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

ANATOMY

BILL SELECT
BUTTER.

ing season?
5, The same when not operating?9
6, The wages paid to the workers
during transport from Fremantle to Wyndham and return?
7, The average cost of
transport for these employees ?
8, The
number of weeks each man was employed,
and the number of weeks occupied in transport, or waiting for transport?
9, The
amount paid to workers for overtime, and
to whom paid?
10, The amount of commissions paid, and to whom paid?
The
WATER
reply to
Table of

COM-

MINISTER
FOR
COUNTRY
SUPPLIES replied: Particulars in
the question have been laid on the
the House.

QUESTION-NOTE

ISSUE.

Report Presented.

Premier's Reported Views.

RON.
A. LOVEKIN (Metropolitan)
(4.33]: I desire to present the report of the
select committee on the Anatomy Bill. The
committee propose to lay on the Table a
typed copy of the evidence and to distribute
several other such copies, but for economic
reasons the committee thought it would not
be wise to print the whole of the evidence,
some of which is not relevant. Embodied in
the report is a precis of the evidence on the
material points. If members should want
to have the whole of the evidence printed, it
is open to them to move accordingly.
I
moveThat the report of the select committee be

Hon. H. SEDDON asked the Minister for
Country Water Supplies: 1, Is he aware of
the statement attributed to the Premier at
Jennapullin, as published in the "West Australian" of the 27th inst., containing the
following :-"IOt would be quite a reasonable
action for the Commonwealth Government to
issue notes to cover an advance on wheat,
the notes to be destroyed when the wheat was
sold abroad"? 2, Did the Premier, the Hon.
Sir James Mitchell, make thatt statement?
3, Does the Hon. Sir James Mitchell advocate inflation of the note issue?

received.

3, Yes, against wheat, and to a limited extent. At Jeanapullin he mentioned is. per
bushel.

Question put and passed; report received
and ordered to be printed.

QUESTION-WYNDHAM
WORKS-

MEAT

Employees, Wages and Costs.
Hon. J. J. HOLMES asked the Minister
for Country Water Supplies: Will he supply
the following information :--1, The number of permanent employees engaged during
the year ended 31st December, 1920, and
the amount paid to each?
2, The number
of men employed in the works for the operating season during the same period?
3,
The number of men employed during the
period when the works were not operating?
4, The amount of wages earned by slaughtermen and other employees during the operat-

The

MINISTER

FOR

COUNTRY

WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1 and 2, Yes.

QUESTION-UNEXLOYAENT
REUiEF.
Hon. E. H. H. HALL aked the Minister
for Country Water Supplies: 1, What was
the total amount spent by the Government
in assisting the unemployed in the metropolitan area during the months of June,
July, August and September, 1029, and the
corresponding months in 19309
2, What
amount was spent on relief of married unemployed in the metropolitan area during
August and September, 1030?
3, What
amount was spent during the same two
months ou relief of married unemployed in
the metropolitan area and at Blaekboy Hill?
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The
MINISTER
FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1, 1929June £3,984, July £1,580, August £2,186,
September £3,638, total £11,388; 1930-Jurne £17,529, July £16,656, August £18,123,
September £C23,660, total £75,968.
2, August £15,850, September £20,386.
3, August
£5,191, September £5,309.

BILL-PARLIAMENTARY ALLOWANCES AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [4.37]:

