
which i did. Afterwards I leanut that tihe
object of the dance was to raise funds to
oppose me at the March election.

Ma. Panton: I thought you were shrew-
der than that.

Mr. PARKER: I was delighted to sub-.
scribe, because I believe I am indebted to
that organisat ion for having won my seat.
Anyhow, I have the seat and the A.L.P.
have the subscription.

Mr. Raphael: Anyhow, you were a sub-
scriber to a good cause.

Mr. PARKER: I should like to know the
reason for terming this reduction a tax,
because the Bill describes it as a reduction
of Parliamentary saaries, During an
earlier discussion this evening, members on
the Government side were castigated for
not carrying out pledges made on the
hustings. I was asked at North Fremantle
whether I would endeavour to become a
member of Parliament if there was no pay-
ment of members, Like the member for Mt.
Hawthorn, I also replied, "Yes." Had there
been no payment of members, I should still
have had the ambition to win a seat in Par-
liament.

Mr. Panton: You would have had a. bet-
tecr chance as there would have been less
opposition.

Mr. PARKER: I believe there would he
just as many candidates if there -was no
payment of members.

Mr. Corboy: But not candidates of the
same calibre.

Mr. PARK.ER: The proposed reduction
is only right and fair, and I do not consider
it anything too much. I candidly admit that
the countr~y member does not derive as much
benefit from the allowance as does the met-
ropolitan member. The country mnem-
ber must find it very hard to make
ends meet, but nevertheless I think
the Hfouse will agree that Parliament
is costing this country too much.
We arc spending a large sumn of money on
all the Parliaments of Australia.

Mr. Slceman: Cut them in half.
mr. PARKER: M1any suggestions have

been offered. Some people suggest, as does
the member for Frem antic, that we should
cut them in half. I think what the hon.
member really mienus is that we should do
aw ay with the Upper House.

Mr. Sleeman: And halve the membership
of this House.
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Mr. PARKER: I would prefer that mem-
bmwere paid half of their present salaries

and that both Houses were retained at their
present strength, rather than have the mem-
bers of one House paid £600 and the second
Chamber non-existent.

Mr. Coverley: Could not you reduce the
other House to ten members and get just as
effective work?9

Air. PARKER: T want to see the country
effectively represented. I should not like to
see Pilbara merged into Kimberley. All
portions of the State should be well repre-
Sented by local men, because questions could
then be discussed from the parochial point
of view, which is advantageous. In times
like the present, however, if the expense of
Parliament is maintained at the old level,
there is a danger of a public outcry to re-
due the number of Houses. I shall vote
in favour of the Hill.

MR. RAPHAEL (Victoria Park) [9.57]:
It is not my intention to labour this ques-
tion because the result is a foregone con-
elusion. What I desire is rather to qualify
my pre-election promise by trying to deter
the Government from taking this course.
During my election campaign, I too was
asked by many electors whether I was pre-
pared to support a reduction of Parliament-
ary salaries, and I answered in the affirfm-
tive. That has placed me in a very invidi-
ous position, because the lever is being used
by the Government for the purpose of re-
ducing civil sevns salaries, and thus giv-
ing a lead to municipalities and road boards
to reduce the salaries and wages of their
staffs, a proceeding to be abhorred by any
clear-thinking man. We have been told by
members on the Government side that the
lead given by the Premier is not intended to
be followed by others. Yet, as soon as this
measure has been passed, we shall have sub-
mitted to us a Hill proposing a reduction of
civil servants' salaries. I am not going to
be a party to supporting that reduction.
Unlike some members, I am not solely de-
pendent upon my Parliamentary allowance
for a living, but my sympathy goes out to
country members who have to keep two
homes going, and who run very close to
showing a loss through holding a position
in the public life of the State. I hope the

Premier will agree to some alteration to the
Bill. We have the penalisation of members
of Parliament, while many other men who
could well afford to pay the extra taxation
escape. In the City Council employ, the
Town Clerk is receiving in the vicinity of
£E28 a week.

