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There must be a terrible waste of time and
delay in that. Then we find where other com-
panies have had to pay large penalties for any
wrong doing, with thia particular company the
total liability for anything that can happen
by them is only one farthing a bushel, and that
is their commission. Therefore, whatever
wrongs they do they can never lose anything,
but they eannot gain what they otherwise
wonld have done. With these few remarks I
support the second reading.

On motion by Hon. H. Stewart debate ad-
journed.

Heuse adjourned at 8.53 p.m.

Aegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, 14ih Moy, 19i8.

The SPEAEER took the Chair at 4.30 pm,,
and read prayers,

[For *‘Questions on Notice’' and ‘‘Papers
Presented’? see ‘‘Votes and FProceedings.’’)

QUESTION—ESTATES REPURCHASED,

Mr. MALEY (without notice} asked the
Houorary Minister: Will he make a statement
in regard to what progress has been made
with the valuations of the Narra Tarra, Oaka-
bella, Bowes, Wundi, and Wibi re-purchased
catates in the Vietoria distriet,

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister) replied: So far as the Narra Tarra
estate is conmcerned, the final report has been
submitted to me by the officer in charge, and
it will be dealt with by Cabinet at an early
date. The final reports in regard to the other
estates I hope to have ready to submit to
Cabinet within the next fortnight.

LEAVE OF ABSEKRCE.

On motion by Mr. HARDWICK leave of
absence for two weeks granted to the member
for North Perth (Mr. Smith) on account of
urgent public business.

BILL—RABBIT ACT AMENDMENT.

Select Committee’s Report Presented.

Mr, Piesse brought up the report of the
seleet eommittee appointed to inquire into the
Rabbit Act Amendment Bill.

Report received and read.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—STAMP ACT AMENDMENT.
Read a third time and transmitted to the
Legislative Couneil.

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX ASSESS-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee,

Resumed from the 19th April; Mr, Stubbs
in the Chair, the Attorney General in charge
of the Bill.

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 16; in-
come liable to tax:

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: T wigh to draw atten-
tion to the economy which has been practised
in regard to this table of figures. I do not
know what it means, and doubt if anybedy
can read it.

The Attorney General: You must have a bad
copy.

Hon. P. Collier: T also have a bad copy.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: I move—

‘“That progress bhe reported and lecave
asked to sit again’’

Hon. P. Collier: This is an entirely new Bill

Motion put and a Qivision taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .. .- .. ..o 12
Noes .. .- . .. 23
Majority against .. 13
AYES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Pilkington
Mr. Colller Mr. Rocke
Mr. Green Mr, Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Willcock
Mr. Jones Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Lutey (Teller.)
Mr. Munsie
Nogs.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Mlitchell
Mr. Broun Mr. Mullany
Mr, Brown Mr. Nairn
Mr. Davies Mr. Plessa
Mr. Draper Mr. H. Robinson
Mr, Durack Mr. R. T. Robinsor
Mr. Foley Mr. Teesdale
Mr, George Mr. Thomson
Mr. Grifiiths Mr. Underwood
Mr, Harelson Mr., Vervard
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Wilimott
Mr. Hudson Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Maley {Teller)

Motion thus negatived.

Hon, P. COLLIER: What is the position
now#

The CHATRMAN:
printed.

Hon., P. COLLIER: Apparently, it is the
intention of the Government to po on with the
consideration of this Bill in Committee. Some
statement is due to the Commitiee from the
Minister.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Wil the Attorney
General make a statement in regard to the new
amendments to this Bill which have now heen
brought dewn? I understood that it was his
intention to make a general statement.

That Clause 2 stand as
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Last time
we were considering this question of taxation,
one or {wo members asked what the taxes of a
gimilar character were in the Eastern States.
T have gone to some considerable trouble with
one of our officers to prepare the schedule
which is now before members, which gives the
concessions in each of the States, the existing
rates in Western Australia, the rates under the
Bill as it came before the House, the rates un-
der the Bill as it is proposed to reduce them,
and also the Commonwealth rates. 1 would
draw members® attention to the notes at the
bottom of the table, which indicate that in re-
speet of property in some of the States the
taxation is somewhat different. I thought it
right that the Committee should have this in-
formation.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: Any member c¢ould
have got this statement for himself by looking
up the figures. We were asked to discuss the
Rill before the adjournment, providing for
some 26 amendments to the present Act. Now
we have some 15 other amendments placed be-
fore us at a minute’s notice, and These consti-
tute practieally a new Bill. How is it possible
to discuss Clause 2 of the Bill when every other
clanse has been amended, and when we have
had no opportunity of perusing the amend-
ments? It is a scandalous position. I know
there has been a meeting of the party, bui we
are not members of that party and did not
know what amendments had been agreed upon.
This is actually a new Bill, which we have had
no opportunity of perunsing. From an inspec-
tion of the Act, I can come to no other con-
clusion than that the Government have given
way to the Country party and sold themselves
for office.

Mr. Holman: To win the war,

Hon. W. £, ANGWIN: T was asked by the
Country party to support this, but I said I
could not do so, and that I believed in fair
play. T hope some of the Ministers will not
agree to these new proposals. They constitute
onc of the greatest scandals that we have ever
had in Western Australia. There is no doubt
that an understanding has been arrived at. The
Press has said so and the Minister has said so.
I have never seen anything of the kind hefore.
We are asked to pass a new Bill through with-
ot having bhad five minutes in which to ascer-
tain what it means., I cannot put up any of
the arguments T used previously in regard to
Clanse 2, because I do not know how to apply
them. Prior to the House adjourning the
Country party were unanimously in favour of
keeping the £200 exemption.

Mz, Thomson: You do not know what you
arc talking about.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am speaking about
what I de know. My statement is quite cor-
rect.

The Minister for Works: You are making a
misstatement when you say thaf.

Hon, W. C. ANGWTIN: This clause provides
for the wiping out of the exemption of £200.
Almost every member of the Country party who
spoke prior to the adjournment wag in favour
of keeping the £200 cxemption.

Mr. Thomson: You are getling down to
“‘almost’’ now.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am not accus-
tomed to making wrong statements,

Mr, Thomson: You are doing it this time.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Government
fourd that they were on dangerons grounds,
and that the jce was thin. I entertain no doubt
that some such agreement as this has been
arrived at: ‘‘If you will leave the land tax
and income tax as they are under existing leg-
islation so far as the Country party are af-
fected, we will give you the £200 exemp-
tion. If you will tax the man earning £150
a vear, we will let you go with paying one
tax.’”’ The Gevernment, rather than be de-
feated and lose ollice, would sell their man-
hood. There is no persor in this State to-
day who is earning £1356 per annum can
afford to pay increased income tax.

The Minister for Works: Chargeable in-
come is a very different thing from income.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The whole lot is
chargeable. There i3 even a percentage bagis
for house rent in the ease of a man living in 2
house of his own. The only exemption is for
life assurance premiums. This arrangement has
been made with a view to further crushing the
man whe has a hard job to live to-day on £3 a
week. I am surprised that any body of men,
merely to get clear themselves of paying taxa-
tion, should be willing to enter into an agrec-
ment to impose heavier taxation on the man
earning £3 per week, And that is what is
called holding office with honour! I would
rather hang myself than hold office on snch con-
ditions. Miunisters have put before the Cham-
ber to-day a paper purporting to show what
income tax is paid in the Kastern States.
What the headlines of the statement mean [
do not know at all. I gather, however, that
in New South Wales a man carning £251 per
apnum pays 11d. imcome tax, In Western
Australia the same man, under this Ministry
of financial ability and business acumen, i3
to pay £3 Ts. 2d.

The Minister for Works:
pays £3 13s, 8d.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: What does he pay in
Vietoria?

The Minister for Works: In Vietoria, £1 Js.
3d.; or, if from property, £2 6s. 64,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN: Tn South Australia
he pays 193 2d.

The Minigter for Works: Or £1 18s, 44d. if
from property.

Hon. W. !, ANGWIXN: The statement sub-
mitted by Ministers shows that in the major-
ity of Australian States, Tasmania Dbe-
ing the only cxception, there i3 some
consideration shown to the persou earn-
ing a bare living, by exempting him
from this taxation. According to  four
of the columns on this statement, a person earn-
ing £200 per anpum in another Awustralian
State does net pay one penny income tax. The
present Government of Western Australia, how-
ever, proposc to take the opposite course, and
to charge such a man not only income tax but
also land tax. In order to induce the farming
commnnity to accept this proposal, the Gov-
ernment propose to exempt them from income
tax if the land tax is a little higher. Pre-
viously, the policy of the Government was that

In Tasmania he



1548 .

the ecountry shonld he on exactly the same
footing ag the towns in this respect. But the
Government have turned turtle. They admit
having made a mistake go far as their sup-
porters are econeerned, beeause the policy of
some of their supporters is different. [Por-
merly the Government declared that the man
in Northam should be in the same position,
with regard to this taxation, as the man at
Girass Valley. But now they propose that the
man at Grass Valley shall pay ooly one of these
taxes, [t seoms to me that wnder present con-
ditions it is almost useless to persist in what
was the opinion of this Chamber hy a large
maiority prior to the adjournment four wes

ago. Tt [ were a hetting man, when leaving
the Chamber on that Friday night T would
ave wagered all T was worth that the £2r
exemption would he retained. I do net blame
the Country party, but T blame those on the
Ministerial beneh, the men who sell them-
selves to such things as this.

The Minister for Works: We do not sell our-
selves.

Hon. W, €. ANGWTX: But you got there by
intrigue.  You sold vyouvrsclves at the very
start,

Mr. Brovn: You speak as though the Coun-
try party were in n majority.

Hon, P. Collier: You are strong enough to
dictate to the Government, anyhow,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: T do not hlame the
Country party. They have worked their point
successtully. They have won. Why? Be-
cause we have not on the Ministerial beneh
men of backbone.

Mr. Piesse: They are men who will do
justice.

Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: T am Jdoabtful of
that. They have not sufficient conrage to suy
what they believe or to stick to their policy.

Mr. Broun: Why did you mot abolish the
tax when you were in power?

Hon. P. Collier: Tt was not our policy, but
it was the poliey of the present Government.

Hon. W. G, ANGWIN: If anyone had tolil
me 12 months agoe that the Minister would eon-
sent to retain office wnder snch eircomstances,
I would have told him he was a liar.

The Minister for Works: Yon are argning
on Wron? premises.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIX : Perhaps the Minister
will tell ws what he is going to do with a
man who has his mother and a large familv
to maintain. There is no proviston in the Bill
for such a case.

AMr. Piesse: What will the farmer do?

Mr. O'Loghlen; He gets a pretty good cut
from the State.

Mr. Maley: Do you think be likes that sort
of eharity? .

Mr. O’Loghlen: Some of them thrive on it,

Hon. W. ¢. ANGWINXN; T have always been
in favour of supporting th farmer, for T rea-
lise the difficulties he has to contend with,
but T have never heen able to see why a
farmer earning over £200 per annum should
not he taxed as well as 2 miner. The farmer
has a great advantage in point of health, hut
under the e¢lause the miner has to pay both
taxes, notwithstanding that he is a prodncer
equally with the framer.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Broun: What is his land worth, what
tax has he to pay?

