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Aegislative Rssembly,
Tuesday, 28th October, 1930.
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Forests w. 1356

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

BILL—COMPANIES ACT FURTHER
AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Atforney General, and
read a first time.

BILL—MAIN ROADS,
Council’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Council in the
Bill now considered.

In Commiltee.

Mr. Richardson in the Chair; the Min-
ister for Works in charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 31. Insert after the
word “Aet,” in line 30, the words “pro-
vided that the moneys received under Seec-
tion 33 of this Act shall be applied to the
maintenance of main roads”:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I

move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Money received by way of traffic fees is
to be used only for the maintenance of
main roads. The ohject of the Council’s
amendment is to make that point clear.

Hon. W. D. Johnsen: Is it a Govern-
ment amendment?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a message accordingly returned to the
Couneil.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—STAMP ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 1).
Second Reeding.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion of the debate from the 16th October.

Question put and passed,
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

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

the Pre-

Clause l-—agreed to.

Clause 2—Amendment of Second Sched-
ule:

Mr. MeCALLUM: This is another effort
on the Government’s part to fulfil their
electioneering promises, another indieation
of how far the people ean trust any promise
made by the Premier on the hustings. It
fulfils the hon. gentleman's undertaking,
given on the hustings, that there shall be
no further taxzation. The Notice Paper
eontains no fewer than six measures to in-
crease taxation. That faet shows how
much reliance the people can place upon
the Premier’s word when he gives it in the
eourse of an electioneering eampaign. The
hon. gentleman promised a decresse of tax-
ation, the taking of less money from the
people. He said money left in the hands
of the people was put to better pse. In
one instance this doubles the tax, and in
another ipereases it by one-third.  The
Premier must he delighted to think he is
able to live up to the undertakings he gave
to the people, while the people can now
see that when the hon. member is appealing
to them on the hustings, he promises only
what will he carried out. Members of the
Country Party have hecome a mere docile
following of the Government. No longer
are they a separate party, for they merely
sit there to obey the dictates of the Gov-

ernment. They pledged ‘themselves to a
decrease in the land tax, vet they voted
against it.

The Minister for Lands: How do you
know that?

Mr. McCALLUM: And mow they are

guing to vote for this increase in taxation.
Members of the Government have eom-
plained of promises made in another State.
But can anything that Mr, Lang said on



[28 OcroBEr, 1930.]

the hustings compare with the promises
made on the hustings by members of this
Government? The Premier himself prom-
ised work for all and reduced taxation.
Now members of this Government say they
hope Mr. Lang will be able to live up to
his promises. They should be authorities

‘'on promises made on the hustings. Satan
reproving sin!
The Minister for Lands: We did neot

promise the farmers 7s. id. per bushel for
their wheat.

My, Munsie: Neither did Mr. Lang.

Mr. McCALLUM: Even if Mr. Lang
made that promise—which he did not—is
it as reckless as the promise that work
would be found for all and taxation re-
duced? Conld anything he more reckless
than that?

The Minister for Lands: Which would
you rather have, this Bill, or that people
should starve?

Mr. McCALLUM: If the money to be
raised under this Bill was to he used to
provide work, one could understand that in-
terjection. But when the Premier was
asked to find money in order to provide
work, be rvefused to increase taxation. So
that interjoction cuts no ice. The Premier
wants the money from this increased taxation
in order if possible to make zood the inflated
estimates on which his Budget is based, not
to find work for the unemployed. Yet he
now points to promises made on the hust-
ings elsewhere, and characterises them as
extravagant and veckless, a bad thing for
the country. Fanecy that from the hon. gen-
tleman who made the promises he did at the
last electtons! Then he seecks to make ex-
cnses, declaring that he did not know the
true financial position. Everybody else 1s
expected to kmow it, but he pleads that he
did not. And this is only one of six Bills
increasing taxation. This is the way in
which the Premier returns the confidence re-
posed in him by the people. )

Hou, W. D. JOHNSON: I am con-
cerned about the position of the memher for
Perth in relation to this Bill.

Mr. H W. MANN: Do not worry about
him; he can look after himself.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: During the
elections the member for Perth appealed
strongly to the very people who will have to
pay this tax. He said that if they voted for
him they would be protected against any in-
creased taxation. This Bill will inerease
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by some £6,000 taxation on a section of the
community and a big proportion of those
who will bave to pay it are in the constito-
ency represented by the member for Perth.
He misled those people and secured their
votes under misrepresentation. Does he now
expect those electors to take this lying down
and without any explanation from him? At
election time there was no proposal from
any political party for a special tax of this
sort. So the member for Perth has to ac-
cept a big responsibility in relation to this
Bill. At caucus meetings of Government
supporters called to consider legislation of
this kind and give direction to the Govern-
ment as to how taxation should be imposed,
the member for Perth must have been con-
sulted about this measure. In my opinion
the information he gave to caucus should
now be given fo the public, so that his elee-
tors might know his point of view. The
member for South Fremantle ecomplained
that the Country Party were supporting the
(Government in this. But have they ever
done anything else? Are not the Conntry
Party only part and parcel of the National-
ist Party? They vote for vested interests
every time, and in taxation of this sort
naturally they will be behind the Government.
Whenever measures of protection for prim-
ary products are brought down, the Coun-
try Party are always found supporting
vested interests, So the member for South
Fremantle is decidedly optimistic if he ex-
peets Country Party members to do other
than support this Bill. All members on the
Government side promised that there would
be no increased taxation. -The member for
Perth stressed it. Yet this increased taxa-
tion will fall principally upon the electors
whom he represents. The eity bookmakers
will have to pay this tax, and city people
generally will contribute the major portion
of it. So I say the Bill represents a breach
of faith on the part of the member for
Perth, who should explain his change of
front.

The PREMIER: Of course this is not
the time at whieh to tefl the full tale of the
tinances as I found them. But we continu-
ally heard the Collier Government deseribed
as the best Government in Australia, and
we were frequently told that under that re-
gime the finances were well managed and in
perfeet condition. As a matter of fact, the
Forests Department had a large trust fund
and expeeted to be able to continue to pay



1334

from it the wages of the men in the forests.
But where was that trust fund, It was gone,
every penny of it spent on loan works.

Mr. MeCallum: And you knew it.

The PREMIER: I did not.

Mr. MeCallum: T ean show you in “Han-
sard” your own remarks on the subjeet.

The PREMIER: No. The returns we
had from the publie accounts were dated
the 31st September. Those for the seeond
quarter are not out,

Mr. Willeock: But you knew the money
was being expended, and vou knew we had
not raised ony loan for the purpose.

The PREMIER: This is not the time to
diseuss the whole question of finance. Still,
I should like to point out that the loan gae-
count overdraft on the 31lst December was
shown as £880,000, whereas it was really just
under £2,000,000. By the end of the finan-
cial year the loan account overdraft had
grown to £3,500,000. Every farthing had
been used.

Mr. McCallum: Everybody knew that.

The PREMIER: The hon. member did
not know, because he said there were funds
at our disposal to start the work on the Fre-
mantle bridge costing hundreds of thou-
sands of pounds. I shall take an early op-
portanity to explain the position if members
desire it. When we took office there was
not a farthing left in any account; every
farthing of trust funds had been exhausted.
It was expected that the Federal Govern-
ment wouwld be able to borrow money in
order to restore our trust funds. T have
been trying to get that money, hut to-day
I received a wire saying the money could
not be borrowad. Tf it could bhe obtained,
the position of the State would be better.
The whole finaneial position has changed in
the last few months and it is not improving,
I do not know how Australia is going to be
finaneed during the current year. The Lon-
don market is absolutely elosed to Australia,
During 1929-30, Australia borrowed in Lon-
fion £36,000,000 of short-term money. That
is eausing trouble to-day.

Mr. Willeock: Borrowed by means of
Treasury Bills at six months.

The PREMIER: Yes, and by means of
overdrafts and advances. The £36,000,000
must be cleaned up before Australia can
borrow on the London market.

Mr. H W. MANN: Y am not worrying
about what the wmember for QGuildford-
Midland thinks of my election specches.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. W. D. Johnson: I am werrying.

Mr. H W. MAXN: In my opinion the
tax goes only half way. I object to ome
section being taxed, while no attempt is
made to tax the other section. As I said
the other night, T am econfident that as
much money is passing through the illegi-
timate as through the legitimate channels
of betting. Some of the bookmakers pay
up to £70 for the four day's racing at
Christmas time, TUsually they have to pay
12 guineas af the head course and eight to
ten guineas at the other courses. The
member for North-East Fremantle reminds
me that they are taxed up to £600 a year.

Mr. Munsie: Some of them more than
that.

Mr. HO W. MANN: Those are the taxes
imposed by the clubs.

Mr. Kenneally: Why support an increase
of that taxation?

Mr. H. W. MANN: It might be asked
whether I would legalise street and shop
betting. I would not, hut when the evil
exists, the people who engage in it should
pay a tax, just as people who ranise sweeps
will have to pay a tax.

Mr. Panton: You ecould hardly colleet
the tax without legalising it.

Mr. H. W, MANN: Sweeps are illegal
and we are going to tax sweep tickets.

Mr. Corboy: The bookmaker on the race-
course acts unlawfully, but we tax him

Mr, H W. MANN: It is just as unlaw-
ful for a bookmaker to bet on a racecourse
as in n street. The mere fact of his being
taxed does not legalise his acts. When
the original Aet was passed, it was in-
tended to include all bookmakers. I ad-
mit that revenne is obfained from convie-
tions, but it probably costs as much as
the fines to secure the convictions. Police
officers have to be employed to suppress
betting.

Mr. Willeock: We get about £100 a week
from fines. You would not suggest it costs
that much?

My. Corboy: We are not getting any-
thing like £100 every week.

Mr. HO W. MANN: The revenue from
this tax could be doubled by applying it
to starting price bookmakers.

Mr. Willeock: Charge a man for his bet-
ting ticket and charge him if he wins?

Mr, MeCallum: And prosecute him after-
wards.
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Mr. H. W. MANN: It should be an
offenee to make a bet unless a ticket issued
by the Treasury is utilised.

Mr. MeCallum: If sach e ticket were
used, you could turn round and prosecute
him afterwards.

Mr. HA W. MANN: Then eclosq down
on such betting.

Mr, Munsie: The department have been
trying to do that for a long time.

Mr. Panton: Your party have the gun;
pull the trigger!

Mr. H. W. MANN: Attempts to sup-
press belting have been made for 20 years
and have proved ineffective,

Mr, SLEEMAN: It would be preferable
to tax the other section who make hets,
instead of loading the taxation on to the
people who are already taxed. Shop bet-
ting cannot be prevented, and so it ought to
be -controlled in order that the State might
derive some revenue from it.

Mr, Panton: Then bookmakers would
start making books on midget golf.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The sporting ecommun-
ity are taxed in every way, even to the
extent of having to pay higher railway fares
to get to the racecourse. The member for
Pearth should move an amendment on the
lines indieated, espeeirlly as the Premier
is anxious to secure vevenue and act fairly
to all sections of the community.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The Premier said that
nobody knew the state of the finances when
he took oflice. The country knew we were
spending loan money at the rate of £3,000,-
000 or £4,000,000 a year and also knew what
loans had been raised.

The Premier: How much had been
raised.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I could look up the
figures.

The Premier: You do not know.

The Attorney General: Do you say the
Government would have being doing theiv
duty bad they imposed no fresh taxation?

Mr. WILLCOCX: I am not discussing
taxation at the moment.

Mr. Kenneally: There were promises that
no new taxation would be imposed.

The Attorney General: That is not the
point. Do you think we would be doing
our duty if we imposed no fresh taxation?

Mr. WILLCOCK : The Premier said e
did not know about this matter.  Every
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man who has oecupied a position in Cabi-
net knows that when loans are not being
roised and expenditure on public works
goes on, the money must be coming out of
trust funds. The Premier ean have noth-
ing to support him when he says he thought
there would be plenty of money in the
Treasury. The money must have eome from
one source only, trust funds. The over-
draft in the Commonwealth Bank and else-
where was known. Surely he did not ex-
pect trust funds to be intact after expen-
diture had heen going on for two years. it
is time the Premier told members just what
he did think, and why he thought it. What
was his justification for saying that he
thought there was plenty of money avail-
ahle. The statement is ridiculous. I am
surprised at his carrying on the bluff so
long. Week after week he has said he
thought so and so; it is time the people said
“Methinks thou protesteth oo much.” We
would like to know what he really did
think, and why he thought he could engage
in all the public works he sugpested.

Hon, M. F. TROY : I think my colleague
expects too much of the Premier, who must
have known, when he said he did not intend
to impose further taxation, that he did not
mean it. Une cannot conceive of any Gov-
ernment hanging on fo the Treasury bench,
and going back on all the promises made
to the electors. It is unparalleled that a
Government should promise not to impose
taxation and yet adopt every means pos-
sible to do so. The Premier is utterly un-
reliable. He is only bluffing. Could any-
thing more impudent be conceived than
the statement he made in this morning’s
paper about Mr. Lang? The new Premier
of New South Wales made no nwre pro-
mises than Sir James Mitchel! did, and vet
this morning the latter had the impa-
dence——

The Attorney General: Mr. Chairman, I
understand we are digcussing Clause 2, Is
the hon. member in order in referring to
the Prémier’s stalements about Mr. Lang?

The CHAIRMAN: Certainly not. The
Lion. member is out of order.

Mr, Muansie: It is nearly time it was dis-
cussed.

Hon. M. . TROY : T ean understand the
Attorney General disliking this eribieism. I
am voicing my opposition to the clause,
which is contrary to the promises mide by
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Ehe Premier. The Government are not lis-
ing up to their promises and responsibili-
ties. I am entitled to draw a pavallel be-
tween one Government and another. [ am
staggered that thizs Government should eriti-
cise any other. Tt is unparalieled that the
Government should go back apon every pro-
mise they made. They have deceived the
teople. 1t is a seandalous state of affair<,
1t is no wonder politicians have so little
respect for Governments when the Premier
conld make all these promises but show no
intention to fulfil any of them. When we
come to the Loan Estimates I shall discuss
his attitnde on another questicn, upon whicl:
he has werely bluffed the people and side-
stepped the issue.

Mr. McCALLUM: The Premier has agaiti
repeated his statement that he did aot know
the financial position. He says it often in
the hope that he will persuade the people
to believe it. Earlier in the session T re-
minded him that in the last Parliament he
admitted he knew the funds were exhansted
He should be reminded of that faet. YWhen
speaking on the Loan Estimates he was re-
ferring to the position econfroating the then
Premier, and sand—

His diffieultics for the ensuing 12 months
will, T fancy, be greater than these experi-
eneved during the last financial year. He has
exhausted all sorts of fundg that were at his
disporal, in his endeavour to meet his loan

expenditare, and those funds ¢onsiderably
cased the porition,

Mr. Angelo: Yot trust funds.

Mr. McCALLUM: This is what he said
on the 13th December last.