1

desire strongly to oppose the passing of
this measure. Various speakers against the
Bill have put up a good ease why it should
not be passed. I wish the passing of such
a Bill would set that example and do everything that sincere members of the community desire; but I think it a farce to
even imagine that so paltry a Bill will
in any way meet the situation. Those of
us who a in close touch with the position
of the unemplored know that very real
sacrifices will have to be made by those who
can afford to make them in order to meet
the position, which everyone says is going
to be worse during the coming year. To
me the remarkable thing is that the unemployed themselves have sat so quietly
and behaved so well during the last few
months.
Can anyone imagine the condition of the married men of this State who
are out of workt Can anyone imagine how
the sum of money which is being put forward by the Government on the Estimates
in another place is in any way going to
meet the just wants of the people? Those
members who have spoken to the debate
are sure the position is going to be worse
than it already is. Therefore, the money
provided by the Government will not meet
the position.
The deplorable thing about
the Bill and the speeches made by people
interested in forcing down the standard of
living of the workers is that the depression is being used to push the workers still
further down. There can be no question
about that. Everybody is emphasising the
necessity to readjust things and push wages
down. That is what it means. They want
the worker to accept less.
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Hon. J. Nicholson: Who said so?
Hon. E. H. GRAY: It is the only construction one can put upon the remarks
made at public meetings, in this Chamnber,
and in the Press,
Hon. J. Nicholson: Who said that?
Hon. E. H. GRAY: I strongly believe in
the opinions expressed by Mr. ])rew, Air.
Lovekin, and Mr. Kitson regarding the burden being thrown upon those in the community who are best able to carry it.
Ron. E. H. H1. Hall: That is going to
be done.
ion. J. Cornell:
It is very doubtful
whether it is.
fluo. E. H. GRAY: Then if it is going
to be done, where is the necessit for the
Bill? I expressed my opinion weeks ago
to a local authority who wrote to me asking my views as to the desirability of memnbers reducing their salaries.
By way of
reply I said I thought a graduated tnx for
everybody should be introduced, a tax for
wage-earners and
salary-earners, under
which wealthy people would pay double for
a short period, rather than that the workers
should submit to a general reduction in
wages right down the scale of industi*. I
expressed that opinion long before this Bill
was introduced. Under that scheme everybody would be better off, because if wve had
a g raduated tax for a limited period and
made everybody pay according to his
means, the tax could easily be lifted when
opportunity arose. But once the worker
agrees to accept the doctrine of those who.are striving to push him down and insist
upon his accepting lower wages, it will take
years and years to build up the standard
of living and culture and comfort tu which
the worker is entitled.
Surely it is not
beyond the intelligence of the leadens of the
State to ascertain what sum of money is
required to adjust the position, and then to
impose the graduated tax I speak of. That
is the only way in which we can meet the
position.
Hon. E. H. Harris: Would You exempt
members of Parliament from that tax?
Hon. E. H. GRAY: No, I believe everybody who can afford to pay should be called
upon to hay, in order not only to balance
the ledger but also to give a fair deal to the
hundreds who are out of work. They are
not getting a fair deal now, although many
people think they are. It is to the credit
of those people who are undergoing severe
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that they are remaining so
hardship
quiet. I do not think I should be so quiet
if I were unemployed. And no doubt in
a few months' time we shall be faced with
a ragged arnky of men, women and children, which will be a disgrace to our ciliisation.
The remarkable thing about the
present crisis is that although there are
in this Chamber members who are fairly
decent landlords, there has not been any suggestion made for a 25 per cent, reduction in
rents. That would be a practical step for
members of this Chamber to make towards
And
the solution of the present trouble.
some of them, at least, could afford to do it.
Why should member after member stand up
here and -ay we must pass the Bill as an
example to the people? It would be a far
better example, and would represent a real
sacrifice if property owners in this Chamber
were to say, "We will be prepared to lead
a movement for a 25 per cent. reduction in
rents." Then people would say that members of Parliament were genuine in their desire to fix up the present muddle.
That
would be a. lead indeed. Why should we
pretend to be making a sacrifice by giving
up 10 per cent. of our salaries? It is only
a mere pretence.
I am not reflecting on
members, but I do think the man in the
street will look at it in that way. We shoul I
do big things. Big things would have an
enormous effect upon the lives of others in
Western Australia. Those who are vigorously supporting this measure should take
that into consideration, and start a moayament for reducing rents by 25 per cent.
That would affect every home in the metropolitan area. There are thousands of people paying 40 per cent. more than they
should for the houses they live in.
Hon. A. Lovekin: Some of the big places
are not bringing in three per cent.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: I know of hundreds
of people who are paying between 30 and
40 per cent, more than they should for very
questionable cottages. I could give dozens
of instances of that sort of thing. These
rentals absorb between 25 and 30 per cent.
of a man's pay before he can get anything
like a decent place to live in. We should
discuss that phase of the question instead
of making a paltry reduction in our salaries.
This Bill may be misconstrued in the ranlks
of the people I represent. I do not want to
be connected with any movement or support
any measure that will be an indication to the