Mr. SPEAKER: We are not discussing
the City Council.

Mr. RAPHAEL: These remarks, Sir, are

in qualification of my statements. The pay
of the an I refer to is to remain what it
is, and yet a log has been lodged with the
Arbitration Court asking for reductions in

the pay of wages men. I have heard thei
argument used in the Perth City Council
that because members of Parliament are be-
ing reduced, wage earners must come down.
I hope that even if we suffer our reduction,

the Premier will reconsider the Bill for the
reduction of salaries of public servants. I
hope the hon. gentleman will withdraw his
tentacles from the members of the Public
Service, who should not be called 'upon to
suffer what the members'of this Chamber
have to put up with.

Question put, and a
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes .

Majority for

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mir.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Air.
Air.

Mr.

AMr

Mir.
Mr.
.Mr.
Mr.
.Mr.
Mr.

Angelo
Blarnard
Deer
floury

Ferguson
Griffiths
Keen an
Ldihani
Lindsay
FT. W. Maonn
J. 1. Moan

1lollier
Carboy
CovereiSY
Hegney
Jobn eon
Lamond
Marshall
MeCalismn
Millinston

Mr. Munaie

AftR

Not,

division taken with

22
* 19

-. -. 3

Mr. MoLarty
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Parker
Mr. Patrick

Mr. Richardson
Mr. Sampson
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. J. X. Smith
Mr. Thora
Mr. Wells
Mr. North

Atr.
Mr .
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Air.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.

(Tellr

PantoL
Raphael
Sic ema n
Tr,,y
Walker

Wantbrough
Wilicock
Withers
Wilsn
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PAnts.
Aias. Nos.

Mr. .1. M. Smith Mr, Icenneally
Mr. Plesse Mr. Lutey
Mr. Brown I r. Cunninghamo
Mr. Teesdale i Miss Holman

Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.

.In Committee.

Mr. Richardson in the Chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.

Clause 2-Reductions of allowances:

Mr. MeCALLUM: A point has been made
as to the difference in the percentage reduc-
tion proposed by this Bill and that proposed
by the Bill affecting civil servants. Our
expenses. are much greater than those ofl
public servants, who moreover receive travel-
ling allowances whilst we do not. Is there
any reason why our reductions should be
heavier than those proposed in other quar-
ters?

The PREMIER: There is some difference
between the position ot-a public servant and
that of a member of Parliament.

Mr. McCallum; Yes. We have to pay
our own expenses when we travel.

The PREMIER: 1 do not wish the conl-
try to believe that IL member of Parliament
is overpaid at £600. Quite apart from the
work here, there is a great deal members
do. No member can save mnoney out of his
salary. Tt is not expected that he should.
It is also trute, however, that a member of
Parliament is free for part of the year from
attendance at this House.

Mr. Wilson: Free to do what.

The PREMIER: He can engage in othetr
work.

Mr. Wilson: I do not think so. Where
can he get it?

The PREMIER: Some members of Par-
liament own farms, some arc lawyers, some
have businesses.

Mr. Wilson: The lawyers are all in Perth.
The PREMIER: Many members do some-

thing besides attending here. It is expected
that they should do so.

Mr. McCailum: We cannot go back to
our trades when we are members of Par-
liament.

The PRE NiER: A man may, of course,
have to go hack to the occupation from
which be came to enter Parliament. I know
that a member who lives in the country,
especially one who lives far from the met-
ropolitan area, has to attend to a good deal
of business for his constituents, and thus
finds his Time fully taken up- Public ser-
vants, however, can earn money from only
one source. I hope, therefore, that memi-
hers will agree it is right the reduction here
should be at the rate proposed.

Clause put and passed.

Clause :3-Provision for deduction from
allowances of amount of reduction;

MLr. J. 11. SMITH: I move an amend-
ment -

That in lute .12 the word ''Oetober' be
struck oat awl "November" inserted in lieu.