Hon, W. & ANGWIN: As mueh as the
farmer, beeause the farmer has an excmption
of £250, while the miner has to pay on the full
amounnt if the value of his land be over £30.
So he has to pay both taxes.

The Mintster for Works: Mas he ever paid
both in a case like that?

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Yes,

Mr. Broun: You are wrong.

The Minister for Works: Me his to pay
merely the higher tax of the two. .

Hon., W, C. ANGWIX: Ministers say
“niners should not be exempt from taxation,
beeause thoy are not keeping ns in office. We
exempt only those who keep us in office.”’
We have these farcical proceedings to-day he-
cause there has been a party meeting.

The Minister for Works: The wminer pays
ouly the higher tax, the same as the farmer.

Hon, W. . ANGWIN: Tf the mincer has a
town blocls in Kalgoorlic he hag to pay land
tax and income tax,

The Minister for Works:
the place where he is working.

Jon. W. 0. ANGWIN: Tt is where he lives.

My, Holhnan: They want a miner to live
underground,

Hon, W, €7, ANGWIN: T can unierstand the
Minister's attempt to get up an argument; it
is heeause he is ashamed of his position. The
averuage wages in Western Australia in all
classes of indnstry is £3 7s. 10d. per weelk.
Sinee 1914, owing to the enhanced price of
food, graceries and clothing, the purchasing
power of the sovereign has decreased by fx.,
representing  18s. per week on  the aver-
age wage. Yet the Bill holds that a
nan o &n average Wwige is in H A
position  to pay inercaserd taxation. fOnly
the  wage-earner is to pay increased
taxation. T have not yet had an op-
portunity of perusing the amendments to the
Bill, and T do not know what the intention of
the Government may be in regard to them. T
can only form a conclusion by reading the
first amendment on the list, whieh is an indi-
eation of the palicy earried right through the
Bill. namely, no inereased taxation on any
person except the wage-eurner. That is the
rosition the Government have taken up and
intend to foree through. The Government
propose to place additional burdens on those
vnable to bear them:; and this is the so-called
NXational Government, who have publiely
stated that they have had hetter support from
this side than {rom these sitting Liehind them.
Xow, hecaure some of their own party have
kicked over the traces, the Government have
started to use chloroform to quiten them. T
trust the conntry will take some notice of the
action of the Government, and T trust mem-
bers who are out of the State will notiee that
their honour is being impugned, and T trost
that the people will recognise that the Govern-
ment are taking the bread out of the mouths
of the children.

Mr. Teesdale: It only means two pictnre
shows a month,

But that s not
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Hon. W. C, ANGWIXN: The hon. member
shows clearly by his interjection what he
woulid do. The gricvance of the hon. mem-
her is that some of the children of the workers
go fo picture shows. They can raise 1s, a
month to go to picture shows. Any reason-
ible man must admit that £200 is a fair and
reasonable exemption. A man who is earning
£1.800 a year can better afford to pay taxa-
tion than the man who is earning £200 a vear.
There is o £70 exemption in Tasmania, and
only a few months age in that State the Par-
liament was dealing with the income tax and
they increased the tax on incomes over £200;
a man had to earn over £200 hefore there was
any incrense. The forced policy of the Gov-
ernment—the poliey to retain  office—is  to
crush the man who is already erushed to-day
—ecrush him deeper—that being so I regret
very much that we adjourned a few weeks
ago. T hope members will sapport the dele-
tion of the clause.

The MINISTER IFOR WORKS: The hon.
member has given ns a dissertation which no
doubt will ease his mind, but it has not much
to do with the elause under diseussion. So far
as the Bill is concerned, the exemptions stand
exactly in the same position as they stood
when the Bill was introduced by the Coloaial
Seerctary. Nothing new has been put in the
clause, but the hon. member would make the
House and the country believe that since the
adjournment this Bill has been altered. We
have to discuss the clauses as they stand.

Hon. W, . Angwin: We are not able to.

The MINTSTER FOR WOREKS: The clanse
hefore the Committee is exactly the =ame as
when the Bill was heforc members previonsly.
Nothing has bheen interpolated. We cannot
have a general debate on the Bill when deal-
ing with every clause.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tt is absolutely a new
Bill.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We are now
dealing with Clause 2 and there has been no
alteration whatever made in that clause. IE
the hon. member desires he can move an
amendmeat,

Hon., W. (. Angwin: No, be wants it wiped
out. :

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Then why
does the hon. member not move an amend-
ment.

Hon, W. C. Augwin: There is no need; 1
can vote against the clause.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I would
remind the leader of the Opposition that his
colleagne has stated that the Government are
men withent honour or self respect. Tt would
have been far more fitting for the hon. mem-
ber to have diseussed the elause.

Hon. P. Collicr: T am not objecting to the
hon. member talking,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What the
member for North-East Fremantle has stated
might apply with greater force to some of the
other clauses.

AMr. Holman:
made.

There has been a bargain
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There has
been ne bargain at all,

llon. T. Walker: This is an entirely new
Bill

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The claus
is exartly as it was when placed hefore the
i{ouse by the Colonial Treasurer, Therefore,
there is no ground for any accusation that the
Government have sold themselves or attempted
to sell themselves.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The sophistry nf the
lender of the 1Tousc is not likely to deceive
anyone. We know perfectly well the
clanse we are now discussing stands exactly
in the RBil as when it was introduced.
The hon, member knows perfectly well that
it is impossible to diseuss this clause without
taking into consideration the amendments on
the Notice Paper whieh it is proposed to snb-
mit later on. 1 should like to enter a most
emphatie protest against the attitude of the
fGovernment in relation to the Bill.  This
mehsure was brought down after, T presume,
mature consideration. The Government had

- long enough to cousider the measure before

it was introduced. We have now as the re-
silt of a cauens meeting an entirely new
Bill placed before members and is it fair
to ask members to come here and discuss the
amendments which are on the Notice Paper
without baving lad ar opportunity of look-
ing into those amendments? I spent a long
time this afternoon in going through the Bill
and making myself acquainted with its pro-
visions, and T find that all my work has gone
for nothing hecause we have an entirely new
RBill placed before us now. Could not the
Government have placed the amendments on
the Notice Paper before to-day? The instrue-
tions the Government received were given
them on Thuorsday afternoon last and they
had plenty of time tn have had the amend-
ments placed on the Notice Paper before to-
day. We have this party which ecame into
existence to restorc responsibile Government
and they have allowed one section to take
possession of one of the vital parts of the
Government poliey and have emasenlated it
as we see it to-day. T have never known of
a Government who have so degraded them-
selves politically ag the present Government.
They are prepared to hang on to office at the
sacrifice of any shred of prineiple or political
honour they ever possessed at the dictation.
eantrol, and ingstruection of members on the
cross benches. Two weeks ago T had the priv-
ilege of listening to a speech in the Federal
House by the member for Perth. Tt was a
speech eriticising the policy and actions of
the Federal Government. The one sentence
in it. although it was directed arainst the
Federal Government, it seems to me, was en-
tirely applieable to our own Natinnal Gav.
ernment, and T proposc to read it for the
henefit of the Honse. Tt sums up prerigely
the policy and attitude of our own so-called
National Government.

The CHATRMAN: Has it anything to dn
with the clanse under discussion?

Hon. P. COLLTER: Tt has, heenuse it is
impossible to diseusg Clanse 2 without taking
into eonsideration the other clanses, and the



1540

manner in which the Bill has heen emaseu-
Iated since it was last before ws. Mr.
Fowler said—
This is a Government only by courtesy.
It is a mere rabble of utierly incongruous
e¢lements thrown promnscuously together
for almost every reason except efficiency,
and animated by only one abject in com-
non—the maintenance of a dishonourable
existence.
I have never heard words which more ae-
curately sum up the position of the Govern-
ment in this State that those which I have
quoted. The Treasurer, when speaking on
this Bill on a former oececasion, said he had
got it in the neck—to use his own classieal
phrase. When the Treasurer returns from
the Eastern States and sees the Bill which
has been substituted, he will find that he has
got it in the neck tenfold. The Treasurer
called wpon the Deity to see that he was
going to stand by his taxation proposals, and
to see that they went through, and he prac-
tically defied the members sitting on the eross
benches to interfere with those proposals. 1
wonder what he will say when he returns and
sees what has happened to his Bill. Tt is
the meost dishonourable bargaining for office
that has ever come under my notice. Hon.
members opposite are preparedl to saeri-
fice, so tar as this clause is con-
eerned, overy wage earner who is
living below the poverty line. If an hon.
member had to live on 9s. 7d. a day, as thous-
ands of workers have to do in Western Aus-
tralia, he wonld know what it is to pay taxa-
tion under this clause. The present Govern-
ment have been doing nothing else but heaving
taxation at the people in every possible way.
The dividend duties have been increased, the
totalisator tax has been increased, the stamp
duties have also been increased, and all this
has heen done by a Government who, 18 months
ago, turned their predecessors out of office
hecause they wanted to increase taxation. Only
18 months ago the present Treasurer said that
he would not he prepared to concede any addi-
tional taxation to the Government until they
had effected substantial economics, and whilst
the Treasurer and his colleagues had nothing
but scorn and contempt for the Wilson Gov-
ernment, on account of the taxation proposals
of that Government, and told them that they
had to administer the affairs of the State
withont raising additional revenue, he and his
Government now come down and suggest the
imposition of ten times more taxation than
" ever the Wilson Government thought of. Are
we so desperately and miserably hard up that
we are going to tax the married man with a
family who is in receipt of £136 a year? Are
we going to tax the single man who is main-
- taining his parents or relatives and who re-
ceives £100 a year? Can any hon. member say
that any man in receipt of £156 a year is in
a position to pay taxation? I know perfectly
well, of course, that there will be reductions
for children and insurance, but T declare that
no man can pay taxation who is in receipt of
less than £4 a week.
Mr. Teesdale: You do not mind taking their
union fees,

[ASSEMBLY.}

Hon, P, COLLIER: Taking their union
fees! That is what the hon, member would
like to abolish, so that the working man would
then be at the mercy of the people the hon,
member represents in this Chamber.

Mr. Teesdale: I am in favour of decent
unionism,

Hon. P. COLLTER: The hon. member is®uo
judge of unionism, decent or indecent, except
unionism for the squatters, and they are well
protected, 1 suppose the hon. member will
vote for the amendment moved by the member
for Katanning, to reduce the tax on the squat-
ters by 20 per cent.?