workers to follow our example, and be pr
pared to accept a ig percentage reduction
in their wages.
Hon. J. Cornell: Owners will reduce rents
only when they are forced to do so, not
before.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: That is a very apWe should force the
propriate remark.
landlords to bring down rents.
Hon. J. Nicholson: Circumstances are
forcing them now.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: Those who have 1ei
their houses are charging big rentals. Rents
in the main streets of Fremantle were recently reduced by a small percentage. Thk
was held as a tremendous achievement on
the part of the local business people, hut it
is only a paltry reduction and not nearly
big enough in the circumstances. I ;hould
like to see Mr. Holmes leading a movement
of this kind.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: I have led a move
went for a reduction in rents.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: Mr. Holmes led a
movement to organise the shop assistants.
He could make history again by leading another in the metropolitan area for a 30 per
cent, reduction in rents.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: I have led the movement already. I made reductions month.,
ago, before you woke up.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: I do not think so.
Ron. J. It. Macfarlane: You might takhis word for it.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: The rents of Mr.
Holmes' properties in Fremantle have not
been reduced.
Ron. J. 3. Holmes: Fortunately I have
only one there now.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: I know of one house
belonging to the hon. member, the rental o'?
which has not been reduced.
The PRESIDENT: These remarks are
rather personal.
Hon. E. H. GRAY: Mr. Holmes has a
reputation which carries considerable weight
amongst the capitalists of the community.
He could make history if he led a movemieit
for a reduction of rents. If he were supported by Mr. Lovekin, he would cause Sensation in Western Australia. This Honse
could set an example by asking all landlords
at once to reduce their rents.
Hon. A. Lovekin: I have no tenants.
Hon. E. H. Harris: Have the Trades
Hall set a good example by reducing their
rents to the unions which occupy rooms
there?

[30 OmaoER, 1930.]
Hon. E. H. GRAY:- I know nothing abouZ
that.
Hen. E. H. Harris: You ought to know.
Hon. EK H. GRAY: Hf the rentals charged
in the city were on a par with those charged
by Trades Hall, people would not have much
to complain of.,
Hon. J1. Cornell: Do the Trades Hall authorities let cottages to workers?
Hon. E. H. GRAY: No. High rentals
represent a big question to the people. There
has been no movement of any magnitude by
the other side who are trying to force down
wages. There should be a big reduction in
rentals. If that were brought about, there
would also be a reduction in the rates. I
am asserting a truth which, cannot he eontradicted when I say that the rents in Perth,
Fremantle and suburbs are too high, and
absorb too much of the workers' wages.
Hon. A. tovekia: When they build
houses they might lay a few more britcks
per day to bring down the cost.
Hion. E. H. GRAY: Many houses in Fremantle have been built by prison labour.
The hon. memiber's argument regarding
brilayers does not, therefore, apply to
them. Some of these houses were built long
before Mr. Holines's people ar-rived at the
port and are being let at as high a figure
as 25s. a week. Salaries and wages should
not be reduced, but rents should Comep down.
Afterwards we could see what we could do.
We have only to read the newspapers to
see that organised employers are tumbling
over themselves to bring down wages
through the Arbitration Court.
Hon. Slir William Lathlain: But have
they been reduced?
Hon. E. H. GRAY: They have not beern
reduced where they are protected by awards.
On the other hand many girls who were
receiving 25s. a week are now only getting 5s., although they are glad enough to
have the work to do. People in good circumstances are exploiting these unfortunate
girls by paying them scandalously low
wages. Wherever people have not been
protected by their organisations they have
been exploited every day in the week.
I
could give innumerable concrete examples of
this. If rumour is to he believed it is possible the Salaries Tax Bill will be dropped.
The Premier will be wise if he does drop that
Bill. It cannot become law. I am certain
it will not be carried 9s it is now framed.