It ought to be the policy of members on
this side of the House to see that such mat-
ters are not made retrospective. It has been
impressed upon me very strongly that mem-
bers should be prepared to make some sac-
rifice, but I do object to this sacrifice being
made retrospective. 1 hope the Premier will
agree to the amenwacnt, otherwise I shall
have to vote against the clause.

The PREMIER: I hope the amendment
will not be agreed to. We have known for
some time that this proposal would come
down; indeed, I told members 'that the re-
duction would date back to the lst October.
Upon the anticipated revenue for the nin0i
months of the year [ based my Estimates.
I see no reason to call this retrospective
legislation. It applies only to ourselves, so
we need not make much fuss about it. We
knew that some reduction would he made
from the 1st October.

11j- PAXTON: I support the amendment.
When discnssing the Bill prior to this, the
Premier interjected that members should be
consistent. The Government should ha con-
sistent on this point. I remember well
when the Industrial Arbitration Bill was be-
fore the House, and the Collier Government
had provided for giving the Arbitration
Court power to use their own discretion in
making awards retrospective. This was
fought day in and day out by the Opposi-
tion, and eventually thrown out in another
place. We now find the opponents of that

1190



[21 OCTOBER, 1930.] 19

provision making retrospective this reduc-
tion in salaries.

The Premier - No, we are not; it is stil
October.

Mr. PANT ON: It is a long way past the
1st October. It is obvious what is in the
Premier's mind. W Ae are to he an example
so that the reduction of income to the civil
servants may date from the 1st October.
Members opposite have always fought
against retrospective legislation.

The Premier: No.
Mr. PANT ON: I could quote passage

after passage from "Hansard" showing how
the Premier has fought against retrospec-
tive legislation of this kind. Before the Bill
becomes Jaw, it will he xvell towards the end
of October, if not past it. Already it is pro-
posed in another place that it should he
sent back to us with other propositions- I
hope the amendment will be carried.

Mr. MANUNSIE: I hardly know whether to
support the amendment or not. If it is ear-
iled, I would niot have the opportunity to
test the sincerity of another place, as
I would like to do.

Mr. Panton: -Make sure of it here.
Mr. MUNSIE: I am going to sink my

desire to see whether another place will stick
to its principles or not.

Mr. Sleernan: They will let you down if
you don't.

Mr. MUNSIE: Just as members opposite
have let us down. They have always had
a modtal hatred for retrospective legislation,
hut they have only been in their seats a little
while when they agree to the principle of
dating back a reduction in the salary of
members. The Government have no right
to do this.

The Attorney General: You are not afraid
of being inconsistent, are you?

All. MUNSIE: I am not afraid of main-
hers opposite saying I am inconsistent. No
matter what we do, they are always trying
to make out we are inconsistent. They can-
not name one piece of legislation brought
down by the Collier Gover-nment, or the
previous Labour Government, providing for
retrospective legislation, that members of
the Opposition dlid not oppose.

The 'Minister for Railways: Now you are
inconsistent.

Mr. 'MUNSIE: I can never be as incon-
sistent as the -Minister for Railways. The
one thing most consistent ubout him is his
inconsistency.

The 2finister for Railways: You have got
into a rut and cannot get out of it.

Mr. MIJNSIE: I am always prepared to
justify my actions and I am now advocating
the same principles that I have pleaded in
the past. I will not agree to any retrospec-
tive proposal, because if we agree to it now,
the principle will be applied tu wages paid
outside.

Mr. Pautou: That is the point.
Mrfi. 3tTNSIE: Already a fair number of

members have received their half month's
salary without reduction. At the ead of the
month, presumably the full deduction wvill
lie made. If the amendment by the member
for Nelson is not agreed to, we will establish
the precedent and the same retrospective
proposal will he applied to others. I will
not heat about the hush. I am opposed to
the retrospective provision because I want
to save my salary and I will not be a hypo-
crite and suggest otherwise. There is no
possible hope of getting the Royal assent to
the Bill until late in October and yet it is
proposed to make it apply as from the 1st
of the month.