Mr. Angelo: T could never have imagined
that he had trust funds in mind. -

Mr. MeCALLTM: The Premier i= not se
unsophisticated as that. The Premier knew
the State had not heen on the loan market
for two years. Where did he think the
money had come from? He sard he knew
the Government had exhausted all kinds of
funds. In order to find an cxcuse for not
living up to his obligations, he says, “I did
not know.” What will be have to say to
Mr. Lang when that gentleman says, “I
did not know"?¢

The CHATRMAN: Order! I would re-
mind the hon. member that the Commitlee is
not disenssing Mr., Lang.

Mr. MeCALLUDM: We are diseussing a
gentleman in the same position as he says
Mr. Lang is in now.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premier: I said nothing ahout Mr.
Lang’s promises.

The CHAIRMAN: The Premier objects
to the statement of the hon. wember.

Mr. McCALLUM: Perhaps the Premier
will not now repeat the statement that lie
did not know what the position of the
finances was. If he did not know, it would
be a refleetion upon the attention he paid
to his business as Leader of the Opposition.
Evervone knew the Sfate had not heen vpon
the loan market for two years.

The Premier: It had.

Mr. MeCATLLUM: It is two years last
June since the State went on the loan mar-
ket, and vet public works went on.

The Premier: You have not the faintest
idea where you got the money from,

Mr., MeCALLUM: The Premier seems to
know a lot now. T am not ooing tn acense
him in the way he acensed us. T am sure
he knew, for he has admitted it. The Leader
of the Opposition repeatedly reminded him
of the fact. When he made the statement
that T said moneyv was available with which
to bnild the Fremantle bridge, he was in-
correct,

The Premier: You did say it.

My, MeCALLUM: I said that the people
concerned were prepared to take vayment
in bonds, and that he showld he able to
make inquiries to see whether the work
could not be financed in that way.

The Premier: No, you did not.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I said he would find on
the files in the department information show-
ing that the proposition had been made to
negotiate on those lines. Advice had been
given that the plans and specifications were
not ready, and that when they were ready
we would consider the proposition. This
would not have necessitated going on the
loan market. The Premier should have been
able to make arrangements with the Loan
Council on those lines. Tt is not right to
sov T said the money was in the Treasury.

Mr, MILLINGTON": The Government are
resorting to one of their expedients to get in
money. The objection to people paying
taxes arises when someone else in a similar
Josition is exempt.

The Premier: That is not the position,

Mr. MILLINGTOYX : If the Premier wants
information about betting and gambling, I
would refer him to the Chief Secretary, who
many years ago on the goldfields deIivex:ed
a lecture on the subjeet. It wes a most in-



(28 Qcrober, 1930.]

teresting address. The bhon. gentleman
proved that there never was an attempt to
abolish gambling, and that all any country
could do was to regulate it. This Bill pro-
poses to tax certain people. There are others,
however, carrying on a similar business who
are to be exempt. Natnrally an objection
arises. The Government are meting out a
rmeasure of injustice to those who are carry-
ing on a similar business.

The Premier: Why did you not pat it
right?

Mr. Willeock: We thonght we would have
a surplus.

The Premier: You said so,

Mr. MILLINGTON : I thought the
Premier would welcome & sugpestion to get
in revenue, if he couid do so by meting out
eéven-handed justice to all those who are en-
gaged in the same business. There is one
virtue about this tax; it will not be possible
for it to be passed on.

Mr. Willeock: [ think they may cramp
the odds.

L qu. MILLINGTON : Not to the extent of
d.

The Attorney” General: No, but to the ex-

tent of £1 every now and then.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I do not think even
that would he done, beecause it would mean
& reduction in the turnover. Attempts have
been made to suppress betting outside race-
ccurses, but they bave proved unsuceessful.
The strength of the police foree is not suffi-
cient to permit snceess to be secured. In
my opinion, the police officers would be bet-
ter employed looking after the eriminal
classes than troubling decsnt people. Sinee
the Government are prepared to resort to
any expedient to tax any section of the com-
munity, I draw their attention to the oppor-
tunity I have indicated. If the Government
intend to tax at all, let them tax the lot and
not exempt one section, double the tax on
another section, and inerease the tax on a
further seetion to Lhe extent of one-third.
The Bill proposes to tax one section and
leave absolutely exempt another section deal-
ing with the public in a somewhat similar
fashion.

Mr. RAPHAEL: It would be better if the
Premier attended a few race meetings before
placing such a Bill before the Honse. I do
rot think he has gone far enough. There are
different sections of bookmakers. The men
dealing in doubles receive bets of a couple of
shillings; the bookmaker in the leger reserve

[49]
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bets in 95, and the bookmaker in the en-
closure may reeeive bets up to £100, or more.

Mr. Wilson: Then there is the mug that
gets nothing!

Mr. RAPHAEL: In my opinion, the tax
should be applied in accordance with the
amounts in which the bookmaker hets. The
Bill will exclude men who are flouting the
lows by indulging in street betting.

The Premier: What about the fines that
are imposed ?

AMr. RAPHAEL: They do not amount
to much. The CGovernment's proposal will
levy s special tax on one seetion of book-
makers, and specifically exempt another
section of hookmakers, who are flouting
the law. If betting shops were legalised
by the pavment of a certmin sum for re-
gistration, we would not have the pres-
ent spectacle of the streets being littered
with their persens—1 mean, the bettors.
Then those conducting the betting shops are
given the “good oil” and are toll when the
police are coming, with the result that some
poor dummy is arrested and fined £5 or so,
while the real offender has flitted off to the
races and is enjoving himself there. Un-
less the Premier deals with the whole posi-
tion and not with a part of it, his Bill will
not get him any further.

Mr. MARSHALL: I would remind the
Government and their supporters of their
most ineonsistent attitude. Last  week
speeches were delivered in the House draw-
ing attention to the promises made by mem-
bers sitting on the Government side of the
House to the effect that there would he a
reduction in taxation. We have had Bills
imposing increased tazation on certain see-
tions of the community. It has been sug-
gested that fhe abolition of horse racing
would constitute a reform. That being so,
those engaged in horse racing represent a
section of the community that the Govern-
ment regard it as safe to attack. The liquor
trade is in the same position. The betting
fraternity represent the most generous in
the State. Not only do they pay heavy
taxation, hut they are continually organis-
ing movements and making personal dona-
tions for charitable and henevolent pur-
poses. In spite of those saerifices, the Gov-
ernment find it convenient to inerease the
taxation the betting fraternity have to pay.
T never bet and seldom attend race meet-
ings. This will not aifect me, but I regard
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it as unjust for the Government te single
out one section of the community.

Mr, Withers: The Government will get
them all in, if they continne,

Mr. MARSHALL: XNo, they will not.
The banks, insurance and newspaper com-
panies will be exempt. Their incomes will
not be affected. 1 warn the Premier that
if this form of taxation is imposed, the
effect will be to send hundreds from the
racecourses to the street bookmakers, whe
will be immune from taxation, although
they have to pay heavy fines every 12
months or so. Even so, it is a cheap form
of registration and it enables them to con-
tinue operations. No fine has vet been im-
posed that the street bookmaker has not
been able to pav, having regard to the
amount of monev he handles annually.
Until the Governmeant adopt some more
general scheme of taxation, they will not
treat all sections fairly, The Government
wail and cry that everyone must make =
sacrifice, yet every taxation measure intro-
duced so far, has subjected a certain sec-
tion to a ferocious attack.

Mr. SLEEMAN: To help the Treasurer,
I want to pave the way to enable him to
improve his finances by moving an amend-
ment that will have the effect of altering
the seetion in the parent Act. I move an
amendment—

That the following paragraph be added to

the clause:—*“{c¢) By omitting paragraphs
(a) and (b).”’

If the amendment be agreed to, the effect
of it will be that clubs who canduct bicycle
races, pedestrian or whippet races, and so
on will have the same privileges as those
who follow what is known as *“the sport of
kings.” It should not he the right of any
individual following horse racing to be able
to bet more than it should he the right of
those attending any other form of sports
meeting. 1 hope the Premier will accept
the amendment because it will increase his
taxation receipts by bringing in money
from many other avenues that are closed at
present,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member’s
amendment i3 so framed that its purpose
will be to increase taxation. That being
s0, I shall have to rule it out of order.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: The object of it is to
make room to get extra taxation.

[ASSEMBLY }

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
proposes to insert a new clause to amend
the Second Sechedule, and he desires to do
it by striking out paragraphs (a) and (b),
which deal with betting tickets. It ap-
pears to me he could achieve his object hy
inserting a new clause, but on the other
hand he would be increasing the tax. The
Second Schedule defines betting tickets
tax: (a) within the grandstand enclosure
of any meiropolitan or goldfields race-
ecourse, 2d.; (b) elsewhere within the
grounds of a racecourse, 15d. The hon.
member’s amendment would have the ef-
feet of striking ont those paragraphs, and
if they are struck out and the proposed
new clause is inserted, the effect will be
to increase the tax. It will also alter the
effect of the Bill to a great extent because
it will bring in street bookmakers and
others. Thus, as it will alter the principie
of the Bill as desired by the Government,
I cannot acccpt the amendment at the pre-
sent stage.

Mr. SLEEMAN: If you rule that my
amendment is out of order, I will move to
strike out the whole of the clause. It will
then at least ensure that all sections of
the community will have fair treatment.
At the present time we permit bookmakers
ta frequent racecoures, which is illegal, and
we have the authorities practically saying,
“"Go for your life, so long as you pay 2d.
in the enclosure and 14d. ountside on every
ticket you hand out.”’ That is unfair. If
T am not permitted to assist the Treasurer
to get in a little more money by bringing
in those people who are at present outside
the scope of the Bill, then let us wipe out
the lot and put them all on the one foot-
ing. We should be as fair as we can and
make the Bill apply to all, whether the
betting be on pedestrian races, whippet
races, the gallops or the trots. I move—

That the clause be struck out.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member’s
amendment is & direct negative; he can
vote against the elaase.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I claim it is not a
direet negative. Iff it were, I would be
voting for the retention of the 2d. and the
146d. as sagainst the 3d. and the 1d. By
striking out the clause we wipe out the
whole lot with one stroke. That is not a
direct negative.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not auite get
what the hon. member desires. The amend-
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ment appears fo me to be a direct negative
and I see no reason why I should put it to
the Committee.

Mr, Willeock: He is dealing with the
schedule in the parent Aci.

The CHAIRMAN: He can only deal
with something that is in the Bill

My, MUNSIE: With all due respect to
you, Mr. Chairman, I think you have made
a mistake by saying that the proposed
amendment is a direet negative. The clanse
we are discussing is an amendment of the
Second Schedule of the principal Act, and
the hon, member wants to amend that sche-
dule by striking out all reference to 2d.
and 144, He cannot vote against the
clanse and get the amendment that he de-
sives.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
has moved to strike out the whole of
Clause 2.

Mr. MUNSIE: No, only part of the
Second Schedule of the priniepal Act.

The CHAIRMAN: We can only deal
with this question as it is. If the hon.
member desires to insert other words, I
can take the amendment, but he has moved
50 far that we sirike out the whole of
Clause 2 as it appears in the Bill. If he
intends to insert other words, we ean get
over the difficulty.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I wunderstand the
hon. member desires to strike out all the
words after “amended’’ in the second line
of the clause. He could strike out
“‘amended’’ as well, and insert in its place
“deleted.”” 1f he does that he will get ex-
actly what he wants.

Mr. SLEEMAN: That ought to get over
the difficulty. I move an amendment—

That all the words including and after

‘‘amended’’ be struck out, with a view to
inserting in lien ““deleted.’”

All sections of the community wil! ihen he
placed on the same footing. It will not
matter then whether they are followers of
the king of sport, or supporters of bieyele
riding, pedestrianism, or whippet racing,
which is the poor man’s sport. If it is
wrong to bet on a bieycle, pedestrian, ov
whippet race, it is wrong to bet on gallop-
ing or trotting horses. All sections should be
treated - alike. As the Premier will not
assist me to bring them all in as a revenue-
producing part of the community, and put
them on an equal footing, I submit tle
amendment. :
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The PREMIER: I hope the Commitice
will not agree to the amendment. What the
bon. member wants is that everybody be
allowed to bet anywhere, any time, and at
any place.

Mr. Sleeman: I don’t want anything of
the kind; I ask that that remark be with-
drawn.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has
taken exception to the Premier’s statement.

The PREMIER: I withdraw ii, but the
hon. member wants people to be able to
bet on whippet races and everything else.
He says he wants to increase the revenue
by the issme of stamped tickets to bhook-
makers who bet in streets and shops.

My, Sleeman: I never said anything about
betting in the streets, and I will not have
the Premier saying that I did.

The PREMIER: Well, I am very sorry.
I do not know how the hon. member is
going to inerease the reveune if he does
not apply the proposed law to those people
who bet in the streets. He said he wanted
to treat all people alike. The hon. member
said the sport of kings should not receive
any more consideration than whippet rae-
ing. Does he object to people who bet on
racecourses, and have done so for years,
notwithstanding the Gaming Acti  Street
betting and shop betting have been objected
tu for years.

Mr. Willeock: As regards sirveet betting,
the objection has only been fo people ob-
structing the traffie.

The PREMIER: I am told that one street
bookmaker has paid a total of £800 in fines.
I hope the police will succeed in getting
that kind of betting stopped. The amend-
ment should not be carried.

Mr. J. H, SMITH: I oppose the amend-
ment; at the same time I appreciate the
frankness of the member for Fremantle.
He would give full power to bet in the
street or elsewhere on anything whatever.
I do not know that T appreciate the Pre-
tmietr’s boldness in proposing this taxution.
The hon. gentleman must have got on the
Attorney General’s blind side to induce him
to agree to something thet the Gaming Aet
makes utterly illegal. Further, the pro-
posed tax is a sectional tax; and that is
not right. People who bet in a manner that
is described as legal, although it really is
illegal, are already taxed; and the taxation
on them is to be inereased. Nearly all of us
are inclined to bet. Here the proposal is
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to tax only the registered bookmaker. W2
believe in the sport of kings and the utility
borse, but there is a proposal to prevent
people from visiting racecourses. 1f the tax
is imposed, very soon there will be no racing.
Every bookmaker who operates on the race-
conrse contributes largely to the revenne
of the country, while the bookmaker
in the city pays only when the police pounce
upon him. Once shop bookmakers are
recognised or legalised, people will not visit
the rucerourse, People go there only be-
cause as regards betting they have a certain
amount of proteetion on the racecourse.

AMr. H W. MANN: I cannot support the
amendment. I realise the Treasurer’s seri-
ous position, espeecially as the field of taxu-
tion has largely been taken from him. There-
fore he resorts to taxation which he would
not have recourse to in ordinary times.
However, the Bill seems to have been hur-
riedly drafted, and without a realisation of
its effects. Probably 60 per cent. of the
people who go to the racecourse go there not
to see horses run, but to take part in the
gambling phase of the meeting. They think
they have a hetter chance of winning by
going to the racecourse. So seriously do the
racing clubs view the operations of the city
bookmaker that some time ago they placed
an embargo on visitors to a course leaving
it before the coneclusion of the meeting.
Even though the proprietors of conrses
stopped Press representatives from tele-
phoning information to their journals, still
the informatiom reached city and ecountry
bookmakers. The Premier will treble the
results from the tax if he makes it applie-
able to all persons carrying on the ealling
of bookmaker. Country members know the
extent to which betting prevails in country
towns. Some owners to-day back their
horses to win £3,000 or £4,000 without in-
vesting 2 penny on the racecourse.  They
distribute their money to be put on all over
the State.