M1inisteria[. salaries come under that Hill
and would be taxed accordingly. How is it
proposed to deal with that question? Will thn
(loverniment, have the effrontery to reduce
thle salaries of members, of the President,
the Speaker, and the Chiainnen of C6mmnittees and allow Minis'ers to go scot free?
It is fair te ask the M~iister to make an
explanation on The point. I think I have
expressed muy opinions forcibly on this matter.
1 ami opposed to the Bill, because it
is likely to create a false impression. I amn
prepared to do iar more than this Bill providles iii the endeavour to rectify the sufferings of hundreds of people in the comnmnity. I am prepared to give the best of
tuv time and ability and as much money
as I (,an spare to help in this direction.
Tlhe Bill is mnislading and will be misunderstood. It is not fair to members of Parliameut. Many of them devote all their time
to their political duties, and are not paid
any too much for the work they do. I have
not been able to save any money since I
became at member. We should be paid a
suiffict allowanice to upyhold the dignity of
office, and carry out our duties as reprosemtatives of the people.
H~on. E. H. Harris: Then you are worrying ab~out the £0 rteduction.
Hon. E, H. GRAY: I am not.
lion, E. H. Harris: You have said so.
The PRIDENT: Order!
Hon, E. Hl. GRAY: It is a fair thing
that we should be remunerated in such a
way that we can go anywhere and uphold
the dignity oC the position. Mr. Kitson has
said that members are of ten criticised by
people who are themselves tryinig to get into
Parliament. MKy opinion is that we hold a
Mlost members
very responsible position.
of all parties realise that they hold an
IionoLrable position and that they must live
up to it. I have honestly tried to carry
out my ideals of what a member should be.
The allowance we are paid is small enough
in all conscience. I oppose the seco-nd read
lag of the Bill.
HON. G, FRASER (West) %[4.58]: 1
oppose the second reading of the Bill for
many reasons The wrong method has been
followed by the Government.
Had they
comp forward with a super tax as suggested
yesterday by Mr. Cornell there would
have been no opposition from mrem-
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bers in either Chamber.
To, single out
members of, Parliament and ask them to
muake a sacrifice is the wrong thing to do.
Mr. M
Niles made r very vigorous speech yesterday. He was in his best form and attacked all and sundry. One of the statements was that we had to give a lead.
Hon. G. W. Miles: I did not say we
had to give a lead. I said the lead had
already been given by private employers.
Others have said we should give the lead.
Roa. 0. FRASER: I may have confused
the remarks he made yesterday with those
he made on the Address-in-reply.
Ron. 0. W. Miles: We should have given
a lead.
Hon. 0. FRASER:- The hon. member
said that thousands of employees had already had their wages reduced. I must
accept his word. The only people who have
had their wages reduced are those who are
not covered by arbitration awards.
To
whom then should we give the lead, if those
who arc not covered by arbitration awards
have already been reduced? Are we to give
a lead to the Arbitration Court?
Hon. 0. W. Miles: Abolish the Arbitration Court.
Ron. 0. FRASER: That is all very well.
H-on. 0. W. Miles: It will come to that
yet.
Hon. 0. FRASER: I want to find out to
whom we are to give the lead.
Hon. 3_ Cornell:
To the metrcpolitan
Press.
The PRESIDENT: It is not in order to
provoke interjections.
Hlon. G. FRASER: I am sorry if I am
provoking them. I am merely seeking for
information.
The PRESIDENT: This is not question
time.
Hon. 0T. FRASER: I am trying to find
out to whom the hont. member is referring
when he interjects about giving a lead. I
hope it was Dot the Arbitration Court that
he wants us to give our lead to. It would
be quite wrong Aor anyone in the community to give that court, or anty other
tribunal, a lead in any matter. Tribunals
decide issues on evidence before them. -Mr.
Miles also told us that banking institutions and other such bodies should suffer
reductions, hut he does not do anything
that would bring those people into line. I
do not believe in members of Parliament