Mr. Teesdale: They are paying more than
any man in the State, proportionately.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Of course, because they
are in a position to pay. In the returns jre-
sented hy the Commissioner Taxation we find
that the number of those grouped under the
heading of ‘‘Salary and Wage Earners’’ who
pay taxation is 8,188 persons, and they pay on
a total tax of £863,000. Note those figures.
The pastoralists and graziers, 285 of them
only, pay taxation on a total of £473,000. 1
wiarn the Government that we have arrived at
the stage that we are faxing ourselves into
bankruptey. Tt was this Government who pro-
claimed that we could not tax a State into
prosperity. If they are not attempting to tax
it into prosperity they are certainly doing their
best to tax it into bankruptcy, Never since
the first days of Responsible Government have
we had so many taxation proposals brought
down in one session. TFor the first time since
the rush of population set in 25 years ago, is
there a tide of emigration. Every express
train whieh leaves Kalgoorlie carries away from
Western Aunstralin for good a great number
of men with their families, people who have
heen residents of Western Australia for 13
or 20 years, and they are not only wage carners
but people with money who have disposed of
their interests and who are going to the East-
ern States because there are better opportuni-
ties over there.

Mr. Teesdale: Blame Beaufort-street for it.

Hon, P. COLIAER: T suppose the hon, mem-
ber would blame Beaunfort-street for this Bill,
too,

Mr. Hardwick: Xo; blame the Terrace for
that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: When such a state of
things as I have just deseribed is taking place,
we are in a bad way, and I know of no greater
force whieh will assist to drive the State
towards hankruptey than the elause under con-
sideration. The workers can get wages in the
Eastern States equal and better than those
being paid in Western Australin, Why, the
minimum wage for wunskilled labour in the
Fast is 10s. a day, while hereit is 9s.7d., and
the cost of living over there is no higher, and,
moreover, the wage earners are free from taxa-
tion of this deseription. A man in this State
ia called upon to pay this tax straight away.
A whole year’s taxation must be paid at once.
Take a working man in receipt of £157 a year;
he will be called upon to pay £2 1ls. under this
Bill, and that will have to come out of his next
fartnight’s pay.

The Attorney General: No.



[14 May, 1918.]

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, he wall have to pay
it before the end of June; at any rate ke has
one month to pay it in. How is he going to
do 1hat and pay the butcher, the baker, andl
the groeer?

The Attorney General: He will have to pay

_£1 11s. 64., provided he has no children,

Hon. P. COLLIER: And he will have to pro-
vide that out of his next pay.

The Attorney General: No, it is spread over
12 months.

Hon. P. COLLTER: But this year’s tax is
due by tihe end of June of this year, next
month.

The Aitorney General: He has had a whole
year.

Hon. P, COLLIER: He did not expect that
the Government were going to pounce on him
in this fashion,

The Attorney General: He was notified in
September in the Budget speech.

Hon. P, COLLIER: If he had all the warn-
ing in the world he would not be in a position
to save enough mouey with whick to pay the
tax. Let the member for Roebourne limit
himself to 9s. 7d. a day for a month and see
how much he will he able to save, after meet-
ing his responsibilities, to meet the call of the
tax gatherer.

Mr. Teesdale: One shilling a month is not
much.

Hon. P. COLLIER; It is a great deal to a
man whe is already living below a fair stan.
dard. A married man with all his family obli-
gations cannot live on 9s. 7d. a day in these
times. I would point out that the workers
who pay this direct tax also pay the ineome
taxes of the business people. 1If the baker or
the butcher is called upon to pay, say, £15 a
vear out of what he considers is a fair return
for his labour and capital, he will pass it on
to the consumer of the commodity which re-
presents his trade. )

The Attorney General: The illustration you
have given is not actual, because the man on
£156 a year pays no tax.

Hon. P, COLLIER: If the Bill becomes Jaw
he will be calied upon to pay a tax for the
financial year ending June uext, and also a
super tax for the six months of last year.

The Attorney General: He will have to pay
a super tax. .

Hon. P. COLLIER: The man on £137 a year
will have to pay on this financial year if the
Bill becomes law. ]

AMr. Pilkington: He will not be liable to
pay until next financial year.

Hon. P. COLLIER: He will be assessed upon
this year's income and will be called upon to
pay for this year.

The Attorney CGeneral: You said he would
have to pay out of his first earnings.

Hon. P. COLLIER: He will have to go
wwithout his picture shows and some of the
necessaries of life in order to pay it. Tt is
outrageous for the Government to say at this
juncture that there is mno other way of
meeting the finaneial position than to aholish
the £200 exemption. T cannot understand how
hon. members can support the Government in
this. They know well how much the cost of
living has gone up, and that a sovereign, which
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four years ago was worth 20s, is mow only
worth 13s. 4d. The workers cannot pay this
income tax except at the cost of comfort and
the necessariea of life for their [amilies.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I am sorry that the
Government are endeavouring to alter the gen-
eral exemptions, which have been in force for
so long, and it is my intention fo vote against
the elavse. Taking as my basis the report of
the Taxation Commissioner for 1915, T find that
§,473 people have an income of £240 a year
1f the exemption is abolished it will mean that
these people will have to pay £26,000, instead
of £2,500 if the exemption was retained. By
the 4,000 persons who earn £370 an extra pay-
ment of £19,000 will be necessary if the ex-
cuption is abolished. As against this, there
will only be a loss of some £9,000 on the part
of the 391 persons who earn £2,000 a year. If
we abolish the exemptions we shall he placing
tha tax upon these who are least able to hear
it. 1t must also be borne in mind that the peo-
ple arc being heavily taxed through the medinm
uf the customs. We have always recognised the
£200 cxemption as a fair one, and it shovld
apply to everyone. I very much douht if the
position of the State justifies or demands the
abolition of this exemption.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J.MITCHELL: If the exemption of £200
is cut out, it will mean reducing the amount
cxpected by £70,000. The Treasurer said he
wanted £140,000. He can get £140,000, even
if he agrecs to the exemption, We must have
some regard to the ability of the people to
pay, Taxation in ali directions, including
munjeipal and roads board, is exceptionally
high. Moreover, not one penny of our taxation
is heing spent on war purposes, although of
course the war has interfered with our re-
venue. The war has put up not ouly living
costs, but costs all round. Unless there is
dire need to tax the man with an income of
less than £200 per annum, it should not be
done, Moreover, taxing the wage ecarners really
means taxing these who employ them. A wage
of 103, per day does not leave mueh margin for
the man who has a wife, let alone one who has
children. The single man, of course, is in a
different position. We should look all round
the question, and endeavour to do justice to
every seetion of the people, having due regard
te their wants and to their ability to pay. Let
me point out to hon. members opposite that
we ask for the exemption of £200 in the case
of everyone, even in the ease of the man with
an income of thousands o year, although of
course in his case there is the graduvation, To
people with incomes of £1,000 and over, the re-
lief fron the exemption means very little. It
is the man of moderate income who will be hit
by the abolition of the exemption of £2060. T
do not believe the eountry is in such a difficult
financial position that the exemption must be
removed, and I hope the Committee will vote
against the clause. T trust members of the
Country party will agree with me that the
general exemption is right and proper.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The last
speaker said that T, as Minister in charge
of the Bill, should make some general stato-
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ment regarding the proposed alterations. T
do not propose to do that at this stage, but
I do intend, as cach clause comes along, to
give an explanation of the alteration pro-
posed. No altcration is proposed in  this
¢lause. The Treasurer told the House that
he had listened with great respect to what
hon. members had said on this Bill, and that
consideration would be given by the Govern-
ment to the objections which had been raised.
He said, further, that during the few wecks
intervening before the resumption of the
House the Government would reconsider the
13il1

on. P. Collier: That is
sard.”’

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Nothing of the kind.
He said he would pay the tax himself.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Treas-
urer was particularly insistent on this clause.
I agk hon. memherg to refer to table F in the
report  of the Commissioner of Taxation,
which gives some very interesting figures on
. the subject of exemptions. Tt shows that the
total amount of incomes above £200 ran in
1913 to 7' millions sterling, in round figurcs;
in 1914, to seven millions; and in 1915, to
five millions. Thng we find that out of the
seven millions only a sam of 3% millions is
taxed, or less than half, whilst the incomes
exempt from taxation, on account of the ex
emption of £200, amount te no less a sum
than three willions sterling, .

Hon, J. Mitchell: But that is spread over
a great munber of people.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: True. L
have asked the Commissioner of Taxation to
give me an estimate of the total amount of
the incomes which would be subject to this Bill,
and he estimates it at no less a sum than two
millions additienal. If the exemption is cut
out, it affects practically the taxatien of five
millions of income. In view of the finanecial
position of the State, I think hon. members
will agree with me that the exemption ought
to be eut ont. As against the cutiing ont
of the exemption, it must be horne in mind
that taxation does not begin till, in the case
nf gingle men £100, and in the ease of mar-
ried men £156. Great stress has heen laid
by members opposite on the point that this
taxation would grievously affect the married
man with an income of £156 who has no chil-
dren. But that man is to pay a very smgll
tax.

Hon. P. Collier: A tax of £1 11s.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Spread over
the year it amounts to ahount 8d. per week.
T have never met a working man who does
nok say quite voluntarily, ‘T am quite glad
to join in paying some of the taxation.”’

Hon. T. Walker: What nonsense you talk!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Hundreds
and bundreds of men have made use of that
expression to me.

Hon. P. Collier: Wait till they get those
groat piles of returna to fill in.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Of course
there are plenty of people—T refer not only
to waorking men, hut also to wealthy men—
who object on pringiple to taxation, and
think there should he no taxation. But one

not in ‘‘Han-
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cannot have munch regard for that frame of
mind when the needs of the country are so
great as at present,

Mr. Munsie: How much of the £140,000 an-
ticipated from the increased taxation wounld
the cutting out of the exemption affect?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I give the
figures used by the Treasurer—about £80,000.
The present tax brings in £80,000; the in-
creased taxation should Dring in £140,000,
making a total of £230,000. The Treasurer
said to the House that this exemption would
mean £80,000 per aunnm. I have never heard
anyboedy complain at having to pay £1 per
annum  Commonwealth tax. Every working
man is quite giad to do that. T do not think
any working man begruilges it,

Hon. P. Collicr: He is already paying £1
to the Commonwealth, and this proposal is in
addition, It weans that the working map
will have to pay £2 10s. in all.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Under the
Commonwealth tax a married man does not
pay the £1; he starts at £156. When the
proposal comes to he analysed it does not
seem to me that any particular burden is go-
ing to be cast on the working man.

Mr. Munsie: Then who is going to pay that
£80,0007 Is not that to come out of fhe
pockets of the workers?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No; that
will be seen from the tables before hon.
menthers.  The total income of workers in
Western Aunstralia earning from £201 to £209
represents two million pounds,

Mr, Munsie: Mow many persons?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Some 6,404,
The complaint raised by hon. members in re-
gard to the clanse does not bear investiga-
tion. it is ridievlons to say that the State
in its present financial troubles should claim
taxation on only 314 millions out of nine
millions.

Hen. P. Collier: Aholish the exemption
after a certain stage has heen reached.

The ATTORNEY GENERATL: But we
would then be letting 34, millions go un-
taxed. Ts that reasonable?

Hon. P. Collier: Tt depends on how it is
distributed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Is there a
working man who objeets to pay £1 10s, per
annum when his country needs it?

Mr. Holman: Supposge lhie has not got it?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Then he
cannot pay it, and will not be asked to pay it.
But 3% millions are going untaxed, and we
should not be deing our duty to the people if
we longer permitted it. On this question of
taxation hon. members opposite who propose
to allow to escape taxation anybody earning
np to £200 are not voicing the opinions of the
community at large.