Mr. Willeock: And they pay no tax.

Mr. H W. MANN: That is so. The
Premier is not an fait with the operations
of betting. I have a knowledge extending
over many years of the operations of book-
makers. The imposition of this tax will be
a further heavy burden on men already
taxed heavily-—bookmakers operating on
racecouTses.

The Premier: Stop them all!

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. H. W. MANN: The Premier would,
I think, be wise to report progress and con-
sider the drafting of a new clanse.

Mr. Panton: All the starfing priee book-
makers will have to be registered.

The Attorney General: No. Licenses will
be issued.

Mr. H. W. MANN: The starting price
bookmaker would be ecommitting an offence
if he did not purchase stamps for betting
tickets at the Treasury in the same way as
the racecourse bookmaker does now.

Mr. MeCallum: Is your idea to let the
street bookimakers earry on, but to tax them?

Mr. H. W. MANN: No; I would not let
them carry on; but while they carry on they
should bear a share of the tax burden.

Mr. McCallum: Why should any distine-
tion be made?

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. H W, MANN: Before tea it was
suggested that if we were to collect a tax
from bookmakers operating in the ecity, to
some extent we would be licensing them.
That is not the position in England, where
the bookmakers have to pay a betting dnty
of 2 per cent. on the racecourse and of 3%
per cent. outside the racecourse. The Eng-
lish Aect, passed in 1926, definitely lays it
down that the payment of this duty does not
render lawful the operations of the book-
makers. Passed by the House of Commons,
the English Act has heen operating since
1926, so I think we conld well give it some
consideration. I suggest to the Premier
that, rather than increase the tax on men
already heavily tazed, he should extend the
tax to all persons carrying on as hookmak-
ers, of whatever class. There are men con-
dueting starting-priee betting shops who are
very reputable persons, highly respected in
the community. I do not know that shop
betting is a very serious offence after all.

Mr. Willeock: It is just as serious as the
selling of liquor on unlicensed premises.

Mr. H W, MANN: No, the effect is not
the same at all.

Mr. Willcock: Both are outside the law.

Hon. W. H. MANN: There are many
things outside the law which are not egual
in seriousness. I hope the Premier will
reconsider the Bill and extend the tax to all
persons operating as bookmakers. The
Premier finds it necessary to increase his
revenue, and I will support him in doing
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that, but I think the Bill shonld be more
equitable, and extend over all bookmakers,
rather than be restricied to the few operat-
ing on racecourses.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The member for Perth
and I are trying to achieve the same resulf,
although going different ways about it. I
think the hon. member is on the right track,
and I hope the Premier will report progress
aud afford us an oppurtunity to draft some-
thing which will meet the views of both sec-
tions. The Premier and the member for
Nelson would make it seem that I advoeate
street betting. That is not so. I do not
believe in street betting, but I regard the
betting laws of this conntry as entirely lop-
sided. A man following hicyele meetings or
pedestrian meetings has just as mueh right
to a small bet as a man who follows horse
racing. 1 am prepared to withdraw my
amendment if the Premier will report pro-
gress so that we may draft something which
will be aceeptable to all parties.

Mr. ANGELO: This nfternoon the mem-
ber for Geraldton said that everybody must
realise the serious financial position of the
State. Surely, then, even members opposite
can see that we must balance the ledger some-
how, and that it cannot be done without
sume inercase in taxation. If, as has been
said, during the elections the Premier
promised that there would not be additional
taxation, I am sure he was referring to addi-
tional taxation on industry and production.

Mr. Kenneally: That is too thin.

Mr. ANGELO: There is nothing in the
Bill putting a further burden on production
or industry.

Mr. Cunningham: Why single ont one
section of the eommunity for inereased tax-
ation?

Mr. ANGELO: The Premier has not done
that. What he is saying is that if we must
have extra taxation, it must be taxation on
pleasures and Iuxuries, Both in Vietoria
and in South Australia, Labour Premiers
are imposing additional taxation.

Mr. Cunningham: This is in keeping with
your policy of eclass legislation.

The Premier: No; everybody has a right
to bet.

Mr. ANGELO: The Federal Government
are now proposing to tax ten—a necessity.
Members here will agree that if it 18 neces-
gary to raise additional taxation, it should
not affect the breakfast table. The tax
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proposed in the Bill is one we should all
agree to.

Mr. Cunningham: Your Government is
desperately hard up against it.

Mr. ANGELO: We are all custodians of
the State’s finance, and so we are all hard
np against it.

Mr. Cunningham: Is that why you want
to tax the bookmaker?

Mr. ANGELO: I should say tax the pie-
tures, but unfortunately the Federal Gov-
ernment have captured that avenue of tax-
ation. If the Premier requires -additional
taxation—as he does—bhe should exploit
every avenue of hixury and pleasure; then,
if it is necessary to go still further, we will
have to agree to it

Mr. Cunpingham: In which direction will
you go further?

Mr. ANGELO: In the course of time,

‘pmbab]y, some other braing from one side

of the House or the other will be able to
avolve some other methods of raising money.
There appears to be very little chanee of
controlling starting-price bookmakers. T
should like to wipe out that class of bet-
ting, but if it is impossible, let us do the
next best thing and make tbose people pay
the tax. I shall not promise to support
any amendment until I have heard further
argument, but the suggestion of the mem-
ber for Perth is worthy of consideration.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I ask leave to withdraw
my amendment because the member for
Perth might offer one that will be accept-
able to all parties.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. HEGNEY: T oppose the elanse for
reasons given by the Premier in moving the
second reading. He said the Bill was for
revenpe purposes. He told us that the reve-
nue derived from this source last year was
£6,800, and that this year he expected to
get £10,000. Then he went on to say that
there were few avenues of taxation still
open t¢ kim, but that he wounld not be sorry
if he failed to get a farthing of revenue
from betting tickets or winming bets. If
his object is to eliminate betfing on race-
courses, he should be honest and bring down
a Bill for the abolition of horse racing. Ac-
cording to the Premier, that is his inten-
tion.

The Premier: Of course it is not.
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Mr. HEGNEY : Nothing else can be read
into the Premier's words.

Mr. BROWN: The mesasure is designed
not to abolish gambling, but to assist thd
State's finances. The Premier is to be com-
mended for proposing a tax on luzury in-
stead of on indnstry. Probably more than
haif the money to be wagered on the Mel-
Lonrne Cup will be wagered outside the
rucecourse,

Mr, Panton: No matter where the bet is
made, provided it is with a registered book-
maker, it will be subject to taxation.

Mr. BROWN: Of many bets the Govern-
ment will have no knowledge, I fail to see
any reason for opposing the Bill.  The
member for South Fremantle twitted the
Country Party with having no opinions of
their own. There was no justification for
that statement. If Labour were in power

at present, the need to introduce additional .

taxation would be just as pressing.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member must confine his remarks to the
clause,

Mr, BROWN: Additional revenue is re-
guired.

Mr. McCallum: Why did you tell ‘the
people it was not required?

Mr. BROWN: The financial position has
altered considerably in the last few menths.
When the elections were held, no one
thought that the present stringeney would
be experienced. Can the Opposition sug-
gest any more equitable taxation than this?

Mr. MeCallum: You said there was plenty
of money in the Treasury and proper man-
agement was all that was needed.

Mr. BROWN: As soon as the Premier
took charge, he found there was nothing in
the Treasury. The hon. member and his
colleagues took good care to spend every bit
of it before leaving office. If the member
for Perth moves an amendment that will
have the effect of wringing in more revenue,
I shall support it.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I oppose the clause.
There is a limit beyond which taxation ean-
not be snecessfully aprlied, and the existing
tax has reached that limit. The Premier
seems adamant with regard to increasing
taxation on one section of the community.
The sectional bug scems to be in his blood.
He is showing a partieular aptitude for
selecting sections of the community for

[ASSEMBLY.]

taxation. W were told tkere would be mo
additional taxation this session. I led a
deputation to the Premier asking for taza-
tion to raise funds that work might be
provided for the unemployed. The Pre.
mier replied that he would not im-
pose additional taxation te provide em-
ployment; he was going to get through
without any additional taxation whatever.
That was not whilst he was on the hustings,
making elaborate promises to find work
for all withont additional taxation; it was
after he had been on the Treasury bench
for some time. When it is a question of
finding additionnl revenue to balanee the
Budget in a few moments he does not hesi-
tate to inflict additional taxation. He in-
dicated he did not want additional revenue.
I will take him at his word and oppose this
Bill. There is a tendency to turn up onr
eyes in horror at the thought of licensing
all bookmakers. I wonld point out that
some of our thoroughfares are so crowded
at times with throngs of people engaged in
gambling that others can scarcely get by.
Any system that will overcome that trouble
will be hetter than one which will permit
it to continue. It appears from the Notice
Paper that it is proposed to get in taxes
on all kinds of gambling, with the sole ex-
ception of starting priee betting.  The
Government seem te think that if they tax
the starting price hockmaker, the man who
gets these crowds together, it will appear
like giving him permission to conduet sueh
business. So it is that so-called legal Det-
ting on racecourses will be subject to an
additional tax, whereas betting off the race-
course will be exempt. If we are going to
tax horseracing at all, we should tax every
braneh of it. During the elections members
opposite made no reference to any such
legislation as this. When zpeaking at Nor-
tham in January last Sir James Mitchsll
said it might be asked where he wa= to get
the money, and the answer was that the
Treasury was receiving sufficient money at
present to provide work for everyune in ihe
State. He went on to say that what he had
done before in providing work for the un-
employved he could do azain.

Mpr. Marshall: Has he not done it?

Mr. KENNEALLY : He has, he has done
it all in, What a sorry spectacle the Pre-
mier affords {o-night.

The Premier: If I were anything like you
I should he sorry for myself.



{28 OcronEr, 1930.] 1343

Mr. KENNEALLY: By the introduetion
of this very legislation the Premier is offer-
ing a kind of apology for the statements he
made.  On the ground that this is elass
legislation, that the Premier declared there
was sufficient money to provide work for
all, and thirdly, because of his reply to the
deputation which asked him to provide addi-
tional inecome taxation in order that work
might be found for the unemployed, I shall
oppose this clause.

Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.

Received from the Counecil and read a
first time.

BILL—EDUCATION ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Returned from the Counecil with an amend-
ment.

BILL—STAMF AOT AMENDMENT
{No. 3).

Second Heading.

Debate resumed from 21st October.

MR. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) ([312]:
This Bill deals with two principles; firstly,
as the Premier stated, of allowing second
mortgages to be registered exempt from
stamp duty, in order that the Agrienltural
Bank may make further advances to set-
tlers, and, secondly, with the stamp duty
on shares transferred. There is no great
objection to the first part of the Bill, al-
though it is another instance of Parliament
going out of its way to assist the agri-
cultural industyy. It is often said that Par-
liament does very little for that industry.
As, however, this measure will bencfit it, as
well as people who desive to take advan-
tage of Agricultural Bank advances, I shall
raise no objection. The second part of the
Bill deals with ihe transfer of shares. The
Premier seeks to make permanent a prowi-
ston dealing with the amount of stamp duty
to be paid. The original duty was 10s. on
every £100. This has hLeen renewed each

vear for the past fowr or five years.
The Stamp Act of 1921 provided that
the duties should continue until 1924; from
then on they have been renewed every year.
I do not think the imposition of this tax
is in the best interests of Western Austra-
lia.

The Premier: Youn did not interfere with
if.

Mr, WILLCOCK: I did not have suffi-
cient time to make inquiries to inform my-
self regarding the ineidence of the taxa-
tion and its effect.

The Premier: That is rather thin.

Mr. WILLCOCK : If the Premier will be
patient for a eouple of minutes, I will tell
him why. The Bill has the effect of charg-
ing more for stamp duty on the transfer
of shares than is echarged in any other State
of the Commmonwealth. It means that com-
panies that normally would be regisiered in
this State, do not effeet registration here be-
cause of the effeet of the stamp duty.

The Premier: No. :

Mr. WILLCOCK: But I say “yes,” and
1 know.

The Premier: But the Bill does not in-
crease the impost,

Mr. WILLGCOCK : No, but the faet that
the incidence of the stamp duty on share
transaciions here is more than double that
of the amount charged in any other part
of Australia, means that publie companies
hesitate to register in Western Australia.
The stamp duty in Vietoria is 1d. on the
transfer deal; in South Australia the duty
is G6d. on £10 or H5s. on £200; in New
South Wales it is 9d. on £10 and 7s. 6d. on
£100. In Western Australin the Premier,
by the Bill, seeks to make permanent a
charge of 2s. on £10 and what 1s equivalent
to 20s. per £100.

The Premier: That is the stamp duty to-
dav.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Yes, and I say the
impost is too high in comparison with the
rates operating in the other States.

The Premier: But the Bill will not in-
crease what has been charged for years.

Mr, WILLCOCK: But it will make per-
manent what has been enacted year after
year.

The Premier: That is in regard to {rans-
fers of land, not shares,

Mr. WILLCOCK: The charge on the
transfer of shares is double what is charged
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in any other State, and the Premier seeks
to perpetuate that higher rate. 1 hope he
knows that much about his Bill; I presume
he does.

The Premier: At any rate, we are not in-
ereasing what has been chmiged for years.

Mr. WILLCOCK : No, but as the Premier
himself said when he moved the second
reading of the Bill, he seeks to make per-
manent a temporary increase in the stamp
duty that bas been re-enacted annually.

The Premier: But that applies only to
the transfer of land.

Myr. WILLCOCK : If applies to the trans-
fer of shares too. I have the Stamp Aect
before me and it sets out that the duty on
the transfer of serip and share certificates
shall be 2s. Gd. on £25. The Bill will make
that ¢harge Js. and make it permanent. The
Premier cannot get away from that fact.
The Bill will impose taxation considerably
higher than that operating elsewhere 1in
Australia. It will be four times as much
as in South Australia and 150 per cent.
more than is levied in New South Wales.
The effect of the legislation has been for
companies to register outside of Western
Australia, although they normally would
have been registered here. That has a det-
rimental effect on the introduction of eapi-
tal in Western Australia. It costs people
more to deal in shares in Western Austra-
lia than it does in any other State. That
is one of the reasons why the Swan Brew-
ery, which is purely a Western Australian
eompany, doing all its business in this State,
is not registered in Perth but in Melbourne,
On all transactions in the transfer of Swan
Brewery shares trom one person to another
stamp duty is involved, but is not paid in
Western Australia. The payment is made
in the Eastern States, and this State re-
ceives no benefit at all, The existing legis-
lation has a serious effect in another direc-
tion altogether. Residents in Western Aus-
tralia who possess a considerable number
of shares in a company registered outside
Australia, die from time to time, but no pro-
bate duty on their estates comes to Western
Australia, but is puid to the State in which
the company is registered. I do
not wish to mention any names,
hut I know of one man who held a parcel
of 20,000 or more shares in the Swan Brew-
ery, which were worth about £100,000.
That man livel for most of his life
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here and had all his interests in Western
Australia. He died in this State but be-
cause he held shares in the Swan Brewery
that were registered ouiside the State, the
whole of the probate duty on his pro-
perty, which amounted to at least £10,000,
was paid in Victoria, and not in Western
Australia.