being singled out for a particular sacrifice.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: You were singled
out for an increase a few years back.
Hon. G. FRASER: I was not a member
Of the Chamxber at the time. When I came
here I was elected for a tern of six years
at £600 a year, and whilst MrT. Miles
held up his hands in honror some time
back, when it was suggested that interest
rates should be reduced, and. he declared
that he would not have repudiation, he
does not mind repudiation taking place in
connection with parliamentary allowances,
or workers' wages.
Eon. G. W. Miles: That will not hold
water.
Hon. G. FRASER: I believe that hon.
maembers did increase their salaries, but I
am only speaking of the position as I know
it. Several other hon. members are in the
same position as that which I occupy in
this Chamber in tespect of the allowance.
Now we find that before the contract has
expired the allowance is to be cut down.
I am quite prepared with other members
of the community to bear may share of the
sacritke, but I -do not believe in being
singled out for treatment that is different
from that being meted out to others. It
has been mentioned that it is intended to
impose reductions in the salaries of memrbers of the Public Service, but we find that
the two proposals do not dovetail. Those
members of the service who are in receipt
of a salary equal to our allowance are to
be subjected to a reduction at the rate of
71/ per cent. against our 10 per cent. There
is no equity in the proposal. The civil servants are in an entrenched position; they
have no calls on their purse and no election expenses to incur. Yet they are to
forfeit 23/