,Hon. T. WALKER: The speech we bave
had from the Attorney General is certainly
not the one he delivered when seeking the
suffrages of ('anning. He then told his con-
stitvents that taxation was absolutely un-
neCessiry.

The Attorney (eneral: Apparently yon do
not read my speeches.

Hon. P. Collier: T have it here.
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The Attorney (ieneral: That was when I
beat yvour leader; not on the last occasion.

ITon, T. WALKER: That was how he heat
our leader, and now he is in he has twisted.
While My, Scaddan was leader of the CGovern-
ment, taxation was absolutely unnecessary.
The hon. menther was then championing ‘¢ No
taxation for anybody.’’ Now that our
leader is out and the hon. member is in the
proposal is to tax all, even the poorest in the
community, [ would like to know what kind
of working men the Attorney General asso-
ciates with, those who are anxious to pay
taxation.

Hon. P. Collier: Motor-car working men.

The Attorney General: At all events, T re-
present the largest working man’s vonstitu-
ency in Western Australia,

Hon. T. WALKER: How did the hon. mem-
her eapture it? By telling his constituents
not only that he would not tax them, but that
ke would build bridges across the river for
them. The Government are entirely insincere.
They came in under false pretences, pretend-
ing that nothing but reasonable economy was
neceesary to restore the country. And if it
were done by men of business acumen and ex-
perience in finance, there would be no neces-
sity to impose a single penny tax on the com-
munity.

The Attorney General: No one ever
that.

Hon. T, WALKER: Not in those words but
that was the effeet. That was the sense con-
veyed repeatedly, not only on the hustings
but when the members of the Government
were sitting in opposition in this Honse. Then
the National Government eame in. One re-
presentative then on the cross henches, the
now Colonial Treasurer, was wanted to make
np the mosaic, composite, National Govern-
ment. They took him in and then discovered
that he wanted to tax the people to redeem the
State. The finaneial genius had no other way
of escape out of the mud but to wholesale tax
everybody—economy had disappeared. Now
there was a stil! farther ehange. The Govern-
ment have never stood fixedly to any prin-
cipte. This ig another sudden echange, and T
would like to know the cause of it. We are
now faced with the necessity of imposing this
burden on a section of the community. By-
and-by we shall be asked to take away the
provisions of the Treasurer’s Bill in his ab-

said

senee and relieve certain members of the
commnnity from certain taxes as eontained
in the Bill as originally proposed. How did

this last change come abont? Was it done
from honest necessity? Was it done for the
purpnse of giving an equitable taxation to the
comntry?  Was it done for the sake of heing
ahsnlutely fair to every rlass? The answer
cannot he ffves '’ Has any member of the
Conntry party gone to the Treasurer and
said. ““We are willing to pay our share of
the taxes’'? T want to know how the pro-
posed burden is to be rvemoved from the
farmers.

Mr. Broun: No burden is being removed.

Hon, T. WALKER: There is no ohjection
to tax the wman who is least able to pay the
tax, but there s a relief offered to a certain
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section of the community. To specially con-
sider one gsection, one class of toilers to the
exclusion of others, is neither fair nor hon-
ourable, Why was that bargain made? Why
wus il ugreed in caucus that there should be
relief offered to one particular seetion? And
the answer must be, ‘‘because that particular
section had it in their power to Keep us in or
turn ua out of office.’”’

Mr. Broun: Nothing of the kind.

Hon. T. WALKER: The members of the
Country party have got a conecession, I do
not say they are not rightly treated but I am
indignant in thinking that a Jarger section
should have reccived no concession. T do not
know lbow it may appear to the outside public
if they look at the facts as history is writing
them now, They are justified in that grewing
feeling of contempt for Parliamentary insti-
tutions. There is a feeling of utter contempt.

The Minister for Works: T am glad you
have found it at last, beeause you have nur-
tured it.

Hon, T. WALKER: The people cannot
homonr, respect and trust a Government that
exhibit such a lack of principle, such want of
honour, such want of justice. [f the Govern-
ment continue much longer in office, this State
will be a great plare to get out of and this
conntry a good place to leave. The State has
suffered paralysis in every species of induns-
try since the Government took the reins of
oftice. The utter indifference of the publie to
what is done here, the contempt with which
members of Parliameat are treated wherever
they go, the secorn heaped on them, is due to
conduet such as we have seen the Government
practising. It is dwe to this last illustration,
bargaining for the support of a section of the
House. The Government are showing want of
honour and principle.

The Minister for Works: Move a motion of
want of confidence and see.

Hon, . WALKER: What is the use when
you cion buy and sell one another? There is
a crowd bound by mutual consent amongst
themselves. Why this  sndden long list of
amendments to be moved by the Minister in
charge of the Bill, in the abscnee of the
Treasurer? Covernments are not in the habit
of bringing down a measure and then practie-
allv koorking the bottom ont of it with their
own amendments,

Mr. Holman: There are not many amend-
ments in the Bill, There are 27 clauses, and
only 27 amendments te those clauses.

Hon. T. WALKER: Can hon. members cite
n similar instance, not only in this State but
any other? Surely the country, as well as
hon. members, is entitled to expect that the
Government on bringing in a wmeasnre will
stand by it through thick and thin. Other-
wise, what hecomes of responsible Govern-
ment?

The CHATRMAN: We are discussing Clause
2 and T think the hon. member should ron.
fine himself to that.

Hon. T. WALKER: T cannot confine myself
pierely to Clause 2 withont making seome re-
ference to what has taken place in regard to
the Bilt which it should have been in-
troduced afresh. The amendments proposed
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by the Government have altered Clause 2 so
far as its relationship to the remainder of the
Bill is concerned. We were told that there
would be a reprint ot the Bill with the amend-
ments, and properly speaking, we should have
had the whole Bill again submitted for the
second reading. \We are justified therefore in
asking why this clavse remains as originally
submitted when the remainder of the Bill,
which stands upon this as a foundation, is
altered. T am taking the ground that the work-
ing population is the foundatiou of the State.
Whatever rungs in  the ladder there may
be after that start from that basis. No work-
ers no State; no toilers no wealth. That being
80, T cannot discuss Clanse 2 without having in
my mind the alterations which have been made
subsequently. Tf we can afford to relax the
drastic character of the taxation in some quar-
ters, T want to know why we cannot afford to
relax it here. Why is it absolutely necessary to
preserve Clavse 2 intact? Yt touches the work-
ers. Why were not the clauses which affected
the other sections of the community not left
intact? If we can afford to be lenient to some
sections of the community, then I say it is not
necessary to tax the toilers and wealth creators.
I want hon. members to realise that the whole
burden of doing our share in the maintenance
and the stability and the continuance of the
Empire is heing done by the workers. The
men who are perishing in those terrible ordeals
in ¥rance are toilers,

The Minister for Works: Not all of them.

Hon. T. WALKER: Very few are not. There
is no comparison as to numbers. They are work-
ers, men from the mines, from the timber for-
ests, from the factories, and from the farms,
and we are taking their last shilling, so to
speak, in order to 1ift this State, as hon. mem-
bars eall it, out of the mud.

The Minister for Works:
tinetion of class.

Mr. O’Loghlen:
Bill?

Hon, T. WAT.KER: There is a distinetion,
If T were to go into it T could show where it is.

Mr. Thomson: The men at the front are
exempt uwnder this

Hon. T. WALKER: The proposal is to tax
these people, and the small tax upon them is
far heavier in proportion and more difficult to
meet than it is For the man getting £700 or
£800 a vear. A man getting £150 a year can-
not keep Free from debt under the best of
times.

The Attorney Gencral: All men on active
gervice are free from the tax.

Hon. I'. WALKER: And so they ought to
be. They are giving their lives, and the Gov-
ernment want to get the moncy from the
others.

The Attorney General: The hon. member did
say that the men at the front had to pay part
of the tax, but that is not so.

Hon. T. WALKER: [ did mot say that
which the Minister arcuses me of. I said that
the working men werc hearing the burden at
the front, and that it ia men of this class that
the Government are proposing to tax now.
These are the men who net only built up the
wealth of the State, but when the time came

There is no dis-

Then why make it in this
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gave their lives for the Empire. These are the
men who are being exploited by every wealth
seeker and wealth grasper in the community,
and who are being kept prominently before the
Chamber a3 the people to tax. These are also
the men who are supporting the profit mongers
of the State. No sooner have these men
created the wealth of the State and paid their
tax upon their earnings, than there is cast upon
them an increased price for everything that
they consumie. These men have to bear the bur-
den of the whole State, and yet the Govern-
ment ask them to become consecious of the faet
by demanding of them a pound a year and
more. Already they have to think of every
farthing in order to provide their dependants
with the necessities of life. The poor people
whe are burdened with debt, and for this rea-
son can never indulge in a little gatety, are
those that the Government specially choose to
tax. It is outrageous. We are driving our toilers
out of the State when we need them most, and
stopping the wheels of industry, as well as im-
poverishing the State. Ior this reason I pro-
test against the action of the Government, their
volte face, their absolute desertion of their
measures, and their weak and contemptible
yiellling to the dictates of a certain section of
the Chamber.

AMr, PIESSE: When the Bill was introduced
I did not think it was a fair proposition to
do away with the exemption, but on further
reflection I regard the provisions that are con-
tained in Clause 2 as reasonable.

Mr. O'Loghlen: T do not blame you.

Mr. PIESSE: The exemption that a mar-
ried man would enjoy should be sufficient to
make the tax a reasonable proposition to him.
The idea of increased taxation has been hefore
the publie for some time, and no strong objec-
fion has yet been raised to it. The people
realise that they must make a special effort to
assist the Government in adjusting the finanees.
!. say emphatically that ne pressure hag heen
Yrought to bear upon the Government by the
Counntry party.

Mr. O'Loghlen: It was not necessary.

Mr, PIESSE: There were less than half a
dozen members of the Country party present at
the meeting which was held recently. No meet-
ing has been held by that party for the pur-
pose of arriving at any proposal. I take it that
the amendments which have now been placed
before the Chamber are the resuit of further
reflection on the part of the Administration,
and that the Government have deemed it ad-
visable to modify proposals which were un-
iloubtedly excessive. The letter which appeared
in the paper recently over the signature of the
seeretary of the Taxpayers’ Association showed
that the inereased taxation proposed under the
Bill amounted to something like £200,000. The
proposals that are now before hon. members
are reasonable and will give justice.

Hon, P. Collier: What has brought them to
reason?

My, PTESSE: Fuarther reflection, T was not
present at the meeting, but I take it that wiser
counsels prevailed. With regard to the posi-
tion of the farmers, hon. members forget that
we have a good deal to complain of even under
the present proposals, Tt is the law to-day
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that if the land tax is less than the income tax,
we have fo pay the income tax. If the farmer
has no income, the land tax is payable.