The Premier: I know of that instance.

Mr. WILLCOCK : There are many simi-
tar instances. The Swan Brewery is an old
company, and a lot of old Western Austra-
lians hold shares in it. As those people
die and pass on their property to their
beneficiaries, the whole of the probate duty
which, in ordinary circumstances, would
have gone to this State, will be paid to
Victoria, Somewhat similar conditions
exist with rveferenee to the Western Aus-
tralian Bank, which was amalgamated
some time ago with the Bank of New
South Wales, Under the amalgamation
seheme, the shares were registered in Syd-
ney and Melbourne. Thus a considerable
number of shares held locally have been
transferred to registers outside Western
Australia. One reason for that is that if
persons desire to deal in shares they will
vot he muolet to the extent of one per
cenf. as in Western Australia, and the
buyer and seller will have to pay eonsider-
ably less in stamp duty on sales made out-
side this State.  The comparatively small
amount that the Premier anticipates eol-
lecting as a result of the stamp duty on
the transfer of shares in this State, will be
nothing like what he could collect op the
shares in local eompanies if they remained
on the Western Australia register and
their owners died, with the result that pro-
bate, too, would be collected hy the Gavern-
ment, Almost all the original shareholders
and many of the present sharcholders have
invested a fair amount of money in these
institutions and as vears gov by they will
die. People generally do that.

Mr. Angelo: Tt is the last thing they
do.

Mr. WILLCOCK: With the share list
transferred to Victoria for registration, it
means that all the probate duty involved
in the extates of so many Western Austra-
lians will be paid in other States and not
in Western Australia itself. That will be
detrimental te Western Australia.

The Premier: Tt has heen going on for
years.
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Mr. WILLCOCK: T know that. I am
not quibbling; I am merely pointing out
the effect of the existing position and the
necessity for a thorough inquiry regard-
ing the ineidence of the tax and the effect
it has on the registration of companies. If
it means that we are losing the money I
have indicated, we should re-consider the
imposition of the double stamp duty.
There have been many instances of people
desiring to invest money in this State, but
the fact that stamp duty has been so high
has led to the investment of their capital
elsewhere. [f a person desired to invest
capital and there were two companies of
equal merit, cne registered in Western Aus-
tralia and the other in Vietoria, it is ob-
vious that the investment would be made
in the Vietorian company and not the loeal
eompany hecause the investor would have
to pay £1 for every £100 invested here, as
against 2d. or 3d. for every £100 invested
in Vietoria. In these ecireumstances, we
are losing capita! that would otherwise be
invested here and in addition we lose the
probate duty. I know of instances of
people who have definitely refused to in-
vest their money in Western Australia be-
cause of the stemp duty. There was one
instance of a2 man who was drawing a
fairly large pension in Western Australia,
but happened to be living in the Eastern
States. Having received all he had and his
pension as well in Western Australia, ho
desired to invest some of his money here
and sent instructions to a Perth broker ae-
eordingly. When he was told that the
stamp duty of one per cent. would have to
be paid on the money he invested here as
against 2d. or 3d. in Vietoria, he refused
to pay the larger amount here and his
money was invested elsewhere. I know of
a number of individnals who Sent letters
across with a view to buying shares in
companies in Western Australia, but when
informed of the ineidence of the stamp
duty, refused to do so. I have already re-
ferred to a maen who had large amounts to
invest, but one firm of brokers that I have
in mind was not able to indieate ome in-
stance in which his investments were made
in Western Australia.

The Chief Secretary: There were other
reasons too.

Mr. WILLCOCK: That may have heen
s0, but it is peculiar that out of the con-
giderable number of investments that par-
ticular gentleman had, not one of them was
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made in Western Australia. Those who in-
vest in shares are keen business people and
naturally they would not invest here in view
of the lighter imposts levied in the Eastern
States. Other instances could be quoted.
I have friends in the Eastern States who
wrote to me with a view to securing ghares
when Peter’s ice cream shares were avail-
able in Perth. Those people were interested
in the company’s operations in New South
Wales and desired to extend their holdings
by buying shares in Western Australia.
When I informed them of the amount
off stamp duty, those people did uot
invest their money here. The effect of the
stamp duty has been to drive capital ont of
Western Australin or to prevent its invest-
ment here. The probate duty phase is a
very serious wnatter and in one instance re-
presented at least £7,000 or £8,000. Thus
we are losing not only stamp duty, but pro-
bate duty as well. I do not think we should
impose this additional tax permanently. It
was introduced in wear time, and it
was  not justified even them, Tt was
required because of the circumstances of
the period. It was introduced tempor-
arily, and as soen ag times improved, recog-
nising the injustice of the impost in com-
parison with the duties existing in the other
States, it was expecled that it would be re-
moved. Instead of being removed it has
gone on year after year, The Premier now
seeks to make this permanent as far as the
impost on share transfers is concerned. This
is doing the State harm, and he will be well
advised to ask an officer of the department
to make an investigation to aseertain the
extent of the harm that is being done. If
the Premier ean satisfy himself that because
of the incidence of this tax, we are losing
the investment of eapitsl in Western Aus-
tralia, I am sure he will agree to make thae
legislation, in regard to the transfer of
shares, somewhat uniform with that which
exists in the other States. The amendment,
which will impose & doty of 1s. on each £5
transaction in shares, will be generally ap-
proved. One must agree with that hecause
it enables 8 man who wants to effect a small
transfer to do so at a minimum of expense.
At the time of the issue of Peter’s shares,
parcels of 18 were allotted and people de-
sired to buy a few more to consolidate their
holdings and they were obliged to pay as
much duty on the transfer of one, two or
three shares of small value as they would
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have bad to pay on 25 shares. By faeili-
tating the transfer of small pareels, the
Premier is giving relief to those who wani
to build up their holdings. Mining shares
we know, are exempt from stamp dunty to a
great extent.

The Premier: A penny.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Yes; that does not
make very much difference. From what I
have heard from various sources, the State
is losing money because of the inecidenee of
the tax. I urge the Premier to have in-
quiries institufed. Not much expense will
be involved, and if, as I have said, it is
found that the State is being affected defri-
mentally as regards the investment of capi-
tal, he will be well advised to reconsider the
incidence of the tax.

The Premier: You were in office for six
vears, and did not alter it.

Mr. WILLCOCK : There are many things
that one finds out after six years of experi-
ence.

The Premier: Did you get your experi-
ence only yesterday?

Mr. WILLCOCK: No. I said when the
Premier introduced the Bill that if would
pay to make inquiries, because certain mat-
ters came under my notice only a few
months back. T am not now in the position
to order any investigation so that the true
facts may be ascertained. Any Government,
on being made aware that they are losing
revenue through the incidence of a certain
tax, should conduet an investigation. I re-
peat that the revenue of the State is suffer-
ing by the incidence of this tax.

MR. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [8.35]: It is
indeed gratifying to hear what sounds like
a very helpful suggestion from the oppos-
ite side of the House, and if the Bill goes
through this House as it is, I hope the
Premier will have the subject investigated
before the Bill reaches another place. I
feel certain the member for Geraldton has
made full investigations, and if the Premier
is satisfied that the information the hon.
member has given to the House is correet,
it will pay the State to conduct an inquiry
into this particular impost.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. A. L. Davy—West Perth) [837]: 1
must confess that I am not very mmeh im-
pressed with the sincerity of the eriticism
of this measure, which has come from the
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member for Geraldton (Mr. Willcock) who
for six years was in a position that quali-
fied him to understand what he spoke about
to-might. Yet year after year he supported
the tax which the House is asked to re-
impose to-night. I had hoped that this
session we would not have had any carping
eriticism designed to hold up business.

Mr. Willeock: It has not been carping
eriticism.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I think it
has been. All the House is asked to do
to-night is to re-impose conditions which
have been in existence ever since 1921.

Mr. MecCallum: You sare making them
permanent,

The ATORNEY GENERAL: This tax,
which we are now asking the House to pass,
was imposed in 1921, and has been re-im-
posed yvear affer year. If the imposition of
the tax for nine years does not make it suf-
ficiently permanent to again enact it subject
to repeal by Parliament, I eannot imagine
what would make it permanent. The object
of the Government in making this a substan-
tive law, instead of a law which has to be
repeated every year, is simply to save the
time of Parliament, and the cost of printing
and other expenses inecidental to the intro-
duction of the measure. Surely, when a
messure has been imposed year after vear
fou nine years, the time has arrived to make
it permanent until Parliament is prepared
to remove it altogether.

Mr. Angelo: How long is it since the
eompanies that were mentioned by the hen.
member were registered?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Swan Brewery Company was registered, I
suppose, 30 or 40 years ago. That is a Vie-
torian company, and ever since I have had
a knowledge of the affairs of Western Aus-
tralia, it has been & Victorian eompany. I
believe, too, that that was where it was
originally registered.

Mr, Willcoek: Your information is in-
correct.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
think it is, The Swan Brewery Company
is a Melbourne company.

Mr, Willeock: We know it is now.

Mr. Willeock: It is a purely Western
Australian company registered in Mel-
bourne. It has no interests outside West-
ern Australia.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The com-
pany was born in Victoria. The eompany
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is at least 30 years old; it may be older.
I guite agree with the hon. member that
becanse the imposts in Western Australia
are heavier than those in the other States,
we are losing capital. The fact that in-
come fax in Western Ausiralia is heavier
than in Vieforia has induced some people to
invest their eapital in that State.  The
member for Geraldion perhaps has in mind
the same person ahout whom I am think-
ing; le sends his money where it will pay
least taxatiom.

Mr. Willcock: But he has to pay also if
he is domieiled here.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If he
sends capital to Victoria to be invested
there, he pays in Victoria.

Mr. Willeoek: He pays a ecertain amount
in Vietoria, and a certain amount in this
State.

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL: He docs
not pay one penny in Western Anstralia.
If a man pays income tax on income de-
rived in Western Australia, nof income
earned in Vietoria, and if a man is suf-
ficiently indifferent to the welfare of West-
ern Australia to send his eapital out of
Western Anstralia for investment in Vie-
toria, he will pay no income tax in West-
ern Australia, not one penny.

Mr. Willcock: You are not right.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
right.

Mr. Willcock: Ask the K.C. to give us
his opinion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: My
friend the K.C. will agree with me that
you only pay income tax in Western Aus-
traliz on income earned or derived in West~
crn Australia. That is the law.

Mr. Kenneally: And it does not matter
what the K.C. says. '

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1 know he
will agree with me, A man in Western
Australia ean avoid paying income tax in
Western Australia by sending all his eapi-
tal ont of the State and investing it abroad.

Mr. Willeock: If the rate he pays in the
other States is lower, there is a provision
that he pays some tax here.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There is
no snch provision.

Mr. Willcoek: I am assured there is.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Then do
not accept someone else’s assurance.

I am
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Mr. Willecock: If we impose a tax on
carnings gained in another country, we will
get into {rouble.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We im-
pose A tax on citizens who live in Westerm
Australia and who enjoy the protection that
Western Australia gives them.

Mr, Willeoek: I do not think we had
better enter into a disenssion on the mat-
ter,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Certainly
there is considerable trath in what the mem-
ber for (eraldton says; that the lower w:
ean keep taxation in Western Australia,
the etter will it be for attracting
capital. But I do say that any attempt to
oppose the Bill before us does not sound
to me very sincere, especially from one
who has supported the imposition of the
tax for so muny years. It may be that the
hon. member, hefore he became a member
of the previous Goveranment, opposed the
tax, but in the six years I have heen here
he has supported its reimposition session
after session. Jt does not seem to be a rea-
sonable thing to oppose the Government
that are now bringing in this tax, particu-
larly as it does contain one element of re-
duetion, that is, the reduction of the amount
of tax on share serip.

Question put and passed,

Bill read a second time.

In Committee,

Mi. Angelo in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to,

Clause 2—Amendment of Second Sche-
dule:

Mr., WILLCOCK.: The Atforney Gene-
ral's remarks were ungenerous, and did not
reflect the spirit in which I eriticised the
Bill. I did not even oppose the measure.
I merely thought a little helpful eriticism
would be acceptable to the Government. I
think you youtrself, Mr. Chairman, in fol-
lowing my remarks expressed appreciation
of the spirit in which I spoke.

The Attorncy General: I am sorry I mis-
understood you.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The cases I had in
mind ocenrred not so long ago. While a
member of the Government I had not the
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opportunity to espress my views on the
subject, and eonsequently no inquiry was
made. This evening I merely wished to
suggest that the Government detsil an offi-
cer fo investigate, and that then, if it shounld
be found that the State is losing money, the
matter should be set right,

The PREMIER: I will look into the mat-
ter as suggested by the hon. member.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3, 4, 5, Title—agreed fo.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted,

BILL—STAMP ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 21st Oectober.

MR. McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
[8.51]: The Stamp Aet Amendment Bill
(No. 1), which was dealt with earlier in
the sitting, referred to inerease of incidence
of an existing tax. This Bill proposes an
entirely new tax, and thus represents a fur-
ther display of the Government’s determina-
tion not to keep their election pledge not
to increase taxation. The previous Bill
doubles a tax; this measure imposes a new
tax—a tax on sweep tickets. The Title,
however, does not indiecate the full scope
of the measure. The definition of “sweep
ticket” ineludes—

any ticket, eard, paper, slip or other article
intended to be cvidence that the holder
thereof has purchased a ticket in or paid
money into a sweep and is entitled to partici-
pate in the drawing of such sweep.

That is an all embracing definition. It will
inelude every little raffle or art union in a
church bazaar or gouse club or cricket or
football club, up in the North or in any out-
back district. All ahike are to be taxed
under the Bill. The measure will be diffienlt
and costly of administration, because the tax
is to he paid first. A society at Wyndham
wishing to raffle an article must first pur-
chase ticket stamps at the Treasury; or
the tickets must be sent to Perth to be
stamped, and then returned to Wyndham.
Those undertaking the raffle muwst run the
risk of forfeiting their preliminary outlay
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before they go om with the project. As
regards the big sweeps on the Caulfield and
Melbourne Cups the Government have missed
the bus. 1 do not induige in gambling—
there is too mueh Secoteh blood in me—
but T understand that some of these sweeps
comprise 50,000 tickets, It means that
stamps for the 50,000 tickets have to be ob-
tained at the Treasury beforeband. That
involves a large outlay. Sweeps are gene-
rally run by people who are hard up. The
Children’s Hospital sweep now being con-
ducted consists of 50,000 tickets, and there-
fore 50,000 stamps will have to be bought
at the Treasury before the sweep can be run.

Mr. H. W. Mann: I think eredit would
be given.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Not aceording to the
terms of the Bill.