per cent. less than members of

Parliament. _Mr. Gray evidently has some
inside information. I do not know whether
it is correct or not; if it is correct, the
only thing for the Government to do is to
withhold, the measure we are now discussugHon. 3. Cornell: We are being cut down
at the rate of £60 a year and the Governnment engineers are getting an increase up
to £100.
Hon. 0. FRASER: Yes, inconsistencies
all along the line. One would not object
to the reduction of £00 if the money were
to be devoted to some good cause. The
Government do not propose to apply the
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money to any particular object; they will
merely stop paying it to us. If it were to
be handed over to a fund, as suggested by
Mr. Drew, from which sum somebody
would receive a benefit, so much objection
would not be raised. There are many other
ways by which the Government could save
a much larger amount than they will save
by making this reduction in our allowance.
Mr. Lovekin -referred to the matter of
printing. Members do object to having
their allowances. reduced when they find
that money is being squandered in other
directions by the Government. The proposel to make the reduction retrospective
to the 1st October is something new for the
Government to launch out upon. I know
that on most subjects they are very much
against anything of a retrospective nature.
Just now, however, they are not so particular.
Hon. H. Seddon: Have you never heard
of a retrospective award?
Hon. G-. FRASER: Yes, but I am mentioning the fact that the present Government have always taken exception to that
kind of thing being adopted. At the present lime, however, the boot is on the other
foot.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: You are now helpiug to urake it retrospective.
Hon. G. FRASER: I do not know that I
am. If the Bill had gone through on the day
on which it was introduced, it would still
have been restrospective. It was not read
the first time until the 16th October. I
notice that Mr. Holmes is quite prepared to
make it retrospective to the 1st July. Perhaps on some future occasion I shall have
the opportunity to remind him of that. I
merely rose to say that I object to the principle embodied in the Bill; I object to members of Parliament being singled out to give
a lead to others to reduce wages. It appears
to me that, as things are going, we shall be
giving a lead; we shall he in the vanguard,
but there will not be any army following if
Mr. Gray's statement is correct. Should the
salaries tax measure comue before us, there
will still be a large section of the community
left untouched. One of the greatest barrackers for the reduction of members salaries has been the Press of the metropolitan
area. I understand the "West Australian"
last year made a profit of over £80,000, and
I am informed also that company is now
buying newsprint at a quarter the price that
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was paid -daring war time. It was during
the war period that the price of the paper
was increased to 2d. per copy. Seeing that
that journal is paying now so much less for
its newsprint, should it not give a lead to
the community by reducing the price of its
newspaper? Further than that, I am informed by a business person-the information may or may not be correct, but I understand it is authentic--that in addition to
keeping up the price of the paper,,the advertising rates on all new business have
been increased by 25 per cent.
Hon. J. M. Macfarlane:
That is quiteright.
Hon. 0. FRASER: That is the sort of
thing we get from the metropolitan Press.
Instead of aking others to give aLlead, why
does not the "West Australian" itself give
a lead to the community by reducing its
charges instead of increasing them, I know
that a good many members have been stampeded into voting for the Bill because of
certain articles that have appeared in the
Press. If one tells a man something, often
enough, he will grow to believe it himself.
If a person looks sick, and someone tells
him that, and then another person comes
along and repeats it, the unfortunate individual will proceed to consult a doctor.
The "West Australian" has adopted the
policy of telling members of Parliament that
they must reduce their salaries, and this has
been told so often that some members now
really believe that that course must he followed.
Hon. J. Nicholson: And you are telling us
we should not believe it.
Hon. G. FRASER: I am telling the hon.
member that this is not the method by which
it should be done.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: flow would you do
it?
Hon. G. FRASER: By a supertax on incomes.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: All incomes9
Bon, G. FRASER: Yes, all taxable incomes. I do not believe in being singled out
as an Aunt Sally.
Hon. J. Nicholson: Don't you think we
should set an example3
Hon. G-. FRASER: I am quite prepared
to pay my share along with others, but I
do not see why we should be asked to set
an example.
Hon. 3. Nicholson: Quite a number of
firms have made reductions.
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Hon. G. FRASER: I have yet to learn
that any of the firms have approached the
court and asked for a reduction of awards.
There have been several applications for the
suspension of certain portions of awards
in counection with part-time work,,but I am
not aware that there has been any appeal to
the court for a reduction of wages. While
I am quite prepared, as I have already said,
to bear my share of the burden, I am not
preparedj to agree to a measure snob as the
one before us, although I believe it will go
through. All the same, I hope the Government will see their way clear to meet the
existing condition of things in other ways,
and that they will introduce another Bill.
I hope also that wxhat Aifr. Gray has told the
House with regard to the other measure is
correct. If it does come before this Hlouse,
the -Minister must not blush when he introduc-es it.