Mr., Munsie: So is it payable by the workers,
if they have land,

Mr. PIESSE: We receive 0o cundideration
notwithstanding that we are making ne in-
comes. LUnder the new measure the farmer will
he called upon to pay not only the land tax
but an increased income tax—a double tax,
The Covernment realise that it was not a fair
proposition, hence the proposals now placed
hetore members. I hope that the Committee
will view this matter in a broad light. The
jposition is undoubiedly serionus. I am convinced
that the £160 a year man will not feel the
small taxation which will be imposed on him
hy this clause.

Mr. MUNSIE: T oppose the clause in its
entirety, and shall vote against it. During the
second reading debate | protested viporously
againgt the striking out of the exemption.
The amended schedule introduced by the Gov.
ernment to-night, showing the incidence of the
taxation, bears out what was said on the second
reading, that people receiving large incomes
would not pay the 2s. 6d. in the pound—for
which, candidly, I would not blame them, since
they could get out of it by forming themselves
into eompanies and paying 1s. 3d. in the pound.
The amended schedule does what the individual
would have been forced to do in self preserva-
tion had the Bill been passed as introduced.
A man with an income of £4,000 saves, under
the amended schedule, £159 11s. 8d. By form-
ing himself into a company he would have
saved exaetly the same amount had the measure
passed as introduced. T am not worrying about
the tax on the man with the large income, but
ahout the exemption. I helieve, for instance,
that the prospector should have the right to
deduct development costs before paying income
tax. [ asked the Attorney General what pro-
portion of the £140,000 the Treasurer would
lose if the exemption was retained; and the
Attorney General replied, £80,000. The Trea-
surer’s own estimate of the loss was £85000.
It would have been interesting to know what
proportion of the £140,000 the reduction of
1s. 3d. wonld have meant. However, we can
safelv say that last year’s taxation returns
show that the men receiving from £100 to
£208 per annum are going to pay £80,000 out
of whatever is collected. TUnder the amended
sehedule the Treasurer will get £120,000 ex-
tra, and of that amount the men receiving
from £4 per week downward are geing to pay
£80,000 odd. That is an unfair proposition,
and an impessible proposition, for the wor-
kers. T'nder the nld assessment a eonsiderable
numher of the men on £4 per week were ex-
empted, or if not exempted they paid only
5. Sd. a year. In 1915 farmers and orchard-
ists, to the number of 707, had taxable in-
comes totalling £168,750, and the amount of
tax paid by them was £3,219.

Mr, Nairn: That is income tax. What about
Jand tax? Do you not overlook that.

AMr. MUNSIE: At present I am dealing only
with income tax, That was the amount paid
by 707 farmers and orchardists in Western
Xustralip whose income tax was greater than
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their land tax in 1915, and who therefore paid
incomo tax,

Mr. Broun: That was following the drought
year, you must remember.

Mr. MUNSIE: That argument makes the
case worze for the hon, member.

Mr. Broun: By no means.

Mr. MUXBIE: The wage earners, who were
exempt up to £200, paid in 19I5 only £15,443.
[f on the average they had reccived the same
amouat of income as the 707 farmers and
orchardists, they woull have paid, in round
figures, £37,000 in income tax, [nstead of that,
they paid £15,445, proving conclusively that
the farmers and orchardists who paid income
tax were, on the average, four times better off
than the workers in 1915,

Mr. Broun: You are wrong in your com-
parisons,

Me. MUNSIE:  According to the same return
the total number of persons taxed in 1915 was
12,867. Under this Bill, the Treasurer tells us,
49,990 persons will pay income tax, or an in-
crease of 37,123, That means 37,123 workers
who are receiving from L£100 to less than £200
per annom, Those workers will, under the
Government preposals, pay at least £80,000 of
the additional amount which the Treasurer ex-
peets to receive. I am here, as a member of
Parliament, not to injure any section of the
community, but to treat all sections as fairly
as T possibly can. 1 am, however, here parti-
cularly to protect the intcrests of the workers;
and I would be failing in my duty if 1 did not
protest against the striking out of the exemp-
tion when I know, from the figures supplied
by the Government themselves, that the work-
ers receiving less than £14 per week are to be
called on to pay £80,000 inecreased taxation.
That is an absolute scandal, Tf the Government
force this Bill through Parliament and
put this tax on the people, then in
three vears’ time there will not be
five of them coming back to this
Chamber. [ am sent here to see thas
the people are not garotted as proposed by this
Bill. it is all very well for the Attorney
General to say that for the man earning £3 a
week a tax of 30s. a year is a mere nothing.
It looks small, but the figures mean that the
worker is to be called on to pay about £85,000
increased taxation annually. Apd that is no
small amonnt. The whole incidence of the
tax is ahselutely wrong. Every State of the
C‘ommonwealth has an exemption. In this State
we propose to wipe out the exemption alto-
gether,

The Attorney General:
earns £155 pavs no tax.

Mr, MUNSTE: I admit that, but T wan* to
ask the Attorney General what position is the
married man in who earns less than £156 a
year. Taking the goldfields districts as a
eriterion the average earnings there are £3 17s.
6d. per week, includivg the contractors,

The Minister for Works: Then they do not
get full employment.

Mr. MUNSTE: Yes. If the Bill is carried
these men will pay more than their fair share
of the taxation in this State. The people are
misled because they believe that they have an
exemption of £156 and they eannot be made to
realise that a man earning £4 per week work-

A married man who
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ing all the year round, if he has five children
mider 16 years of awe will still have to pay £1
1Gs, &4,

The Attorney General: If he has lowr chils
dien he is free from taxation,

Mr. MUNSIE: [ say he is not. A nan carn-
ing £4 a week will earn £208 a year and if he
has wo children under 16 years of age he will
pay £2 9s. 20, Tf he has five children under
the age of 16 the amount of £50 is taken
off—o

The Attortey General: And then he will pay
a tax of £1,

Mr, MUNSIE: According to the sehedule
issued by the Government he will pay £1 114,
104.

The Attorney CGeneral: Yeu will see that
where he earns £157 he will only pay £1.

My, MUNSIE: A man earning £208 5 year
and having five chidren would still have a tax-
able income of £158 and he would pay £1 1ls.
Hul, s that a fair proposition? Before he
gets exemption he must have six children.

The Attorney General: He will not object
to it.

My, MUNSIE:  Pass the Bill and we shall
sce whether he will object to it or not. TE the
Bill goes through 1 am convinced the Attorney
Ceneral will not represent Canning any more.
The electors of Canning will realise what he
has done for them. 1 am entering my protest
against the cutfing out of the exemption, and
hefore T sit down [ would Jike to ask, in the
event of the clause being passed, whether it
will be possible to move an amendment to it.

The CHATRMAN: No.

Mr, MUNSTE:  Only recently in England
the mmount allowed for each child up to 16
venrs of are was increased from £10 to £20 un-
ti{ the salary reacles £700 per annum. After
that the exemption gradually goes back. If
the Coverament here will not listen to rea-
son, [ suggest that they follow the exumple
set by the British Government, although they
necd pot go so high as £700.

The Attorney General: You ean move an
amendment to Clanse 7 which deals with Sec-
tion &0 of the prineipal Art which contains all
the exemptions.

My, WITLLCOCK: Tn reducing the exemp-
tion from £200 to £156, the Treasurer did not
follow the preeedent of the Tederal Govern-
ment in one particular, that is to”™Ey He=lid
not make any provision for single men with
dependants. The dependant in this case is de-
finel in the Commonwealth measore as fol
lows:—*‘Relation of the taxpayer by blood,
marriage, or adoption, towards whose mainten-
aunce the taxpayer has contributed at least £26
during the year in which his taxable income is
derived.”” T intend to move in the direction of
bringing the Bill inte line with the Faderal
measure and therefore move an amemdment—

“iThat in line 7 of paragraph (b), after
the word ‘married’ the words ‘or has de-
rendants’ ke inserted.’’

The Attorney General:
amendment to Clause 7.

The CHATRMAN: All you desire to insert
here is ‘‘or has dependants, '’

Mr. WITLT.COUK: Yes. T think this is the
place. Afterwards we can insert the remainder
of the amiendment. T think the amendment will

You can move that

‘satisfactory.
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commeni itself to the Committee. Many eingle
peraons, iucloding girls, have dependants to
maintnin, aml therefore should receive the
same eonsideration as a ngrried man,

Mr, PICKERING: T think the ameudment
should read “‘dependant or dependants.’’ A
girl supporting her mother wonld not «ome
under the amendment in its present form. 1
am opposed to the taxation of persons with
small salaries. We have to pay exorbitawpt
prices for evervthing we need, and in ad-
dition ave have to submit to direet taxation.

The CHAIRMAXN: The hon. member must
confine himself to the amendment.

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN: The utmost latitule has
been allowed to all others who have preceded
the hon. member. The hon. member has only
Just now come into the Chamber, yet he is not
to be given any Iatitnde whatever,

The CHATRMAN: The amendment is the
question of adding three words to the clause.
The hon. member is not in order in discussing
the broad principle of taxation.

Mr, PICKERING: Well, T will support the
amendment.

Hon. P. COLLTER: The amendment iz an
important one and 1 would like to hear the
Attorney Ceneral on it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: [ do not
favour the amendment. It is proposed to wipe
otn the exemption altogether, We then say that
a single man shall e taxed when his chargeable
income, after the usual deductions, amounts to
£100, and the mavnied man when his charge-
able income amounts to £136. Now, if we are
to add that a person who has dependants shatll
le in the same pline as a married man, we
shall he entering into deep water. How are we
going to prove the question of dependants? As
a matter of fact, the voung person who is
working may pay 10s. a week to his or her
father or mother, partly by way of board and
partly to lhelp to keep the house. Would it

be claimed that sueh payment shouid
exempt that person from taxation? [f
it were a free gift it  might serve

to justify excmption, but payment for board
can searcely be described as a Tree yift.
If a tlause of that sort were added to the
Bill it would mean a number of inguiries
which would fregquently be fruitiess and un-
Tt would place a person with
an income of £130, and who payvs £26 for
hoard and lodging to a father or mother, on
the same plane as o married man who has his
own houschold to maintain. I do not think
the conditions are on all fours, and I must
oppose the amendment.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Surely the Attorney
General dnes not argue that the difficulties of
applving this amendment are so great as to
preclude him from adopting it. The Govern-
ment are inconsistent in refusing to adopt it.
They have already made a distinetion in this
¢lnuse hetween a single and a married per-
son, herause the latter has the greater res-
ponsibilities. 1f it could be shown that the
single person has responsibilities which are
entitled to consideration vader this principle
—und it can he shown that there are many
such persons with responsibilities equal to
those of a married man—how can the Gov-
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eroment logically oppose the amendment?
There are single men who have responsibili-
ties that are ¢ven greater tham those of mar-
ried men without families. Notwithstanding
this, the married man with no family is to be
exempt up to £156, while the single man with
greater responsibilities will have to pay if
he is in reccipt of over £100 a year. There
are also widowed mothers who will have to
pay if they ure earning over E100 a year.
The wheole thing is a question of responsi-
bility, und not of income, The Government
are illogieal in the attitude that they arc tak-
ing up. They have no definite views on the
Bill at all. The principle regarding single
men has already been recognised by the Fed-
eral Government.