Mr. H. W. Mann: Then we would have
to borrow the money from the Govermment
first.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Under the Bill, any-
one found selling or buying an unstamped
sweep ticket wounld be liable to prosecution.
The system proposed appears to me cum-
bersoite and such as will invelve hardship.
How would a cricket elub or a church out-
back get on if desirous of running a2 raffle?
The Bill sets out a wrong scheme, involving
almost prohibitive expense to eharity
workers. To rope in all the little rafles and
sweeps is altogether unnecessary. The see-
tion that handles more sweep money than
any other section of the community will not
be touched at all by the Bill. I refer to
Tattersall's, for instance. TUnder the Bill
tickets in Tattersall’s ean easily escape tax-
ation. The man collecting money here for
Tattersal’s in Tasmania could easily evade
the provisions of the measure. And that
is the quarter in which the measure is sup-
posed to exact big returns. As was sug-
gested by interjection while the Premier
introdueed the Bill, Tattersall's tickets in-
stead of being bought here would be pur-
chased direct from Tasmania: and it would
be diffienlt to trace everything coming to
persons here through the post. Thus a
coach and four could be driven through the
Bill as regards the large source of income
that is anticipated. There is not much
doubt that that will he done, and from the
very commencement of the operation of the
measure. What need is there for bringing
in all the petty raffles and lotteries and
gweeps run in connection with social fune-
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tions and sporting clubs or to assist de-
serving cases? That is carrying taxation
to extremes. A man who has heen out of
work for a long time, whose home is in dis-
tress, whose family is in want, nowadays
frequently raffles some of his chattels in
order to raise money. Under the Bill such
rafles will have to be taxed; application
will bave to be made to the Treasury, and
fickets will have to be stamped in advance,
I feel this is taxation run mad, this com-
ing down to these trivial little things to im-
pose a penalty upon them. We should not
be foreed to get down to such pettifogging
methods. And where the Bill does aim at
bitting the big money, where a considerable
amount of money is going out of the State,
the Bill will not touech it. So I cannot see
that the Bill is one that should commend
itzelf to us at all, I do nof think its in-
cidence is fair, or that the scheme of the
Bill is right; T do not think it is possible
of adminis{ration, and I am sure that the
further we get awuy from the metropolis, the
greater will be the diffieculty and the greater
will be the penaltly imposed. I suggest it
would be hetter for the Government fo have
another look at the subjeet and examine the
probable effects of the Bill. Then, per-
haps, they will come to the conelusion it is
not worth wasting the time of Parliament
over.

MR. PANTON (ieederville) [9.2]: Of
all the taxation proposals the Government
have brought down, this is the most remark-
able. It is proposed to tax local sweep tic-
keis at Id. per half-crown or part thereof,
and to tax at 3d. tickets in sweeps conducted
ontside the State. The two prineipal sweeps
conducted outside the State are those known
as the Golden Casket and Tattersalls. As
the member for South Fremantle said, the
Government will receive very little revenue
from those two sweeps. For the Bill pro-
vides that the sweep tickets have to be sub-
mitted to the Taxzation Commissioner for
stamping, or, alternatively, that the seller
of a ticket had to be given a receipt on
which, of eourse, he will pay the tax. Surely
members on the Government side are not
so unsophisticated as to helieve that people
will pay that 3d. on each ticket.

Mr. Munsie: Sixzpence! It is 3d. per
half-crown or part thereof.

Mr. PANTON: That is right; it will
mean 6d. per ticket. Tt will be the easiest
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thing in the world to dodge the tax by
sending to one of the sweep agents in the
Eastern States for the required tickets. 1
do pot indulge in many Tattersall tickets,
for I cannot afford it

Mr. Kenneally: You have to balance the
budget. .

Mr. PANTON: Yes, the wife sees to it
that I do that.

The Minister for Railways: One wounldn't
get his ticket any cheaper by sending to the
Eastern States for it.

Mr. PANTON: If you go inte a shop
to buy a Tattersall's ticket, you get, not tha
ticket, but a receipt for your money. Your
money is then sent across to the Eastern
States, and the ticket is returned from head-
quarters to you direct. So all that one has
to do is to send over direct to a sweep agent
in the Eastern States, and so dodge the tax
here.

The Minister for Railways: To beg'n
with, it would cost 4d. for pestage.

My. Munsie: But you have to pay the
pestage now.

Mr. PANTON: If the Minister wounld
ge along to-morrow and purchase a sweep
ticket, he would immediately acquire all
the information he is trying to get
now. As I say, the revenue the Government
will reecive from tickets and sweeps ecom-
ducted outside the State will be very small
indeed. As to local sweeps, in the first place
one has to get the permission of the Com-
missioner of Police to run a sweep; and
from my experience in obtaining such per-
mission, I ean say the sweep has to be for
some object other than a personal one. So
we e¢an assume that the majority of sweeps
run in this State are run for charitable pur-
poses. Surely the Government are not so
hard up that they are going to tax charity!
That is what it means. For every sweep
ticket np to half a erown there will be a tax
of 1d., even though that sweep is being run
for a charity, whether it be the Children’s
Hospital, the Institute for the Blind, the
Braiile Society, or any other similar institu-
tion.

The Minister for Railways interjected.

Mr. PANTON: After I have finished, the
Minister can tell us where it is not going
to be done.

The Minister for Rajlways: The Trades
Hall is not a charitable institution.

Mr. PANTON: It is, or it was, so fa= as
the hon. memher was concerned. It starved
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him out, which was the greatest charity it
ever did. So the Minister does not want to
say too much about the Trades Hall, which
was So good to him. If the Trades
Hall wants to run a sweep which is not for
charitable purposes, the Commissioner of
Police can refuse permission. TWhen
one gets permission from the Commissioner
of Police to run a sweep, he then has to take
his sweep tickets to the Taxation Commis-
sioner to be stamped. Suppose it is to be
a 50,000-ticket sweep. The promoters of
the sweep will take those tickets to the Com-
missioner, pay him the amount represented
by 50,000 pennies, and the Commissioner
will stamp each ticket, But anybody with
experience of running sweeps knows that in-
variably a large number of tickets are re-
turned. I should like to know from the
Premier what is going {0 happen if 30,000
of the tickets are returned. Is there going
to be any rebate?

Mr. Marshall: Yes, you will get a refund.

Mr. PANTON: How do you know that?

Mr. Marshall: The Treasurer is sure to
be nice about it.

The Attorney General: You get a refund
on any stamped document which is not used.

Mr. PANTON: This is an extraordinary
Bill. 1t simply says you shall present your
tickets to the Taxation Commissioner and,
on payment of the amount assessed, he will
stamp the tickets.  There is no provision
whatever for a return of any part of the tax.
If it is intended fo make a rebate on unused
tickets, let us have it in the Bill and so make
sure of it. The most extraordinary clause in
the Bill provides that any member of a
police force, or any officer authorised by the
Commissioner of Stamps, may require any
person baving or believed to have in his pos-
session, custody or power, any sweep tickets
for sale, to produce such sweep tickets for
ingpection. That means that if a man hap-
pens to walk into Watsons-—who communi-
cate with Hobart—to bny a packet of cigar-
ettes and is walking out again, he may be
aceosted by a policeman who will take him
aside with the remark, “I have reason to be-
lieve that you have a sweep ticket. T wan*
to see it.”

Mr. Parker:
at Watsons.

Mr. PANTON: It does not matter what
shop you may be coming out of, if you are
suspected of having a sweep ticl_ret in your
pocket, under the Bill any policeman will

You cannot buy cigarettes
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have the right to say, “Empty out your
pockets and let us see whether there is a
stamp on your sweep ticket.”

Mr. H. W. Mann: That clanse provides
that the officer must have special authority
in writing.

Mr. PANTON: Ii does not say he must
have written authority to go down the street
and pull up Harry Mann; it only means
that he must bave authority in writing to go
about his duty. Then he ean pull up any-
body he ecares to, just on the authority of
his having reason to believe that that person
bas in his pocket a swaep ticket, Fancy the
member for Perth, a suspicious-looking char-
acter, coming out of a tobaceonist’s shop;
any policeman might reasonably believe that
he had a sweep ticket. It is carrying the
law too far to give any policeman the right
to pull up anybody coming out of a shop
and demand to see his sweep ticket. In-
dead, under the Bill the policeman will have
the right to enter the shop, or even to pull
up in the street anyone who, he has reason
to believe, is selling a sweep ticket which
is not stamped. What is going to be the
result if the Bill becomes law? For many
vears past there has been a clamour about
the number of sweeps that are run in Perth,
and continual complaints have been made
about s0 many persons taking up positions
in the streets of Perth and selling sweep
tickets. One ean easily econceive that if
under the Bill the Government receive any
substantial revenue from loeal sweeps, the
incentive will be to grant permission for
the running of as many sweeps as possible.
If this is to be purely a revenue-producing
measure, the member for (Graseoyne will be
one of the first to protest. Only the other
night, immediately after the Leader of the
Opposition sat down, the hon. member was
on his feet telling us how wives and daugh-
ters and sweethearts would be offering up
prayers for the Leader of the Opposition
over the starting-priee betting. I venture
te say the starting-price bookmuakers are not
half the menace that these sweeps will be,
if this is going t{o be made a revenue-pro-
ducing measure; for it will mean that the
more revenue is derived from sweeps, the
more sweeps will be permitted. Then, in-
stead of the sweeps being so many per an-
num, we shall have two or three per month
hy various organisations. I hope this is
not going to be made & vevenue-producing
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measure, because there is in the Bill nothing
prescribing proper eontrol of sweeps. There
15 no conirol of sweeps to-day, once the
permit is granted. All that is necessary
13 to give an undertaking that a balance
sheet will be submitted to the Commissioner

of Policee. We all know what balance
sheets are. 1t is very vasy to get over the
matter. 1f we are going to have a tax ecol-

lected on the sweeps, surely there should be
tn the Bill some measure of control I
hope the Bill will not be passed at all, but
1 am more eoncerned abouit what the mem-
ber tor South Fremantle terms the smaller
try. I live in the district of Leederville
which has over 9,000 electors. It is a work-
g man’s centre, but the position there is
typical of that in other suburbs. Organisa-
tions of every description are runming 1uf-
fles and art unions to assist the people who
unfortunately are out of work. The sub-
branch of the Returned Soldiers’ Leagne
have an amelioration fund. There are only
two methods of securing money to assist
comrades who are down and out through
war wounds, one being Poppy Day and the
other the running of raffles and art unions.
The Leederville sub-branch conduct at least
one a month. They have one rummning to-
day, 14d. tickets for a £1 prize, If this Bill
beecomes law, each of those tickets will have
to pay a tax of 1d. The object of the raf-
fla iz to obtain money to purchase Christ-
mas toys for the children of returned sol-
diers who zre out of work. Yet the Gov-
ernment impose 1d. tax on each of those
1d. tickets.

My, Wilson: Is the ticket only 1d.%

Mr. PANTON: My Scottish friend knows
I am only half Scotch. Yet I am Secotch
enough not to pay more than 1d. Had the
tax been in vogue, I could unot have taken
a ticket. Tf the Governmeut are so hard
up as to demand 1d. tax on sweep tickets,
let them agree to a limitation. There are
hundreds of men in the I-eederville district
out of work, and almost every day loeal
committees are raffling pieces of furniture
valued at £9 or £10, or a £5 nofe, with the
object of assisting the unemployed, for whom
the Government were going to find work.
As the Government have not found work
for them, they should let the people who
are trying to relieve distress continue their
raffies. I shall oppose the second reading
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but if the Bill reaches Committee, I hope
the Government wiil accept an amendment
to limit the tax to prizes exceeding £10.
Much distress will be caused if the Govern-
ment tax every pettifogging little raffle or
art union, especially at the present june-
ture. 1 bhope they will agree to the £10
limitation and so not interfere with litile
raffles such as I have instanced, and I hope
that the wide powers to which I tave taken
exception will not be granted.

MR. EEGNEY (Middle Swan) [9.19]:
This Bill is very cumbersome., Most of
the organisations which have conducted
sweeps in this State have been smail bodies.
Some larger ones have been in evidence such
as the Returned Soldiers’ League, the Ugly
Men’s Association and the Perth Trades
Hall, hut many small organisations have
run sweeps for charitable purposes, includ-
ing hospitals. It is quite altruistic to as-
sist, country hospitals to liquidate the debts
on their buildings tbrough the medium of
sweeps. Under the Bill, stronger orgonisa-
tiong might be able to put up the amount
requited by the Commissioner of Stamps.
If the tickets cost 1s., and 50,000 tickets
are issued, the amount required to be de-
posited before sales are permitted will be
£200 6s. 8d. In addition, the promoters of
the sweep will bave to find preliminary ex-
penses, such as printing and advertising,
costing about £100. Consequently, before
the promoters cou)d start selling tickets they
would have to find some £300. Very few
organisations would be in a position to do
that. Tf the second reading of the Bill be
carried I shall move some amendments which
I think will make the provisions of the
measure more aeceeptable. For the collec-
tion of entertainment tax, bonds are issmed
to the pieture companies and payments are
made at the end of each week. Picture
companies do not have to purchase the
stamps in advance, buvt are permitted to
take put bonds for the payment of the
tax. Somewhat similar procedure could be
adopted in respect of sweeps which would
obviate the heavy initial expense. The
money could be colleecred within seven days
of drawing the sweep and the Commis-
sioner would be assured of getting the reve-
nue due to the Government. Even after the
promoters c¢btained permission to conduct a
sweep, it would be possible for the Com-
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missioner of Police to prevent its being
held. If a bond were given guaranteeing
payment of the tax, the promoters should
be exempted from interference by the pol-
ice. Otherwise, the promoters of a sweep
might expend £200 in the purchase of
stamps for £50,000 worth of tickets and
then be prevented by the police from con-
dueting the sweep. That acinally happened
in one instance in this State. On the race-
courses the totalisator is recognised as a legal
instrument for collecting the tax, and there
is no reasen why ihe precedent so created
should not be applied under this measure.
Many of the provisions of the Bill are cum-
bersorne and will binder the promofion of
sweeps., Many sweeps are promoted and
applied to worthy objects such as to build-
ing a Trades Hall, to assist hospitals, and
to finance the aectivities of the Returned
Soldiers’ League and the Ugly Men's Asso-
ciation. I am mnot a gambling man, but
rmost people patronise sweeps, and there is
no reason why we should discourage them
from purchasing Is. tickets and taking a
chance. If the Government are determined
to push the Bill through, I hope it will he
considerably improved in Committee.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [9.26]:
In dealing with this, another measure to
impose taxation, it is worth recalling the
utterances of members on the Government
side regarding the need for reducing taxa-
tion. Practically without any break in the
whole of the evening’s proceedings we
have been considering measures for iim-
posing increased taxation.

Mr. Sleeman: And there are more to
come.

Mr. MARSHALL: That 15 so. Members
on the Government side will not get away
with that as lightly as they expeet. I am
determined to remind them of their obliga-
tions, of the promises they made to the
electors on the hustings, and of the manner
in which they have violated those promises
so soon safter being raturned to power
Hardly a member opposite did not promise
the electors that, if the Labour Party were
displaced, he would support a reduction
of taxation, That was the cry of almost
every member, not excepting the member
for (Gascoyne. 1 happened to pass through
his electorate on more than one oceasion
and J know his oftitude at that time. In
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variably members misled the electors by
stating that they would reduce taxation.
Yet now they are supporting a variety of
measures, all having the one object of in-
ereasing taxation. The Minister for Rail-
ways was one of the leading lights in
promising reduced taxation and no inter-
ference with the wage-earners’ standard of
living. Yet be is a member of the Govern-
ment who are slashing as deeply as possible
into the conditions and pay of the workers.