Ron, E. H. HARRIS: 'lie hon. member
hias told us he has confidential infonxation
that the Salaries Tax Bill is to be withdrawn. That Bill, which has been eharactenised as unfair and which M1r. Drew last
night said would affect only 2 per cent, of
the people, has been strongly attacked in
another place, and practically the whole
basis of the opposition is that the measure
is unfair.
Opponents have all said that
they believe in spreading the burden over
the whole of the people. I understand thc
Govenment arc likely to take them at their
word and to withdrawv that Bill in order
that a tax might be imposed upon the whole
of the people. Consequently, unless those
members repudiate the speeches they have
made, they will be pledged. to support a
measure of general taxation. I am amnazed
that opponents of the Bill now before us
have not resurrected one point. The salary
of a. private member is £600 and will be
reduced by £60. 1 agree with, that. AuHON. B. H. HARRIS (North-East;
[5.15]: 1 have listened with great attention other Bill to he considered later contains
to thle organised barrage put up against a schedulethe Bill by the Labour members in this
The PRESIDENT:
The hon. member
House. They and their friends in another cannot discuss another Bill. Incidental replace seem to be inspired with. the laudable ference ma~y be mnade to it, but hie cannot
object of retaining their £600 in order to enter into details.
content their fellow-workers who are on the
Hen. E. H. RTARRIS: I intend to make
basic wagle of £2253.
Labour members in only incidental reference to it. Members
both Chambers have adopted the attitude of Parliament and Ministers of the Grown,
that if we reduce our salaries, we imply it is understood, are to be taxed 10) per
concuirrence in reducing the wages of men cent., but the whole of a nmember's salary
in other walks of life.
will be taxed 10 per cent., while the other
Hon. W. H. Kitson: That argumnent has £900 odd that a Minister receives will be
been used dozens of times in this C'hamber. taxed at the rate of only 8$1/a per cent.
Ron. J. J. Holmes: Where do you find
Hon. E, H. HARRIS: I say it is only
that?7
camouflage for the workers.
Hon. E. H. HARRIS:- I arm surprised
Hon. G. Fraser: Camouflage by the memmembers who have been claiming that
that
bers who put it up ?
the incidence of the tax is unfair have not
Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The Government
directed attention to the point.
should be congratulated oil tile political
Hon. G. Fraser: We do not like to be
tactics they have adopted.
personal.
Hon. H. Seddon: For once.
Hon. E. H. HARRIS: There is no quesHon. F EB., ARRIS: Yes, It does not tion of being personal. A memuber receivmatter what is proposed, the Opposrition ing £C600 will pay 10 per cent., but a MNinwill still best the dr-um for ill they are ister reeiving £1,500 will pay a different
worth. Had the Government introduced a rate.
A 'Minister receives
Hon. J. Cornell:
Bill proposing a supertax, such as %on-~
£1,000 a year.
members have suggested, a tax that wuul
bare hit everyone in receipt of the basic
Hon. E. HE. HARRIS: And he would
wagc or more, they would have been attacked pay 8%/ per cent. on the extra £900 odd.
equally as vigorously as they have been foy Questions have been asked whether Govintr-oducing this; Bill.
ernment servants,, who draw extra emoluments for various duties, will be taxed on
Ron. G. Fraser: Bring it in and see.
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the aggregate of their salaries. The Minister can put me right if I anu wrong.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: You are wrong. The
Ministerial salary is more than £C1,000.
Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I understand a
Minister receives £900, and £600 as a private member.
Hon. J. Cornell: No; a Minister gets £500
as a private member.
Hon. E. R. HARRIS: I amn looking Lit
the two Bills and I wish to be quite clear
on that point. I support the second read.
ing. Had the Government introduced tine
measure earlier, or made it retrospective.
it would have been to the advantage of
the State, and would have reflected greater
credit upon the Government and their
efforts to balaner. the Budget.
HOM. H. J. YELLAND (East) [5.22] 1
did not intend to speak on this Bill, but it
is as well not to give a silent vote. I shall
support the second reading because the
exigencies of the financial position demand
that a lead should be given by those who
have the interests of the State at heart.
Hon. G. Fraser: To whom are you giving
the lead?7
Hon. H. J. VELLAND: A good deal has
been said about the Government taking the
lead, they have been abused for so doing,
because it has been said they have done it
with a view to bringing about a general redaction of wages. A reduction of wages has
been caused by the working man himself.
He has been asking for it. As far back as
12 mionths ago, when passing through a certain part of the State, I met a man who was
begging for food and shelter for himself, his
wife and two little children. He said he was
prepared to give the whole of his services in
return for food and shelter for himself and
his family. The man who was approached
was not in a position to pay wages, but
the applicant namned his owni conditions.
Another instance came under my notice recently. A man asked for work and was told
there was no work available. He replied
that he was prepared to work for nothing.
The man approached said he was already
employing two men tinder those conditions
and it was impossible for him to keep any'
more. Thus men are prepared to accept low
wages if work can be obtained. I do not
think some members realise the seriousness
of the position in the back country. It is
because of the disastrous position in the
wheat and wool markets that a reduction of
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salaries is incumbent upon the whole of the
community. Wool and wheat, the two commodities we sell overseas to pay oar national
debts, are being produced at unprofitable
prices. How can we meet the obligations
devolving upon us when the more wheat we
produce, the poorer we become, and the more
wool we grow, the less return we get pro
ruta, to the work done? We have to sell our
commodities in the markets of the world.
Therefore we must have conditions commensurate with those ruling in other countries with whose produce we have to comnpete. If members can show bow we can
maintain the present high standard of living, with which Australia has been blessed
or cursed for many years, and still compete
in the markets of the world, I shall be glad
to have the information, so that we can act
upon it.
Hon. 0. Fraser: Is there no depression in
the low-wage countries?
Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Yes, but the coinniodities we are exporting are costing more
to produce than we are getting for them.
Therefore it becomes essential to establish a
proper proportion between the cost of production and the cost of living. The cost of
living has decreased and it will fall still
lower. If it coines down, wages must come
down also, for the simple reason that wages
have been increased by the Arbitration
Court in accordance with the increase in the
cost of living.
Hon. IV. H. Kitson: But wages have been
increased long after living has increased.
Hon. H. J. YELLANJJ: Now that the cost
of living is falling, workers must expect a
reduction of wages, as well as lower costs iii
other directions. A general reduction must
of necessity take place. The Government
have adopted the proper steps by beginning
at the top and making a reduction there.
Reduction lower down the scale is inevitable.
People themselves are asking for it in order
that they may get work. As that is inevitable, this reduction at the top is the only
logical way in which the Government cama
attack the problem.
Hon. W. H. Kitson: Would you agree to
all people outside of Parliament receiving
£600 a year being taxed £60 a year?
Hon. H. J. YELLAXD: That would be
quite outside the power of the Government
unless a tax were imposed. As to the salaries of Parliamentarians and of civil servants, I regard the Government of the day
as the employers, and employers have thea
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rirht to increase or reduce wages. To no one