Hon. IV. DO. JOHNSON': I want to iiu-
press upon members that if we agree to
the retrospective clause, we will be asked
to apply it to another Bill to he dealt with
later on. Our action in regard to the Bill
will he advanced as justification for asking
that civil servants shall he similarly treated.
We have no right to agree to retrospective
taxation. This Bill may be taken as the
precedent to justify retrospective action in
regard to) other industrial working condi-
tions. That would be wrong. I have been
told that civil servants have already been
informed on this point.

The CHAIRMAN: I must ask, the hon.
member to confine his remarks to the Bill
under discussion.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: I desire to point
out that if we agree to the retrospective
clause we will be compelled to con tinue that
policy in regard to another section of the
community.

The Attorney Geuieral: Why not? Let us
be consistent.

Ron. W. D. JOHNISON>, I have been in-
formed that civil servants have been told
that if retrospective legislation is ageed to,
their salaries will be subject to a refund.
If we accept the amendment, the civil ser-
vants will be grateful to the member for
Nelson for the action he has. taken.
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The PREMIER: We should not muix the
two proposals.

Hon. W. D. JohnSOn:- YOU took fine cat e
to mix them. You knew which Bill to intro-
duce first.

The PREMIER: 1 do not know that one
required much knowledge to do that. We
can do what we like with our own salaries.

Mr. Panton: Yes, provided you have thr,
mj6r4y

The PREMIER: We need not consider
what we shall do when we deal with another
Bill. Whatever we do with our own sal-
aries need not influence us when dealing
with another Bill.

lHon. W, D. Johnson: You 'will not use
me in order to attack the civil servants.

The PREMIER: No; the hon. memiber
suggests that we should not accept this re-
duction in our own salaries because it inav
he used as an argument in favour of rt
similar course in regard to another Bill.
Even if we agreed to make the Bill retro-
spective to the 1st October regarding our
own Salaries, it is competent for us to agree
that the reduction in the civil servants'
salaries shall date from the Iat. November.
It has never been suggested that the paw-
ing of the Bill need influence us in our
consideration of any other ameasure. Was
it suggested that when we increased our
salaries, everyone outside Parliament :ze-
cured an increase.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Buit increases were
general at that time.

Mr. Millington: Others outside received'
their inreases before we got ours.

The PREMIER: The Commnittee should
not agree to the amendment.

Mr. 3. H. SMITH:- I san sorry the
Premier cannot accept the amendment,
seeing, that on many occasions members
sitting on the Government side of the
Hous;e have fought consistently against
ainy retrospective legislation. As the
member for H1annans and others have
indicated, we may have made commitments
for the month, and it is not right for the
Government to provide legislation that will
apply a reduction in salary retrospectively.
I intend to divide the Committee on the
amendment and may go further and con-
sider my position. When a member has
riizht behind his back, -years of established
policy in opposition to any retrospective leg-
[~station, that course only is left open to him.

Without making any lucid explanation, the
Premier has waived the amendment aside as
a small thing, although the principle em-
bodied in it is one that he has endeavoured
for years to establish.

Amendment put and a division taken, with
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

- .. .. 19

20

Majority against .. 1

Atl r.
Mr.
Mr.

LM r.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Collier
Corboy
Coverley

liegney
.TobrisoD

T1AMOnd
Marshall
meCallumn
Millilnuton
Munice

Arum.

Noe.

Mr. Aggelo
Mr. Barnard
Mr. Davy
Mr. Doncy
Mr. Ferguson

Mr. Keenan~Mr. Latbamn

Mr. Lindsay
Mr. H. W. Mann

Mr. Fenton
Mr. Raphael
Mr. Sleewan
Mr. 3I H. Smi~b
Mr. Walker
fr. Wainsbrough
Mr. Willeock
Mr. Withers
Mr. Wilson

(Teller).

mr. J. I. MAaun
Mr. MeLarty
Sir James Mitchell
.Mr. Parker
Mr. Patrick
Mr. Sampson
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. 'Thorn
Mr. Wells
Mr. North

(Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 4-agreed to.

Title-agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

House adjoutrned at 10.35 p.m.
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