The Minister for Railways: For auld
lang syne.

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. member
bas worn every politieal c¢oat and has so
often looped the loop politically that he
can afford to be humorons at the expense
of the party that first gave him political
birth.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not in the Bill
The hon. member wmust stick to the Bill.

Mr. MARSHALL: This measure has
been drafted in a particularly crude way.
XNo regard has been paid to the extensive
ares over which it will apply. FEven if it
appiied only to the city, it would be hard
enough. There are philanthropic and char-
itable organisations removed many 'hun-
dreds of miles from the city that are en-
deavouring to support some loeal charity
or some humane cause. Under this Bill,
if sueh organisations run raffles, sweeps, art
unions and so on, with the desire to raise
a few pounds for the worthy object in
view, they must first submit everything to
the Commissioner for Stamps. They may
desire to raffle a £1 note, but before selling
a single ticket they would have to send
the books down to 'be stamped. The Com-
missioner would have power to hold them
until the amount of the stamp duty had been
met. Everybody connected with sueh art
unions or sweeps wounld be severely handi-
capped. Many religious organisations use
vaffles as a means of raising a little money,
but they have no money in hand at the
begmning.

Mr. Sampson: Do they get it when the
raffe is finished?

Mr, MARSHALL: The hon. member is
anite comfortahly off. He can get out hix
cheque book and write & cheque for a sub-
stantial sum. These organisations cannot
do so; they merely pay the prizes offered
when the tickets are sold. TUnder the Bill
they will be unahle to do that. The Com-
missioner for Stamps must be paid before
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any tickets are sold. Hospital committees,
returned soldier commitiees, social commit-
tees and others, will sometimes be com-
pelled to find as much money, before they
get it in from the publie, as they will ulti-
wately get from the sale of the tickets.
The Government seem to have taken ieave
of their senses. The Premier has frequently
criticised the Federal Government, and
said they were tariff or taxation mad. His
attitude since he became Premier is a
thousand times worse than that of the Fed-
eral Government. The man seems to have
become panicky as to how he will raise
snfficient revenue. In every measure
he brings down he is scooping some-
thing out of the pockets of some sec-
tion of the community. He does it
without compunction, notwithstanding the
solemn promises he made on the hustings.
No regard has been paid for the possibility
of all the tickets stamped not being sold.
One would assume from the Bill that every
organisation ran a sweep in such a fashion
that every ticket printed was disposed of.
It makes no provision for exemptions or
refunds for unsold tfickets. They must be
paid for in advance, and if only two-thirds
of them are sold, fhe money still has to be
paid.

My, Parker: A refund is provided for in
the principal Act.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Bill makes no
reference to it.

The Attorney (eneral: 1t is merely an
amendment to the prineipal Act.

Mr. Munsie: There is nothing in the prin-
cipal Act dealing with stamps on =weep
tickets.

Mr. MARSHALL: I can only discuss the
Bill as it is presented to us. T have a great
deal of contempt for the Government, owing
to the manner in which they are tryirg fo
raise money, Their taxation proposals are
erude and ill-econsidered. Every church
committee must submit its raffle proposals
to the Government before any headway can
be made with them.

Mr, MeCallum: Even a raffle for a pair
of ducks.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, or a goose club
pafle. All will eome under the Bill. The
Premier must have had that in mind when
he framed it. All these taxation Billa have
been framed in a haphazard manner, and
presented to the Chamber in the hope that
thay would go throngh.
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Mr. Parker: Do you inclade the Egg Mar-
keting BillY

Mr. MARSHALL: That might have done
some good for the commpunity if it had
been plagced on the statute-book.

Mr. Angelo: Can you suggest any that
would help us along?

Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon.
member to speak to the Bill hefore the
House.

Mr. MARSHALL: I am going to vote
against the second reading, and will atternpt
to amend the Bill in Committee. I regret
the Government have adopted this petti-
fogging manner of raising money. They
are chasing the smallest seetions of the com-
nunity—those who are attempting to help
others and te finance iheir own organisa-
tiens, Even these are picked out in pre-
ference to companies or combines that ara
paying fairly large dividends, or newspaper
companies and others that are paying 15
per cent, on the capital invested. These go
unscathed. Insurance companies and banks,
which made millions during the war, go un-
molested. Churches and returned-soldier or-
ganisations, or other bodies of people who
get together to help in uplifting the com-
munity, are to be brought under the Bill.
It is almost beyond eoncepiion that a Gov-
ernment should desecend to this level in order
to rake in a few pounds.

MR, SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [9.40]: I
cppose the Bill. T well remember the Pre-
mier, sitting in Opposition, when the ex-
Minister for Health brought down a lot-
tertes Bill, saying that it reminded him of
the song "Another Liitle Drink Won’t Do
U's Any Harm.” I mght say, “Another
liitle sweep won't do us any harm,” or “An-
other little iax won’t do us any harm.” The
Government could raise more money, and do
so in a better way, than by taxing sweeps
that are conducted from ountside the State.
1t is proposed to tax Tattersall's and the
Golden Casket tickets at the rate of 64d. each.
If the Government desire to raise money
through gambling proclivities, seeing that
they have sunk the prineiples they had a
few years ago, when the Minister for Health
of that day desired to raise money for hos-
pitals by means of a lotteries Bill, they can
well go a step further. We all remember
how that Bill was opposed.

The Minister for Works: We supported it.
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Mr. SLEEMAXN: T have here in “Han-
surd” the remarks of the Premier, when
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr., SPEAKER: The hon. member had
hetter address bis remarks to this Bill

Mr. SLEEMAXN: The Premier opposed
the measure. Most members now on the
Government side had prineiples at stake.
Thev held it was wrong to raise money for
the support of hospitals out of gambling.
Instead of taxing sweep tickets, the Gov-
¢rnment eould run a lottery within the State.
This would enable them to raise more money
than by the means suggested, and to keep
all the money raised within the State. Many
thousands of pounds go out of Western
Australia for investment in Tattersall's
tickets and in the Golden Casket. If my
suggestion were adopted, the Government
would raise double the amount they other-
wise wounld do. The Premier wants money;
let him take this means of getting it. A
State loitery would provide work for a
number of people, and considerable funds
for revenue purposes. The Golden Casket
is a means of raising a great deal of money
for the hospitals in Queensland, to
which people in this State are contributing.
Tt is now suggested we should tax those
tickets instead of Tunning our own lot-
tery. There is no mneed fo tax the
smaller sweeps that are run legitimately for
charitable purposes. They are assisting to
carry out a duty which is really the fune-
tion of the Government, in that this in-
volves assistance to hospitals and charities
generally. Local committees are constantly
at work getting in money by means of
sweeps and art unions. TUnder the Bill
sweeps will be taxed although they are help-
ing in a really good ohject. I hope the Bill
will he defeated. Tf the Government want
fo vaise money by taxing sweep tickets. let
them start a lottery of their own, but they
should allow charity sweeps to go untouched.

ME. MUNSIE (Hanpans) i[9.43]: I
oppoese this Bill on principle,

Mr. H. W. Mann: You are not very con-
sistent.

Mr. MUNSIE: I am. Some 5% years
ago I brought down 2 Bill to legalise State
lotteries, the proceeds from which were to
ma towards the upkeep of hospitals. I re-
member the furore that arose outside in cer-
tain quarters concerning the legalisation of
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gombling. Before the Bill went to another
place, the agitation was sufficient to eause
several members to twist and vote against
it, aithough they promised definitely to sup-

port it,

Mr. H. W, Mann: You cannot blame us
for that.

Mr. MUNSIE: . The Government have

brought down a Bill to raise revenue out of
lotteries and sweeps, by means of a tax. Are
they legalising this form of gambling? Will
the stamping of these tickets by the Com-
missioner mean the legulising of a lottery
or lotteriest If so, the Government are
missing a golden opportunity to raise
money. If it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to legalist lotteries and such-like
schemes, let them do so openly, and run a
lottery themselves. 1 honestly believe the
Attorney General would say the Bill will not
legalise gambling or sweeps. Therefore I
am opposed to the Government introdueing
a Bill to colleet u tax derived from
illegal sources, The member for Perth
(Mr. H W. Mann) says I am in-
consistent. I am nothing of the kind. If
the Government will introdues a Bill to
legalise lotteries to be run in this State, I
will support it. T believe they could seenre
the passage of such a measure. On the
other hand, to place before us a Bill that
will tax pettifogging little rafles is the
height of absurdity. The member for Mur-
chison (Mr. Marshall) was too lenient when
ke spoke about taxation run mad. I could
hardly imnagine any Government introducing
such legislation as the Government have done
this session, and yet being afraid to legalise
lotteries. The worst feature is that dealt
with by the member for South Fremantle
(Mr, MeCallum). The Government will get
nothing from the very sweeps and the very
people from whom they expecl to get most
ol the tax. The Bill as drafted will mean
that any person buying a ticket in Tatter-
snll's sweep in a shop in Perth, will have
to pay a tax of 9d., not 6d. The Bill pro-
vides for a tax of Jd. for every half-crown
or part thereof, and that will mean that on
a ticket taken in Tattersall’s or the Golden
Casket, for which 6s. 3d. has to be paid,
the purchaser will have to pay an addi-
tional 9d. The person issuing the ticket
will require to have a hook of stamped re-
ceipts, and to issue a receipt for the money
paid. People will not pay 9d. for thogse
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tickets. The eharge of 6s. 3d. to-day covers
the necessary postages. I could apply dir-
ect to Tattersal's at Hobart by sending
across exactiy the same amount. It would
be necessary only to buy a few tickets and
then the amount saved would cover the
price of another ticket. Western Austra-
lians are not going to pay the extra 9d.;
they will apply direct to Hebart and get
their tickets themselves. I do not know
what the object of the Government is. They
will not derive the benefit they anticipate
trom smaller sweeps. Personally I do not
think it was the intention of the Gvovern-
ment to provide that tickets would have
to be stamped for raffies at church bazoars
when a eushion was being disposed of.
Surely they nrever intended that the pro-
moters of such a rafle eould not conduct it
without having a book of stamped tickets
from the Commissioner of Taxation. That
is what the Bill provides, and it is abso-
lutely absurd and ridiculous. I do not know
what the Government have been thinking
about in introducing legislation that leaves
the matter so open. I will vote against the
second reading of the Bill, and I hope hon.
members, regerding the measure as it stands,
will not waste any further time by allow-
ing the Bill to reach the Committee stage.
It is impossible to make it workable with-
out re-drafting ii. 1 hope the House will
reject the Bill and force the Government
to introduce something more reasonable.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. A. L. Davy—West Perth) [9.50]: There
are one or two points that have been raised
that I would like to answer. As regards
raffles, I do nof think the Government desire
to touch tiny wundertakings of that descrip-
tion.

Mr. Munsie:
. means.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It may
do so, but the Government do not desire
anything of the sort. Another point relates
to overpaid stamp duty. That refers to in-
stances where books of tickets, on whick
stamp duty has been paid, are not used.
That is already provided for in the parent
Act and it is a common thing for duty so
paid to be refunded. Section 15 of the Act
deals with various headings under which
stamp duty paid can be recovered. I takn
it there would be no diffieulty in securing a

But that is what the Bill
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refund when tickets unsold were returned.
A further difficulty mentioned was in re-
spect of sweep money that would have to
be put up, and which might prove a drain
on the resources of the promoters, If a hig
sweep was promoted with, say, 50,000 tick-
ets, the distribution would spread over a
long time, probably two or three months.

Mr. MecCallum: They have to be dis-
tributed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not the
whole of them at once.

My, Panton: Probably the whole lot would
be sent out in a fortnight, and there would
be no return from them until about a fort-
night before the draw.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If there
is that difficulty, the Government will be
pleased to receive suggestions from hon.
members. Opposition members seem to have
had more experience in these matters of
sweeps and racecourses than we on the Gov-
crnment side can pretend to have.

Mr. Panton: Your side deals in shares;
our side has to indulge in cheaper luxuries.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: May be
so, but I have noticed some hon. members,
on the rare ocecasions I have visited race-
courses, walking about with an air of
familiavity with their smrroundings. T have
noticed some hon. members with that air of
familiarity with their serroundings, and
calling the principal bookmakers by their
Christian names. Perhaps that was after
admission by presentation of our gold passes.

Mr. Munsie: We got to know them on the
suburban courzes. T have never been to one
of the courses in particular since the issue
of the gold passes.

Mr. Corboy: The cap must have fitted.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I shall
be pleaged to receive suggestions for the im-
provement of the machinery of the Bill, but
1 ask bhon. members who desire to move
ameéndments to have them placed on the
Notice Paper so that the Government may
have an opportunity to study them.

Mr. Munsie: I eannot do so.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I know
that the member for Hannans (Mr. Munsie)
is always inclined to be a little too emphatie
in his expressions, but I know that the mem-
her for Middle Swan (Mr. Hegney) and the
member for Leederville {Mr. Panton) do
not regard ihe Bill as so hopeless, and if
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they place on the Notice Paper any amend-
ments they desire to move, consideration will
be given to them. .

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

Ayes 22
Noes 18
Majority for 4
Ayps.
Mr, Angelo , Mr. J. I Mann
Mr. Barnard Sir James Mliichell
Mr, Brown Mr. Parker
Mr. Davy " Mr. Richardaon
Mr. Doney ! Mr. Sampson
Mr. Ferguson My, Scaddan
Mr. Grifiths | Mr, J. H. Smkh
Mr. Keenan . Mr. J, M. Bmlth
Mr. Latham | tr. Tborn
Mr. Lindsay Mr, Wells
Mr. H. W. Maunu I Mr. North
| (Telier.)
Noes,
Mr. Corboy . Mr. Munsle
Mr. Coverley Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney " Mr. Raphael
My, Keppeally ! Mr. Sleemsn
Mr. Lamond Mr. Troy
Mr. Lutey ! Mr., Wonsbrough
Mr. Marshall Mr. Willcock
Mr. BleCallum | Mr., Withers
Mr, Millington 1 Mr. Wilson
| (Teller)
Palgra.
ATES. NoEs.
Mr. McLarty Mr. Jehnson
Mr. Patrick Mr, Walker
Mr. Plesse Mr. Cuntingham

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1930-31.
In Committee of Supply.

Resumed from the 23rd October; Mr.
Panton in the Chair.

Department of Forests {Hon. J. Scaddan,
Minister).

Fote—Forests, £19,884:

MR. McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
[10.0}: There are some items that I think
ought to be explained, I understand there
has not heen a single order issued so far for
sandalwood this year, and according to the
figures given here the estimate is £14,000
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more. e are entitled to know whether
the Minister is anticipating that the
Upper House will pass the Bill that
they refused to pass for us last year. We
should know also whether it is expected to
get that £14,000 more when we are aware
there is no sandalwood cutting going on.
Then the Minister told us the other evening
it was proposed to dismiss workmen’s in-
spectors throughout the timber industry
because there was no work for them to do,
but the figures show that the department
expects to get £2,000 more by way of royal-
ties than they got in the previous year. Yet
we are told there is no work being dome.
The same thing applies to “Departmental,”
from which £2,000 more is estimated. We
are enfitled to have an explanation from the
Minister as to where the money is coming
from.