Mr. DAVIES: I intend te support the
amendment. The Federal Government say
that the exemption shall be up to the amount
that i3 paid for the support of the children.
The widow with one child will be regarded
as a single person. Many widows pay up to
13s. a weeck for the keep of a child, and
under the Federal Act they would be exempt
from tax in the amount which they pay for
the support of the child, Tn my opinion as
the Government have brought down this
measure it is for the Committee to take
charge of it. I[f we desire to alter it, we
must take the responsibility.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: “The mem-
her for Geraldton has in his amendment used
the words ‘‘or his dependants.’’ meaning
more than one dependant. My principal ob-
jection is to the introduction of a third class
of taxpayer. .We have the single man start-
ing at £100, and the married man at £156,
and we do not want a class in between of
£126 or £130. If the hon. member meant to
provide for two dependants, which would
bring the sum up to £152, that wounld be so
close to £156 that I wonld not seriously ob-
ject to it. If the amendment was drawn up
in such a way as te bring genuine dependants
to the same level as the children of a married
man, T would not have any particular objec-
tion, and would he glad to bring up a clause
to that effeet. Tf the hon. member wished
to put persons with dependants on the same
plane as married men, I would be with him.

Mr. THOMEBON: There seems to be a good
deal of misundergtanding. TIs a single man
or a single woman in receipt of £100 and
keeping, or contributing to the extent of £26
to the keep of, a parent to be exempt? I am
not clear on the position. The legal members
make conflicting speeches.

Hon. T. WALKER: None of us can be clear
on this matter after the two speeches we have
heard from the Attorney General within a
few minutes. The amendment of the member
for Geraldton puts a man who has dependants
on exaetly the same footing as regards the
exemption——

My, Thomson: Provided he hag £156 a year.

Hon. 7. WALKER: No. When the man
gets to £156, there is no exemption. TUp to
that, he is to be exaetly in the position of a
married man. The amendment reads—

Provided also that if the income charge-
able from all sources of any person who is
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married or has a dependant——

The Attorney (ieneral: But the amendment
says ‘‘bas dependants.’’

Hon. T. WALKER: The Interpretation Act
settles that, because the singular includes the
pluial.

My, Pilkington: Unless the coutrary ap-
pears. If oune uses the plural when one might
use the singular, as here, the contrary does
appear,

Hon. T. WALKER: 1 trust the Committee
will carry the amendment.

Mr. WILLCOCK: 1 ask leave to amend mny
amendment by subnmiitting ‘‘a dependant’’
for ‘‘dependants.’’

Leave given.

Amendment put and passed.

Clanse, as amended, put and a division
tuken with the following result:

Ayes .- .. .. .. 22
Nocs . . .. .. 15
Majority for .. oo 1
AYES,
Mr. Angelo ! Mr, Nalrn
Mr. Broun ' Mr. Pickering
Mr. Brown l Mr. Pliesso
Mr. Draper r Mr. Pilkington
Mr. Durack ' Mr, R. T. Robinson
Mr. Foley Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Gearge ' Mr, Thomson
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Underwood
Mr. Harrison | Mr. Willmott
Mr. Hickmott { Mr. Hardwick
My, Maley ' (Teller.)
Mr. Mouey !
NozEs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Mullany
Mr. Colller Mr. Munsie
Mr, Davies Mr. H. Roblanson
Mr. Green Mr. Hocke
Mr Jones Mr. Walker
Mr. Lambert Mr. Willeock
Mr. Lutey Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr, Mitchell (Teller.)

Clause, as amended, thus passed.

Clanse 3—Repeal of Section 17:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It i3 intended
to strike this clause out. There was probably
more discussion on this clause than on any
other. As stated by the Treasurer the amount
involved in Section 17 all told was £3,000. I
have inquired from the Commissioner how much
of that £3,000 relates to farmers purely and
simply in setting off one tax as against the
other, and he said ke would put down £1,000 to
the farmers.

Hon, T. Walker: Ts that what you sold your-
self for—£1.0007

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have never
heard, nor has anyone else heard of such state-
ments until they were made by hon. members
thig afternoon; they are only the result of a
vivid imagination. The Government have come
to the conclusion after hearing the arguments
adduced in this House that the preseant is not
the time to increase the tax on that clags of
the community, who-are probably the least able
to stand it
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Hon. P. COLLIER: This is the clause which
was responsible for the indignant reply on
the part of the Treasurer when he practieally
declared that thongh the heavens should fall
he was going to stand by it, and, referring to
the carping eriticism of the members on the
cross benches, he said in effect, ** Why, T will
pay the £3,000 myself.’’

Mr. Maley: The heavens were always going
to fall if the Treasurer could not get his own
way.

Hon., P. COLLIER: In the absence of thc
Treasurer the members of the cross benches
have run amek; they have iniliated a great
offensive in the absence of the reserves now in
Sydney. ‘This is the first of a long list of
amendments which have been made to the Bill.
Was this particular elause inserted in the Bill
in a hasty manner? Were not the points raised
by members weighed and considered when the
Bill was being drafted? Are we to assume
that after a little storm in this Chamber the
Government admit that they did not think of
these objections? The Treasurer was most em-
phatic in defending this clause when he re-
plied to the second reading debate. The atti-
tude of the Treasnrer on that oceasion was
clear evidence that he had given the fullest
cousideration to this clause and bad decidad
that it was a fair and equitable prineiple to
introduece. There are 707 farmers and orchard-
ists who paid this tax last year, Thus they paid
less than 30s. each in taxation, and our friends
on the cross henches to-night, when we raised
an objection on behalf of the workers said,
iWhat is 30s.’” The member for Roebourne
easually vemarked that it was ouly picture
money. Contrast the patriotic and generous
attitude of the workers with that of the far-
mers, The farmers were not going to stand
this additional hnpest of 30s. a year, and
their representatives here made it the price
of their support to the Government, that the
fariners should be relieved ¢f this 30s. They
were prepared to turn the Treasurer out of
office over it.

Mr. Green: For thirty pieces of silver.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Exactly. Our friemds
on the eross benches have made up their minds
that no matter who pays, the people they re-
present shall not pay. The Treasurer pointed
out that this was the only Siate where this
exemption was provided.

Mr. Maley: Do they pay both taxes else-
where?

Hon. P. COLLIER: According to the state-
ment of the Treasurer they pay -both and he
advanced that as an argument in support of
Clause 3.

Mr. Maley: We are more enlightened.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, in relieving their
pockets by taxation of this deseription. But
as soon as the Treasurer’s back was turned his
colleagues in the Cabinet threw the Bill on
the eaucus table and practically said, ‘/Do
what you will with it.’” T intend to communi-
cate with the Treasurer in the morning.

The Minister for Works: He knows all about
it,

Hon, P. COLLTER: T do not think he does.
I hope the acting leader of the House will not
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consider me discourteous if 1 communiecate
with him directly.

The Minister for Works: You may as well
save your money, ’

Hon, P. COLLLER: If that is the case he
has to acquiesce whether he likes it or not.
It iz a wonderful illustration of the way in
which a caucus machine works,

Mr. Maley: The way it works is a revelation
to you,

Hon. P. COLLIER: VYes, when it is remem-
bered that the party came into existence to
scotel this system, Ivery member had to be
free to express his opinion and to vote as his
conscience dictated. We heard that on cvery
platform, but now a caucus has come between
the clectors and the members, T have known
no instanee where n Government has so mis-
erably distorted their own Bill as has been
done in this case. The Minister tabled amend-
gl'ellllts which were vital to the principle of the

1M,

The Attorney General: Not vital.

Mr. Nairn: The most vital prineiple of the
Bill is to get money.

Hon. P, COLLTER: Then I expect the hon.
memher to vote against the Attorney General’s
amendment.  In face of the pettifogging
economies, amounting to merely shillings,
effected by the Government, £3,000 is some-
thing considerable. The Treasurer himself
declared that £3,000 was involved in the de-
Ietion of this elause. The member for Swan
says the object of the Bill is to get taxation.
Yet I presume he is going to vote for the
deletion of the clanse, and so throw away
£3,000. The real object of the Bill, as dis-
closed by the attitude of the Government in
these amendments, is to restrict inecreased
taxation to the working man., The Govern-
ment are only permitted to move in regard to
this and any other Bill in accordance with the
wishes and desires of members on the eross-
henches, who are keeping the Government in
office. We have come to a sorry pass when a
handful of membors ean dictate the policy of
the Government. That is the positior we have
arrived at under the s¢-called National Gov-
ernment. T will vote agninst the amendment.

Mr, PICKERING: We have come to that
stage when those who have heen under the
feet of all parties are poing to have a say in
affairs. 'The leader of the Opposition has
aceused us of controlling the Government. Tf
we have controlled the Government in the in-
terests of that scction of the community which
has been oppressed by all other sections then
we have done some good. Tt is impossible
for the farmer to endure any more burden,
and it is because of this that we are support-
ing the retention of Section 17 of the exist-
ing Act,

Hon. W. C, ANGWIXN: The Attorney Gen-
eral has given vs one reason for the amenid-
ment, while the Minister for Works has given
to the newspapers quite another reason.
Tf the Minister for Works is eorrect, then the
Attorney General is wrong. The Minister for
Works said distinetly in the “West Austra-
lian’’ that, as a result of the discussion at the
party meeting, some modifieations to the taxa-
tion proposals had been made. The Attorney
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General, on the other hand, said that it was
bhecause of the discussion which took place in
the House. Either the Attorney General or the
deputy leader of the House is wrong, and
for my part I believe the deputy leader be-
fore 1 heliove the Minister in charge of the
HIN

Mr. Nairn: Both were right; there was a
disenssion hore and a discussion at the meeting.

Hon. W, ', ANGWIN: When the Labour
party were in oftice we were vonlemned hecanse
of our party meetings. It was said that cavens
made the legislation brought in, and that hon.
members were not free to vote as they chose.

My, Themson: Do you infer that we are
not free?

Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: 1 du.

Mr. Thomson: Then you are wrong.

Hen, W. €. ANGWLN: One of the prin-
eipal planks in the platform of the pariy at
present in power was freedom of action. Yet
we fimd an amemdment like this being brought
forward at the request of a eaucus meeting.

Mr. Maley: But yon subscribe to majority
rule, do you not?

Hon. P. Collier: Majority.rule in this Cham-
her, but not in eaucus.