THE MINISTER FOR FORESTS (Hon.
J. 8caddan—Maylands) [10.3]: The hon.
member knows quite well, in regard to san-
dalwood revenue, that there is a egertain
amount carried forward from last vear
which it is proposed to take into revenue
this year.

Mr. MeCallom: If yon are permitted.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: We
hope we will he permitted.

Mr. McCallum: We were not.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: We
expect to be treated more kindly, I am
not answerahle for what was done in the
past, but in view of the existing position,
the hon. member will agree that we are
entitled to take that money rather than
allow it to remain in the fund where, on
the showing of the hon. membher’s own Gov-
crnment, it was neither practicable nor de-
sirable that it should remain idle. Another
place wonld not allow it to be taken into
revenue, hut the previous Government did
pot do badly out of it. They certainly did
better than we are likely to do this year.
I have already said that the revenue has
been held in the reforestation fund and it
is proposed to take it into Consolidated
Revenue,

Mr. MeCallum: What is the amount?

The MINISTER I'OR FORESTS:
Something over £30,000 aliogether. The
position with regard to sandalwood is a
little brighter than it was a few months
ago. South Australia has passed a Bill
somewhat similar to the measure passed by
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this Parliament two years ago. The ad-
joining State now has control over sandal-
wood taken from private property, and
only a certain portion is to be taken from
that source. We have heard that the market
is likely to improve, thongh not to the ex-
tent experienced in past years. There are
airly large stocks both here and in South
Australia on which rovalty has been paid
and collceted; but the sandalwood has not
been sold, and that will have to be removed
before we ean do much in the way of puli-
ing further wood. It is unfortumate alsc
that the exchange is very much against us.
The Mexican dollar is down to abont ls.
3d, as against the normal figure of 2s. 2d,,
whilst for many years it hardly got below
2s5. 6d. or 2s. Td. That will make it very
difficult to dispose of sandalwood at a pro-
fit., With regard to timber, the position is
not as bright as it might he. There are a
few orders coming forward for timber for
export. The Eastern States ure not tak-
ing the amount that they previomsly took,
but if they require this timber they must
have it. Imports from overseas have been
reduced, but as scon as the trade brightens
up this branch of it will hrighten up with
it.

Hon. M. F. Troy: Is there not a heavy
duty on imported timher?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS:
Yes, and there are certain types of im-
ported timber that even Western Australian
must obtain. Unfortunately, a lot is im-
ported that should not be introduced to the
State. It could well be replaced by some
of our own timber., We still experience a
diffieudty in getting architects in our own
State to realise that karri property seasoned
is as good for cerfain works as imported
oregon. Eventually I hope they will learn
the lesson. There is very little to say ahout
the Forests Department. It has been re-
stricted in its operations, largely because
of the lack of funds and the need at the
moment of living within its means. At the
same time we are finding as much money as
we can for the purpose of ecarrying on op-
erations, and when trade brightens we will
continue the magnificent work that has
been done from the point of view of
preserving our hardwoods, The world
requires hardwood and must get it, and
eventually we will find it has been
an advantage to maintain a part of
the State for the purpose of attending to
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the reproduction of bhardwoeds for the
foture. I am doubtful whether we will
actually reach the estimated revenue, though
I hope the brightening up of the position
will assist us in that direetion. There is
already evidence that orders are coming
from overseas, but I doubt whether we
shall actually reach tne estimate. Sandal-
wood revenue is assured, and it may even
be inercased for the reason that we are tak-
ing in the amount that was already earned.
At the same time nobody is going to be
better or worse off for the reason that the
money has been spent. We are not taking
in the actual eash, since it has been spent

and used. It is now only a bookkeeping
entry.
Mr. Angelo: Who spent it?

Mr. MeCallum: We did not.

Mr. Sampson: And when you got there
the cupboard was bare.

The CHATRMAN: Order! I will not
permit conversations o take place.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS:
‘Whether we will take in this amount de-
pends on permission being given us. We
will nat be affected from the point of view
of eash expended, but it will mean a trans-
fer. At the present time it stands to the
eredit of the reforestation fund. If the
suw is granted to us, it will he eredited io
revenue, but whether it will he received
into revenue the eash will not be there as
it has already been spent,

MR. MUNSIE (Hannans) [10.10]: I
should like the Minister to explain more
fully where he gets the £30,000 from that
is  supposed to make this revenne from
sandalwood so huoyant. If my memory
serves me correctly, for three or four years
the previous Government introduced a Bill
for the purpose of taking into Consolidated
Revenue & vertain amount of sandalwood
revenue which, without the Bill, would have
gone into a trust fund of the Forests De-
partment It was compulsory to pay £5,000
each year into that fund and last year
there wag, I think, £7,000 in the fund, and
naturally the then Treasurer introduced a
Bill to avoid paying the £5,000 into the
tund and to pay that money into Consolid-
ated Revenue. Taking the pericd of five
vears, the most spent from that fund was
£4,700, and as there was £7,000 in the fund,
it was not considered advisable Lo add to
it another £5,000. When the Bill went to
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another place, an amendment was moved that
made it impossible for us to proceed further
with the Bill. Consequantly, we had to
drop it, and thke whole of the money went
into the fund. The total revenue was im
the vicinity of £40,000 a year and if, as the
Minister says, there is now only £30,000 all
told, I cannot understand what portion of
the amount ir that reserve fund it is pro-
posed to take, or whether it is intended to
take the whole of the sandalwood revenue,
provided, of course, the Bill gets through
another place. While the Legislative Coun-
cil consistently refused us the right to use
that revenue, they may on this occasion
pass the Bill when it reaches them. What
[ want to know, however, is where the money
is coming from. Is the Minister going to
take the whole lot? If so, the amount will
be between £60,000 and £70,000.

ME. J. H. SMITH (Nelson) {10.13]:
On this oceasion the Minister appears to
be rather optimistic, more especially when
he informs us that there are two large sleep-
er orders practically out now. I know
scores of people who would be glad to hear
something abonut them. Dealing with the
sandalwood question, I undersiand that to-
day there is a large quantity stored, and
that the present Government have made an
advance to sandalwood merchants on what
is stored. Yet the Minister tells us that
wo are to have an increase of royalty.
In these times, when more than half the
mills in Western Australia have elosed down
and most of the sleeper cutters are out of
work, the Minister anticipates increased
royalty. What is the Conservator of For-
ests doing to-day, and doing with the Minis-
ter's consent? Robbing Peter to pay Paul.
The Minister for Forests also controls the
Railway Department, and the Conservator
of Forests has raised the royalty on piles
used within the State. I agree that we have
killed the goose that laid the golden egg as
regards export trade, but we are obtaining
increased royalty from our own State de-
partments. There is an anticipated increase
of nearly £3,000 in royalty for this year, If
the Minister eonld tell us that that monev
was to be got from an outside source, we
should all be highly pleased. Torestry is
holding up that development which s the
life blood of the South-West. Someone who
has developed a forest conscience comes
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along and tells us, “The world requires tiw-
ber, and therefore we must collect these huge
royalties within the State, thus promoting
afforestation.” No one blames the gentle-
man holding the position; it is the Act that
is wrong. The industry to-day is at the low-
est ebb, and the Minister is altogether too
optimistic in anticipating inereased royalty.
He cannot get it from the milling industry;
and if he proposes to get it from the Rail-
way Department, which he also adminis-
ters, where is the advaniage! The Forests
Department's scale of charges on the piles
used in the new railway bridge involves the
payment of £6 5s. for every pile used. On
top of that the Forests Departinent arve
charging one-third of £6 15s. for inspection
fees. The supplier of a pile, even if it is
condemned, has to pay the £6 15s. and the
third for inspection fees. It is all very
well for the Minister to say, “The world
requirgs our timber.” But even in Perth,
to-day is the day of steel and conerete. I
am authoritatively told that in England
and on the Continent whole terraces of
houses are being built without a stick of
timber in them. Xon. members should con-
sider the advisablene:s of repealing the For-
ests Aet altogether, We have 3,006,000
acres of land dedicated to forestry, and an-
other million acres, including some of the
best land in the State, controlled by the
Censervator of TForests. That fact should
make us wonder whether the Government of
the day and Govermments of the past have
been zane in their aetions vegarding for-
estrv. As to forest fires, at one time a fire
was never permitted to he lit in a forest.
Now the Forests Department have put pine
amongst karri and jarrah; and onee a fire
gets in, that will be the end of the forest.
I have spoken on this question for many
vears, and T feel inclined t¢ move a reduc-
{ion in the vote

MR. SAMPSON (Swan} [10.22]: On
this vate las: session I referred to the high
cost of kavrri and jarrah, particularly karri,
and to the fact that oregon is often cheaper
to purchase than our loeal timber. That
cireumstanee, no doubt, largely aecounts for
the popularity of the imported timber, added
to the faet that oregen is much easier to
work. Tt is a great pity that move bard-
woud is not required oversea, and it iz also
a great pity that hardwood is not avail-
able here at a lower price. It is interest-
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ihg to note lhat Governmenis may use up
trust funds withoui autherity. While the
Minister for Forests naturally desires that
these moneys shall be put in order, after all
the result is but a book entry. J should
like to seé greater co-operation hetween
the Forests Department and the Lands De-
pariment. The difienity of securing land in
timber areas is great, and many people de-
sirous of establishing orchards and gardens
in the hills distriets find it next to impos-
sible to do so.

The Minisler for Forests: Why?

Mr, SAMPSON: Diffienlties are raised
because of the land being retained either for
forestry or for other departmental pur-
poses.

The Minister for orests: There are
40,000 acres of land right alongside you.

Mr. SAMPSON: A friend of mine has
Leen striving to obiain a piece of land in
the Karraguilen distriet for many months
pask.

The Minister for Forests: How about the
40,000 acres on the Toodvay-read?

Mr. SAMPSON: The land must be suit-
able for the purpose. It must be gulley
land, or land with goed drainage. Unfor-
tunately, mueh of the best land is held up
for departmental purposes, mainly tor-
estry purposes.

The Minister for Forests: Where?

Mr. SAMPSON: In the Karragullen dis-
trict, and in many of the hills districts.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Practically the whole
of the South-West is held uo.

The Minister for Forests: Nonsense!

Mr. SAMPSON: The impression is grow-
ing that it is economically unsound to hold
up these areas for forest purposes. I am
jnclined to think that greater consideration
should be given to the subject. It is highly
important that those desirous of going on
the land should have the opportunity to se-
eure sufficient areas. T do not kmow how
long it takes for a jarrah tree to mafture,
but it is a very long time indeed. An
apple orchard would produce far greater
money returns than an area ten times the
extent devoted to the production of jarrah.
T realise that the Forests Act gives the
Government great power to dedicate Crown
Jands as timler reserves and so on; and I
appreciate the faet that the Forests De-
partment is, within limits, administered with
sympathy. Nevertheless it is extremely dif-
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fieult to secure land for orchard or gar-
dening purposes, and I hope that considera-
tion will be shown where it is possible to
secure land for such purposes. In these
very distrietz is ve be found the best land
for the production of apples, pears, and
other deeiduous fruits, as well at citrus.
Land suitable for citrus growth is limited
in extent, and where it is required for that
purpose the department should, I eonsider,
make it available,

MR, McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
[10.28]: I am surprised at the attitude of
the member for Nelson (Mr. J, H, Smith).
I have a lively recollection of being in his
district during election time, when he was
going about like a roaring lion Here to-
night he roars like & sucking dove. He told
his electors what was going to happen if
there was a change of Government. He
said that the South-West was held up with
timber reserves, and that he had Sir James
Mitehell’s assurance that if returned to
power he wounld release the huge territory,
the millions of aeres, held up by the previ-
ous Government from settlement for timber
teserves. All those millions of acres would
be thrown open for settleinent. Here is the
hon. member's time to speuk, on tlis vote.
We have heard him. What a different man
he is here from the man he was when seek-
ing votes! Where is his protest when the
Minister tells him that there is no hope of
getting the land released? The hon, mem-
ber makes no protest. He gnpports the
Qovernment. When out among the electors
he told them that a change of Government
would mean the throwing open of those
3,000,000 acres. Where is that assurance
now? What have his electors to say to him
about his promise and the undertaking he
gave? Where now are the roaring speeches
that he made in his electorate? Here he sits
quietly, with nothing to say, not even a pro-
test to offer. He apologises for the position.
‘When he is told by his own Government that
it would be unwise to throw open the timber
reserves, be has not a word to say by way of
protest. He sits there dummbh. There
is no roaring now, no throwing out his
chest, no waving of arms, no shouting from
the house-tops what is going to happen. The
hon. member sits there whipped, silent, un-
able to do anything, a blindly servile fol-
lower of the Government who, he said, wonld
earry out his ideas and give effect to the
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programume he submitted to his electors.
What is he going to do about it?

Mr, J. H, Swmith: T shall please myself.

AMr. MeCALLUM: The hon. member sits
there and takes it all without a protest. He
gets from his own Minister what he got
from the Labour Government. Yet now he
sits there as silent as a whipped kid, with-
ont a word to utter! He told his electors
that 3,000,000 acres of rood land were heing
held up: that the S8outh-West was stagnont;
that the Labour Government were against de-
velopment; that we refused to have the area
opened up. Now he has not a word to say!
He is allowing his electorate to become stag-
nant, and to remain stagnant. The hon.
member packed meetings and told them that
men could not get land. He told them that
some of the best land was held ap as timber
reserves, yet the land was not suitahble for
timber, although ideal for eultivation. Now
the hon. member fnces the same position to-
day. When the Minister adopts the same
attitude the hon. member has not a word to
say, no idea to put forth regarding what he
said was a necessary and vital issue. Hav-
ing won his seat in this House, that is the
end of it! I am pleased to see that the Min-
ister has taken a stand, and has accepted the
advice of experts and scientists who reported
on the future requirements and the prospeets
of the timber industry, When we were con-
fronted with eriticism, we told the electors
that we would have been false to our trust
had wo rejected the advice tendered to us,
and thrown the land open for setflement, I
am glad the Minister has endorsed the poliey
of his predecessors; in fact, that policy was
endorsed by Parliament itself. The policy
was really initiated by Sir James Mitchell,
and was put into legal shape by Mr. Collier.
That did not prevent the member for Nelson
from telling the people that he had the word
of Sir James Mitchell that if returned to
power, he would have the couniry thrown
open. Sir James Mitchell i3 in power, and
the land has not been thrown open. What
does the hon. member intend to do ahout it?

Mr. Corboy: They nobble him every
time.

Mr. McCALLUM: The hon. member has
been sent here to do his job. There is the
spectacle of the hon. member sitting in his
seat, with not & word to say.

The Minister for Lands:
enough for him,

You say

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. McCALLUM: I had enough to put
up with when I went down to his electorate.

The Minister for Forests: Moral, do not
go there.

Mr. McCALLUM: The main essential is
that the people should know the truth.
They shonld know of this deveption. I do
not hlame the Premier, because I de not
believe for one moment he ever made any such
promise. I told the people at Manjimup
that the member for Nelson was so very
clever that he sent gangs to the meetings
to question me.

Mr. J. H. Smith: On a point of urder.
I object to that statement. 1 packed no
meetings with gangs of men. I ask for a
withdrawal of that statement.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Nel-
son has taken exception {o the hon. mem-
ber’s remarks and I must ask that thev he
withdrawn. .

Mr, McCALLUM: I will withdraw the
word “gangs” and substitute the wond
“troops.” There is no question about the
hon. member having organised troops of
men who were sent along to a meeting,
becanse he had made some such statement
previously. It is as well that the people
should know the tacts, and that the forestrv
reservation is not a party issue at all. Any
Government sensible of their responsibilities
to the country would have to follow the
policy embodied in the sound, logical re-
port submitted by experts and scientists
who dealt with the guestion of future sup-
plies not only for overseas markets, but for
local consumption as well. I hope the elec-
tors of Nelson will be able to sam up the
hon member at his true value when he zoes
raving about the electorate, and roaring
about the 3,000,000 acres upon which the
future of the South-West depends.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Mr. Chairman- —

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. membher has
already spoken on the Vote, and he cannot
speak twice.

HON. M. F. TROY (Mt. Magnet)
[10.38]: There has heen some suggestion
of co-operation between the Forests and
Lands Departments, regarding land to be
utilised for forest and agrieultural pur-
poses respectively. There cannot be any
such co-operation because the respertive
policies are antagonistic, The Forests De-
pariment natorally desire reservations for
timber in various areas, and the best timber
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grows on the best land. The Lands De-
partment are eoncerned about securing the
best land for settlement because the hest
land provides the quickest and greatest
produetion. It will be seen, therefore, that
the interests of the two departments can-
not he harmonised. As Minster for
Lands, 1 found that T was up against the
Forests Department every week in my en-
deavour to make land avajlable in the
South-West. So long as the Foresis De-
partment desire timber, and the policy of
the State is that timber shall be reserved
not only for the overseas market but for
local consumption as well, there can he no
land settlement in the areas coneerned.
There is, however, one feature to which at-
tention could be given. In my opinion,
the Yorests Department claim land that
is not carrying any great guantity of
marketable timher. That land is claimed,
not so moch for the timber on it, but for the
growing of timber there in the future. I
know fairly good nreas in the South-West
that are timbered with red gum and jarrah.
It is magnificent eountry for agricultural
development, but the Forests Department
claim those areas, One or two karri trees
may be growing on them, and therefore
the Forests Department claim them as mar-
ketable timber areas. As a result, such
country is held up from settlement and ag-
ricultural development is handicapped.
The Minister might do something in that
respect. 1 agree with the policy of reserv-
ing all marketable timber for future re-
guirements, Dbecause our forests do not
cover & very large area. In fact, they
cover a small area in eomparison with our
general acreage. It will not be long, nnless
our forests are protected, before our tim-
ber reserves will disappear. At the same
time it is no use holding for forestry pua-
poses country that does not contain timber.
I advise the Minister to pursue a more liberal
poliey in regard to land suitable for agri-
cultural purposes, and that he might put a
curh on the Conservator of Forests, who is
always bungry for land. That is the only
way fo harmonise the conflicting policies
of the Forests Department and the Lands
Department.

THE MINISTER FOR FORESTS (Hon.
J. Scaddan—Maylands—in reply) [10.41]:
The member for Nelson (Mr, J. H. Smith)
believes that the Forests Department is
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holding up n large area of land m his dis-
triet.

Mr. J. H. Smith: I ean assure vou I bhave
50 applicants for it.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: At
the same time he does not really understand
that the Forests Department releases land
as soon as it is satisfied that it is of ne
further use irom the point of view of being
a profitable forest-producing area. JIf is
the practice of the department whenever
land has been cut over and is not suitable
for timber produetion on a profitable basis,
to make that land available for agricultural
purposes. Before this session closes I will
submit to the House an amending Bill to
provide that a fairly large area of land bhe
released from the State forests reservation
for the purposes of agricultural develop-
ment; and we will continue to do that. But
after all, our forests contain timber that
has been, and still is, of tremendons value
to the State. One would imagine that be-
canse our timber is preserved it is locked
up against the production of wealth. As
a matter of fact, during the last five years
our forests have produced wealth to the
value of £11,211000. That iz nof a small
item. The average per annum has been
£2,242,000, 1% is true that last year it drop-
ped to £1,600,000, but during the five years
we lave received an actual revenue paid
into Consolidated Revenue of £592,000. And
of the freights earned by our railways 1815
per cent. is paid for the haulage of timber
and firewood, forests products, which 1s
higher than the amount earned by the car-
riage of whcat. It is evidence that, after
all, our forests are worth something to the
State.

Mr. MeCallum: They provide the best
railway freights we have,

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: That
is s0. We arc not taking into account that
50 per cent. of our forest products are
sent outside the State and that the money
is brought irnto the State in exchange.

Mr. J. H. Smith: You charge a wharf-
age of 3s. 9d. on every load of timber that
goes away. That is not making it cheaper.

Mr., MeCailam: The people overseas pay
that.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: I
have said in the House previously, and T
repeat it, that every farthing increase in
the price we can get for an exportable com-
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modity, we orght to get it. We shonld get
the highest price in the world’s markets for
our timber or for anything else that we
produce. Let us sell cheaply to.our own
people, certainly, but let us get the highest
possible price overseas. Now I have shown
what value vur forests are from the point
of view of railway revenue, and I have
shown the amount direcily returned to
Consolidated Revesue; but I am not tak-
ing into account the value in wharfage duoes
paid by our timber chiefly through the
ports of Bunbury and Busselton. Apart
from that, there seems to be an impression
that the only really good land in the South-
Western Division is held up by the For-
ests Departroent for forestry purposes. Let
us examine that. It is just as well to make
these fizures known, for there was a South-
West conference recently and at that con-
ference the statement was made that all
members of Parliament were unanimous in
expressing disapproval of the forests pol-
icy of the State in what was termed hold-
irg up good agricultural land against set-
tlement. What is the actual position? We
have in the recognised South-West Divi-
rion 62,915,000 acres, of which 34,000,000
acres have been alienated, and mnearly
26,000,000 acres of Crown land are not
alienated.  And there are only 2,970,000
acres of State forests.

Mr. J. H, Smith: How far is it away
from the railways?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: It
cannot he very far removed, because in the
South-West the railways are pretty well dis-
tributed. But there i= less than 3,000,000
acres of reserved State forest in a total of
nearly 63,000,000 acres of land.  Yet so
many people believe that the only land that
can possibly be made available for agricul-
tural purposes is within that 3,000,000 acres
of reserved State forest, and nof in the bal-
ance of 23,000,000 acres.

Mr. Withers: The 3,000,000 acres are al-
most in one area.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: No,
the forest area is largely that portion of our
hills system, from about Wooroloo, down the
coast. But it is not held for forestry pur-
poses if it is more suitable for agricultural
purposes. Some of those areas mentioned
by the member for Swan are only short
vallexys in which we could plant two or
three orchards at most. Under a proper

{ ASSEMBLY.]

system of forestry we must have a per-
manent staff.  And those men eannot be
asked fo live on top of a rock. We place
them as nearly as we can in communities
where they can get reasonable facilities for
the eduecation of their children and reason-
able opportunities for produeing their own
requirements.  Land that is held by the
Forests Depariment is not necessarily held
out of agricultural cultivation. Our forest
officers have their little holdings, their own
gardens and their own cows, and all this
work is being done by those who are asked
to remain permanently in our forests. This
is all done on a system. It is not holding
up the land against settlement. We are
settling land wherever possible and to the
best possible advantage. In our forest aress,
particularly those areas adjacent to railways
that could be made available for agricultural
purposes if suitahble, almost every acre has
been classified, not only by Forests Depart-
ment officers, but by Lands Department offi-
cers, and the loadage has been fixed on the
plan to show definitely whether it is timaber
or agricultural country. Notwithstanding
what the hon. member said, the two depart-
ments have worked hand in hand and the
Fovests Department have not grabbed the
land.

My, J. H. Smith: They are working in
thorough co-ordination, I suppose!

The MINISTER FOR. FORESTS: There
have been times when the officers of the
Lands Department have asked for the re-
lease of land on which there was valnable
marketable timber and the Forests Depart-
ment officers have said, “Very well, we rea-
lise that you must have land. As soon as
the timber is cleared off, it will be made
available for agricultural purposes” We
have gangs of unemployed working on coun-
try which is snitable for settlement and will
be released from forestry, but at the mo-
ment it would be a scandal to permit setile-
ment to destroy the valuable timber. It
would be like destroying a wheat crop with
a view to growing a barley crop on the land
next year. The timber is a erop that ought
to be harvested, notwithstanding all the
agitation. Let me tell the member for Nel-
son that, as opportunity oeccurs, any land
sunitable for agrieulture and not required for
the use of the foresters will be released for
agrieulture, but so far as T am coneerned, it
will not be released unti* the marketable
timber has been removed. I think that is a
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fair attitude to adopt. Unfortunately, quite
a number of people have the impression that
there is only one method of ufilising the
land, and that is by destroying everything
nature has put upen it and growing some-
thing else in its place. That is not necessary,

Mr. MeCallum: A let of those who were
agitating took up land with timber on it,
sold the timber and left the land idle.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: There
is no doubt about that. Any quantity of
land would he taken up for the sake of the
timber on if, but we do not permit that.
Where there is marketable timber, we make
the ccndition that it shall be reserved to the
Crown. We remove the marketable tim-
ber. We have provided work for some of
the unemployed to eut sleepers in order that
the land might be made available, but Par-
fiament wouid not agree to reversing the
policy by permitting settlers to take up land,
regardless ot the value of the timber on it,
in order to give way to the agitation of a
few people.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Did they ever suggest
that?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS:
That would be the only way out. 1 invite
the hon. mewber to show me on & plan
blocks of land that might be made avail-
able for agriculture on which there is no
marketable timber or insufficient timber to
warrant us holding it pending marketing,
and I will promise to have the matter in-
vestigated speedily. Then if the case proves
to be as he states, I will wake the land
available. I do not wish to have land held
out of use. 1 am not going to be influenced
by the agitation of the South-West Confer-
ence to make available land on which there
is valuable t:mber, which timber would be
detrimental to settlement until it was re-
moved. A few people are claiming that all
the land is held up by the Forests Depart-
ment, but that is not so. In the whole of
the South-West we hold less than 3,000,000
scres as State forests, and of that a fair
proportion has been released and a fair pro-
portion has been utilised by the officers of
the department to establish decent comfort-
able homes in centres where public facilities
are avsilable,

Items, maintaining nursery, £75; inei-
dental, postage and telephone, £250; sta-
tinnery, £250; sandalwood, £500; travelling,
ete,, £250; freights and fares, £450; equip-
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ment, £50; liquidation of mortgages, £200;
mileage allowances, £500; miscellaneons,
£203; total £2,653:

Mr, J, H. SMITH: When an item such
as that for maintaining pursery is placed
on the Estimutes, it is within the power of
the Government to expand it to any amount
required. Instead of making nurseries,
why not make farms? Does the Minister
intend to nationalise farming in the forests
distriets? Ts it intended to utilise the lit-
tle valleys ia order that the foresters might
become eompetitors?

The Minisier for Forests: Did I say that?

Mr J. H. SMITH: The Minister said
that foresters would establish farms. In-
stead of the Government making nurseries,
I want the people to make farms. T ac-
cept the Minister’s challenge; there are
thousands of farms to be made in the South-
West. 1 do not advocate that we should
take. good forest conntry for agriculture.

The CHAIRMAN: I hope the hon. mem-
ber will not attempt to reply to the Minis-
ter on this item.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I feel rather wrath-
ful about the whole business. I missed my
opportunity on the general Estimates, and
I did not thirk I would be made to look
so small. I assure the Minister that if he
intends to nationalise farming and establish
foresters on the land to grow apples, he
will not have my support. We require the
tand for settlers. The member for Bunbury
will endorse what I have said.

The CHATRMAN: The hon, member is
now replying to the Minister.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Reverting to the
items, why is £500 provided for sandal-
wood? Another item has to do with the
liquidation of mortgage.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS: 1
iust protest against the member for Nel-
son repeating something he kaows is incer-
rect. 1 made no reference to any nursery.
I stated definitely that the staff of the For-
ests Department were entitled to reasonable
homes of their own, and that they could
provide these for themselves on some of the
land in the gullies where only two or three
settlers at the most could be established. I
said nothing about their sending goods to
market or anything of the kind.

The CHAIRMAN: I would remind the
Minister that I prevented the member for
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Nelson from replying to bim, and that I
cannot permit him to reply to the hon.
member.

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS:
Very well; it doesn’t matter.

Vote put and passed.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.3 p.m.

Legislative Councit,

Wednesduy, 208th October, 1950.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—PUBLIC SERVICE
INCREMENTS.

Hon. H. STEWART asked the Minister
for Country Water Supplies: What addi-
tional sum would be reguired fo pay the
annual increments to members of the Public
Service, and other additional expenditure,
resulting from the amendment of the Public
Service Act, as authorised by the last session
of Parliament—(a) for the current financial
year; (b) for next financial year?

The MINISTER YOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES replied: (a) The
only increments payable during the current
year are those provided for in the last clas-
sification, and promised by the Government.
No additional sum will be required as a re-
sult of the Public Service Act Amendment
Act, 1929. (b) No estimate can be given as
a reclassifieation will be due as from the

[COUNCIL.]

1st July, 1931. In regard to other additional
expenditure, thers may be 2 small inerease
on account of the remuneration for aeting
appointments having been liberalised.

QUESTION—SOAP FOR RAILWAY
USE.

Hon, H. STEWART asked the Minister
for Country Water Supplies: 1, Is “Palm-
olive” soap mannfactured in Western Awus-
tralia? 2, If not, why is it sapplied in rail-
way sleeping cars?

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1, No. 2,
The “Palmolive” soap in use on the rail-
ways is the balance of stock purchased some
time ago. The present railway contract for
the supply of soap is with a loeal firm.

QUESTION—LAND, UNIMPROVED
VALUES.

Hon, H. STEWART asked the Minister
for Country Water Supplies: 1, What has
been the State Taxation Department’s un-
improved valuation during the years 192%
to 1929 for (a) land which would carry one
sheep to five aeres; (b) land which would
carry one sheep to 20 acres; (¢) land which
would yield 10 bushels of wheat per acre;
(d) land which would yield 18 bushels of
wheat per acre? 2, In fixing the nnimproved
values according to the above, (a} whal was
taken ns the estimated productive value of
one sheep; (b) what was taken as the value
per bushel of wheat¥ 3, What portions of
the Sonth-West Division have not yet been
revalued.

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1 and 2, The
valuation of unimproved land is not based
on the productivity of the land, but on the
selling value of the Iand under such reason-
able eonditions of sale as a bona fide seller
would require, assuming the actual improve-
ments (if any) had not been made. This is
in accordance with the provisions of Section
2 of the Land and Income Tax Assessment
Aect, 1907, which are similar to the provi-
sions of the Federal Land Tax Assessment
Aet. 3, Distriets in the Sonth-Western
Division not yet revalued under general re-
valuation scheme by Taxation Department:
Albany, Awngusta, Chittering, Denmark,