Hon, W. C, ANGWIN: How are we to know
that & majority of the Committec agrees to this
amendment.  The ‘Treasurer, on the second
reading, put up splendid reasons why this tax
should not be remitted, and [ supported him in
much that he said on the point. The Treasurer
was so disgusted with the actions of soime mem-
bers in dealing with the tax that he said he
had a mind to pay it himself. The farmers of
the State are justly entitled to pay both the
land tax and the income tax, and the Treas-
urer himself said it would make little or no
difference to the industry if they did so. The
farmer is in a batter position than we are led
to believe he is in. The Treasurer put up a
strong case to show that the tax should he
paid by the man in the country jost as well
as by the man in the town. Tf the man in a
town earned enough to ecome under the taxation
measure he would have to pay a tax on his
ineome, and if he lived in a house of his own,
which would in all probability be .mortgaged,
in the casce of the worker at all events, he would
have to pay land tax. Why should there be
any preferential tfreatment between town and
country in this respect? We may be told that
there should be such preferentizl treatment be-
cause the farmer is the producer, but T would
point out that both the town worker and the
eountry worker are producers. Taking into
considsration what has been done for the far-
mers of Western Australia. the large redue-
tion they have had in their land rents, and the
advantages they enjoy here as compared with
the position of farmers elsewhere in the Com-
monwealth, it is clear that they should ke as
willing to pay taxation as the Attorney General
says the workers are. FHowever, votes are a
matter of importance, The Attornev General
has told us definitely and distinetly that this
alteration has been made in order to sace the
farmers £1,000 a year. But the amount of that
saving will be spread over about 3,500 far-
mers. Moreover, there are in this State farmers
who carry on ether businesses besides farming;
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and in respect of the income derive!l from their
farms they would only pay one tax.

Mr. Thomsen: The farmers are now paying
H} per vent, of the land tax,

Hon, W, €. ANGWIN: Nothing of the
kind. That is a ridicvlous statement. The tax-
ation proposed by this Bill is utterly unfair in
its incidence, and therefore we shoulil have
time to consider the measure further. Tn that
case hon. members opposite might perhaps be
indueesl to agree that persons residing in (dwell-
ings of their own should bhe given relief similar
to that proposed for the farmers. We should
have time to consider whether the incidence
shonld not be made equal. I move—

““That progress he reported and
granted to sit again,’?’

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has
been speaking for a quarter of an hour, he is
not in order in moving to report pregress now.

My, O'LOGHLEN: [In order to save time I
move——

“‘“That progress be reported and leave
granted to sit again.’’

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

leave .

Ayes .. o .. .1
Noes .. .. .. .. 20
Majority against .. .. 9
AvVES,
Mr. Apgwin I Mr. Munsie
Mr. Collier Mr. Plikington
Mr. Grecn Mr. Rocke
Mr Jones Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lambert Mr. 0'Loghien
Mr, Lutey {Teller.)
Noes
Mr. Angelo Mr. Money
Mr. Broun Mr. Pickering
Mr. Brown Mr. Piesse
Mr. Draper Mr. R. T. Robloson
Mr. Durack Mr, Teesdale
Mr. George Mr. Thomson
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Underwood
Mr. Harrison Mr. Willmoit
Mr. Hichkmott Mr. Hardwlek
Mr. Maley (Tetler.)
Mr. Mitchell

Motion thus negatived,

Mr. BROUN: T intend to support the dele-
tien of the clause because I consider the farm-
ers as a community have no right to pay what
in my opinion is a donble tax. On a matter of
principle T oppose this hecause I do not con-
sider one seetion of the community should pay
a donble tax and others go scot free. The mem-
her for North-East Fremantle stated that a man
with a building on a small block will have to
pay a land tax without exemption. Suhbsection
2 of Section 11 of the original Aet states that
all land, the value of which does not exceed £50
is exempted from taxation.  There are very
few working men in the State who have a
building on a block above £50 in value. In
1907 when the then Land and Ineome Tax Bill
was introduced by Mr. Wilson it was pointed
out that Section 17 was inserted so as not to
impuse a double tax on the farmer. The mem-
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ber for Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker) during
the Committee stage of the Bill made the fol-
lowing remarkg:—

When we taxed land or labour we taxed
income. A man could never pay a tax on
land from which he derived no profit. . . . .
Whether one paid income tax on earnings,
speculations, or in any other way, he paid
it as money earned from the particular in-
vestment; from labour or from land it was
still income, s¢ land tax was income tax as
much as any other. However there was no
definite principle in the BN, . . .. If we
were to have taxation let income derived
from land pay just exactly in the same pro-
portion as income derived from the other
sources of energy or investment, namely
iust in propertion to what it could return, as
the worker would have to pay in proportion
to his earnings. An income tax was the
faivest of all if its incidence wasg fair, if it
reached all classes of men, those who got
profits from the soil and those who get pro-
fits from professions or from being humble
workers. But here nothing was accomplished
by the Bill except that we penalised men for
getting low wages because men receiving
only £150 a year would have to pay the bulk
of the taxation. That was the principle, if
there was any prineiple at all; in the Trea-
surer’s proposal.

The leader of the Opposition was of the same
opinion before this matter was adjourned a few
weeks ago, while the member for Kanowna in
the extract which I have quoted, points out the
exact position and the very principle I am ad-
vocating at the present time.

Mr. MUNSIE: 1 am going to oppose the
amendmeut which has been suggested by the
Government. I belicve that every individoal in
the community should be on the same footing.
I% is all very well for hon. members to say that
thére are working men who have houses on
blocks of land worth less than £30. T do not
know of any who have houses on land in the
metropolitan area worth less than £50. I
tried for 18 months to get a block, but did
not sueceed. The Attormey General has hun-
dreds of blocks of land for sale to-day, but I
will bet that it will not be possible to get one
for £25. The Bill as it is introduced is a land
and ineome tax Bill.

Hon, P. Collier:
both.

Mr, MUNSIE: My principal reason for op-
posing the suggested amendment is that T am
satisfied that, had not that party meeting been
held, at which they knew they were going to
et a majority to exclude the exemptions, we
would have goi the exemptions kept in the Bill

Mr. Thomson: You are absolutely wrong.

Mr. MUNSIE: So long as certain indi-
viduals could get a concession, it was all right.

Mr. Thomson: It is not a eoncession; it is
justice,

Mr. MUNSIE: The member for Katanning
admitted that he was in favonr of cutting out
the exemption altogether. Seeing that the
House has Aeeided that all sections of the com-
munity shall pay, irrespective of whether they
can afford it or not, T will not cast a vote
whieh will give a special privilege to an indi-
vidual hecause he happens to be a farmer. If

That means that you pay
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a man has land he should pay land tax; if he
has an inecome, even though he derives it from
the land, he should pay also,

Clause put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result:—

Ayes . o . .. 10
Noes .. .. .. ..o 22
Majority against .. .oo12
AYES.

Mr. Angwin My, Munsie
Mr. Colligr Mr. Rocke
Mr. Green Mr. Willeock
Mr Jones Mr. O'Loghlen

Mr. Lambert (Teiler )y
Mr. Lutey

NoOES,

Mr. Anpgelo Mr. Pickerlng
Mr. Broun Mr. Plesse
Mr, Brown Mr. Pilkington
Mr. Draper Mr. H. Rabinson
Mr, Durack Mr. R. T. Robinson
Mr. George Mr. Teesdala
Mr. Griffitha Mr. Thomson
Mr. Harrison Mr. Underwood
Mr. Hickmaott Mr, Willmott

Mr. Maley Mr. Hardwlck

Mr. Miichell (Teller.)
Mr. Money

Clause thus negatived.

Clause 4—agreed to.

Clavse 5—Amendment of Section 20:

Hon, P. COLLIER: This provides a definite
fixed payment of 4. in the pound on all stakes
won at race meetings. Wherein does that differ
from the existing provision? It makes the
amount payable a fixed sum, whereas in the ex-
isting Act the amount may be fixed from year
to year and is liable to variation. Is it the
same amount as paid at present?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is the
same amount as paid at present, but only paid
hy agreement. As a matter of fact it was not
provided for in the Aet, hence the amendment.
In view of many difficulties it has been made a
fixed rate.

Clause put and passed.

Claugse 6—Amendment of Section 23:

The ATORNEY GENERAL: In the seventh
line of Section 23 oceur the words ‘taxable
amount of the income.’” Thoge words should
Le ¢‘income chargeable.”” They have always
been interpreted as ‘‘income chargeable.’’
and no one has disputed it, but the time may
come when it will be disputed. Hence this _
amendment.

Clause put and passed,

Clanse 7—Amendment of Section 30:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T move an
amendment—

fThat in paragraph (h) the proviso bhe
struek out and the following inserted in
lieu:~—* Provided that the deduction under
fhis subsection shall only be allowed so far
as there is any income remaining, as as
sessed, derived from the business earried
on by the taxpayer upon such premiges,
after allowing all other business dedue-
tions, from which the deduction under this
subscetion ean be made.’ !
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The present proviso is open to argument as
to its meaning, and so I asked the Solicitor
General to put it inte clearer form,

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I move an amend-
ment— .

‘“That after paragraph (¢) the foliow-
ing be inserted:—'By omitting the word
‘ten’ in sgub-sectiomn 10 and ioserting
“fwenty-six’" in place thereof.”’

My objeet is to raise the deduction in the
case of children from £10 to £26. If this
amendment is agreed to it will help to lessen
the blow which has fallen npon married men
by the reduction of the general exemption to
£136, In England the exemption for chil-
dreun is £25 and the Commonwealth Govern.
ment provide for an exemption of £26, [
should not mind if a limit was imposed as
to the ineome up to which such exemptions
were granted.

My, Draptr: Whut js the cost to the State
of the cducation of a child?

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is a little over £7.
There is no doubt that the burdens that lie
before married men to-day represent a great
factor in the consideration of the question of
matrimony. As a matter of broad general
principle it is good policy for any State to
give greater consideration to wmarried men
than has been the ease in the past.

Mr, Pickering: Make the ameunt £20.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 1 wounld be willing to
do that.

The Attorney General; Would the hon.
member be willing to make the amount £157

Hon. P. COLLIER: T econsider £20 little
cnough. The Government ought to take into
consideration the very large additional num-
ber of married men whe will come under in-
come taxation while having hitherto been ox-
empt. We should try fo ease the bhurden of
those married men by raising the amount in
£20. T trust the Government will accept the
- amendment,

Mr., FOLEY: I had given notice of an
amendment similar to that of the leader of
the Opposition. Even though the Govern-
ment have agreed to an exemption for single
men with dependants, the adeption of this
amendment will represent a real benefit to
many of our citizens who are nol in receipt
of high wages. T personally have always
favonred the restriction of exemption to £136.
The amendment is designed to help the men
on the lowest rung of the ladder. For pur-
poses of taxation T would favour dividing
the State into areas and then imposing taxes
relatively to the cost of living as compared
with the cost in Perth. In the remote por-
tions of the State—and I refer now more
particularly to the wining towng—the man
on £4 5s. per week suffers more hardship as
regards cost of living than does the man in
' the metropolitan area on a lesser wage. In
the distriet I represent hoard costs 35s. per
week, and then there is an additional charge
of 3s. per week for a camp. Compare these
amounts with the cost of board and lodging
in the metropolitan area. The residents of
the remote districts contribute to the revenne

of the State in a greater degree than those of
the metropolitan districs. It takes about 12s.
per fortnight for a man working on the mines

to lift his pay. That amount is ab-
sorbed by contributions to various
funds—patriotic, Red Cross, and so forth,

The contributions are deducted by the mines,
with the full consent of the men. Again,
there is the wpkeep of hospitals, the cost of
which is subseribed mainly by the mine work-
ers. In my district the hospital contribuiion
is 1s. 3d. per week, and there is talk of rais-
ing it to Is. 6d. To impose further taxation
on these people will mean that the Govern-
ment will have to take over the hospitals in
ontlving distriets. The annual cost of the hos-
pitals in wy coustifuency is a matter of
£1,500. TIf we took the amount which would
be collected in taxation under the proposed
Bill, the State would not be compensated to
the extent which wonld be the case if we
allowed the system, as it exigts at the present
time, to eontinue. I trust the Government will
see their way clear fo accept the amendment.

My, HARRISON: [ hope the amendment
will be agreed to, becanse if we are going to
exempt anybody this is really the true method
of providing the exemption, hecause we shall
be exempting according to the value of the
individual to the State, A man gets exemp-
tion for his children and in the future the
units of the family will be the wealth pro-
Aucers, and it will he they who will be earn-
ing incomes, Tf we exempt the men who have
large families, T feel certain that we shall de-
rive a good result from it.

Mr. LUTEY: T intend to support the amend-
ment also; T think it is little enough. When
we think of the workers on the goldfields
carning £4 a week, it is right and proper that
we shounld extend cousideration to those who
are rearing families. T know from personal
experienee what a struggle the workers have
to rear families on the goldfields, In Eng-
Iand they saw the wisdom of a proposal such
as this.

Mr. PICKERING:
on the amendment—

““That ‘twentv-six’ bhe struck out and

‘twenty’ inserted in Deu.

In view of the fact that the State provides
free education, it would be quite reasonable to
make the amount £20. T think that if the
leader of the Opposition agrees to aceept that
amendment he will have the whole Committee
with him.

T move an amendment

[Mr. Foley took the Chair.]

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T hope the Commit-
tee will agree to the amendment moved hy
the leader of the Opposition. Tu any case, it
will make very little difference to the Govern-
ment whether the amount is £20 or £26, bat it
will make a lot of difference to the individual.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I may give
the Committee some figures with respect to the
deduetions. If an exemption of £10 is
allowed, that means a loss of revenue of
£5,000. Suppose we increase the exemption to
£26 per child, the loss would be £12,000.
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Hon. P. Collier: In effect the logs would be
£7,000, the difference between the two
amounnts,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: So far as the
deduction of £10 per child is concerned, in
1914 there was dedueted £207,000; in 1914,
£205,000; and in 1915, £203,000. In round
figures the amount dedncted annvally is
£200,000. [f we are going to increase the
amount to £20 the figures will be somewhere
in the neighbourhood of half a million.

Hon. P. Collier; But the real point is the
revenune that you will lose.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tf a man has
three ehildren und the rate per child be £20,
his income will have to be £217 hefore he is
taxed anything. [f the hon. member’s pro-
posal is agreed to, such a man will have to
earn £230 before he is taxed at all. We have
heen told that the average rate of wage on the
goldfields is £3 17s. 6d. A man on that wage
with three children would pay no tax. [t
means that we should be telling the people of
the goldfields that they need not pay any tax
at all. The nverage rate of wage in Perth, we
are told, is £3 7s. 10d., or £176 per annum. A
man on that wage and having two children
would he exempt. Therefore it scems to me
the £10 exemption is ample. In view of what
is paid for education, approximately £7 9s.
8., T must ask members not to agree to either
£90 or £26, for it is too large a dednetion.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There is yet another
aspect to the question, namely, that of giving
ronsideration to the men who are carrying the
wnrden, In other countries, where the dedue-
tion is €26 per child, the authorities have
heen just as anxious to gather taxation as are
we, but they have seen the sound policy of
extending consideration in this dircction. Tt
is u sound national proposition, because it
lielps -those who are engaged in building up
the nation. Just now we are launched upon o
taxation dchanch. Never has Parliament in
this State been so fixedly engaged in piling
taxation on to the people. Yet Ministers, on
assuming office, declared that they were going
to restore the country without recourse to
taxation at all. Some of the supporters of the
present Government refused taxation to the
Wilson Government in Mareh of last year,
and in July or August of the same year those
came members fonnd justifieation for general
all-round taxation. We are heaping tremend-
ons taxation on the people to-day. Last year
we received £00,000 under the very Act we are
amending. and now we are told that we are to
rmige an additional £140,000 under the mea-
sure. By accepting the amendment the Gov-
ernment wounld be foregoing £5,000 of this.
Ts it too mueh to ask the Govermment to fore-
go £5000 out of the additional £14(].0_00 that
they pronose to raise by means of this taxa-
tion? This Bill and others dealing with taxa-
tion represent the greatest measure of ta.xa_hon
that has bheen given to any Government since
T have heon connected with Parliament.

12 o’cloek, midnight.

The Attarney General: That is the gross
amount. You have to deduct the amounts for
dependants.

Mon, P. COLLIER: L am speaking of the
amount to be raised under the Bill as it was
drafted by the Treasurer. Almost every av-
enue ot taxation has been exploited by the
Government this session.

Mr. LUTEY: T again plead with the Com-
mittece to grant this exemption of £26. lu
South Australia the parents have to pay for the
education of their ehildren, and yet the Gov-
croment recently raised the exemptions for
children from £10 to £15. In that State also
the general exemption is £200.

Mr. MUNSIE: 1 hope the amendment oun
the amendment wiil not be passed. It sheuld
not be too much to ask Western Australia to
do for the mmarried men of the community what
other countries are doing. The exemption of
£26 would only mean a difference of £7,000 on
the actval proposals of the Treasurer. I ob-
jeet to a smaller exemption than £26 for the
rcason that the Governmeut arc giving away
£15,000 in comnection with incomes of over
£1,500, and they shoull be willing te allow the
exemption of £26 for each child.

Mr. WILLCOCK: In my opinion it costs at
least £26G a year to keep a child, an@ that be-
ing the ense the father should be exempt from
the payment of tax on that ameunt, [ woulld
also point out that parents do pay a consider-
able amount towards the education of their
children. Lt is married men with four or five
children that will be most affected by this Bill,
and 1T know of one auch man who, after the
Christmas vacation, had to pay about £4 for
school hooks. The doing away with slates, for
hygienic reasons, means &d. for a pad or 6d.
for an exercise bhook every week. Since parents
arc paving as much towards the cost of the
education as the State pays, there i3 not mueh
in the argument on the score of cducation.

Amendment (Mr, Pickering’s) put, and o
divigion taken with the following result:—

Ayes .. .. .. 15
Noes . .. .
Majority against .. ..o 2
AYES.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Lutey
Mr. Angwin Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Collier Mr. Muosla
Mr., Green Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Griffiths Mr. H. Robinson
Mr. Harrlsan Mr. Rocke
Mr. Jones Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lamberr {Teller.)
Noes.
Mr. Broun Mr. Plessa
Mr. Brown Mr. Pllkington
Mr. Draper Mr. R. T. Roblnson
Mr. Durack { Mr, Teesdale
Mr. George | Mr. Thomsen
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Underwoad
Mr. Maley ] Mr. Wilimott
Mr. Money Mr. Hardwlck
Mr. Plckering : {Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Amendment {Mr. Collier’s) as previously
amended put and passed.
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The ATTORNEY

amendment—
““That in paragraph (d) the words ‘but

development work shall not be deemed to in-

elude any work in connection with the main

shaft’ be struck out.’’
As far as an individual who is opening up a
small mine is concerned, it has been pointed
out to me that the main shaft of a mine is
very much like a main road to a farm, with-
out which the mine cannot be developed at all.
The smal mine-owner is handicapped if a
main shaft is not dcemed development work,
so0 it is proposed to strike out the words I have
mentioned,

Amendment put and passed.

GENERAL: I move an

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Progress reported.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon, W, T.
George—Murray-Wellington) : T move—
“That the House at its rising adjourn
until 430 p.m. Wednesday."’
Question put and pasged.

House adjourned at 12,26 an.

Legislative Gouncil,

Wednesday, 15th May, 1918.

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

[For ‘‘Questions on Notice’’ and ‘‘Papers
I'resented’’ sce ‘‘ Minutes of Proceedings.’']

QUESTION—AUDITOR GENERAL'S
REPORT.

Mon. A. SANDERSON (without notice)
asked the Colonial Secretary: Will the Auditor
General’s report be available this week or next
week?

The COLONTAL, SECRETARY replied: I
am not able to answer the question immedi-
ately. T will make inquiries.

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMEXNDMEXNT.
Assembly's Amendments.
Schedule of seven amendments made by the
Assemhly now considered.

Tn Committee.
Hon, W. Kingsmill in the Chair; the Colonial
Secretary in charge of the Bill.
No. 1—Clause 3: Strike out the clause:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I propese
to ask the House to agree to this amendment.
The clause provides that premises of the Crown
may be declared subject to the Act. Personally
T have never had stroug faith in the clause he-
canse it is difficult to compel the Government
to o anything in this respect, for the reason
that it is not possible to impose any penalty.
The idea was that it might act as a lever, or as
a little moral pressure, which the Health De-
partment wmight bring on other departments.
The Asscmbly thinks it is desirous that the
vlause should be-struck out. I move—

“‘That the amendment be agreed to.’’

Question put and passed; the Assembly’s
amenidment agreed to.

No. 2—Clause 46: Strike out the following
words in paragraph (3):—*‘By the deletion of
the proviso in Subsection (1) and*’:

The COLOXNTAL SECRETARY: I propese
to ask the Coinmittee to agree to this amend-
ment made by the Assembly. The cfiect is to
restare the provise in Scction 242j of the prin-
¢ipal Aet, which gives a female the right, un-
der eertain cirenmstances, fo require one of the
examining medical oflicers to he a female prac-
titioner, and to strike out the proposal for the
appointment of an advisory committee. The
net result is that this clause Jeaves the Assem-
bly in the same form in which it entered the
Council; with the following additional suh-
clause:—

Any person who knowingly gives false in-
formation to the Commissioner, with the in-
tention that action shall be taken Dby the
Commissioner under this section, shall he
guilty of an offence against this part of the
Act.  TPenalty: Fifty pounds or imprison-
ment with or withont hard labour for a
period not exceeding 12 months.

There is also a further proviso that the amen:-
ments made by this section, dealing with ven-
ereal digeases, shall continue in force until 30th
September, 1919, and no longer, after which
date Section 242j shall again come into opera-
tion. The Assembly has substituted one safe-
guard for another safeguard whieh was pro-
posed by this Chamber. Personaily, T have no
doubt in my own mind that as a safeguard the
one put up by this Chamber, as the result of
the select committee’s inquiries, was far
stronger than the one now proposed, but 1 do
not think that either was absolutely necessary;
in fact T think the select committee put up the
safeguard as a safeguard to meet certain ob-
jections. But the people who raised those ob-
jections have preference for the safeguard now
provided by the Assembly and there is no ob-
jeetion to accepting that.- T would like to take
this opportunity of saying that, personally. T
fecel indebted to the select commitiee for the
work they did, and for the thorough manner in
which they examined this Bill and materially
asgisted its passage through the House. The
members of that seleet committee, when they
compare the safeguard sugpgested by the Assem-
bly with the one they propesed, will not feel
that their work has been depreciated. The safe
guard of the Assembly practically places in
this measure what might he regarded as com-
mon law rights, but witheut the inclusion of
this section, those sections of the Act imposing