nell's inquiry as to the non-inclusion in this

but the Government can we turn for reduction of Parliamentary salaries or reduction
of Public Service salaries, except such Public Service salaries as are subject to the Arbitration Court, and in that case it is the
Government's duty to appeal to the court in
the ordinary way. The Government, as employers, have taken the same stand as the
private employer must take if he is to meet
It has
the obligations thrust upon him.
been suggested that by this Bill members of
Parliament, as a body, are being attacked.
My argument so far carries exactly the
same weight in this respect, because when
an increase was desired no one but the Goverment of the day, with the consent of Parliament, could grant the increase. Naturally,
the decrease, if it is to be made, must be
made through the same channel.
Hon. J. Cornell: This is not a decrease,
but a tax.
Hon. H. J. YELLAND: It is a temporary
decrease. We have not been singled out for
reduction any more than we were singled
out for an increase some three or four years
I shall not follow hon. members in
ago.
their arguments as to rents. We recognise
that to-day rents are too high. It is astounding to learn that in Fremantle human beings inhabit dwellings that are only fit to
house pigs. Are they fit to house pigst
Putting it that way, one may arrive at a
somewhat better idea of the standard of the
housing. If it is not up to standard, redress
can be obtained by appealing to the health
authorities, who have the right of condemnation. Rents undoubtedly a too high at
present, hut that is due to the high cost of
production of houses.
Hon. E. H. Gray: Many of those houses
were built 50 years ago.
Hron. G. Fraser: Yes, by convicts.
Hon. H. J. YELLAND: if those houses
were sold to-day, they would be sold upon
the basis of what it would cost to erect them
to-day. I support the Bill, and hope that
the lead given by the Government will be
approved by this Chamber, and that the lead
will be followed by other employers, so that
each and all of us shall stand together solidly
in order to meet the difficulties through
which the nation is now passing.

measure of Ministerial salaries, I am informed by the drafting officer that it was
found impossible, because of the Constitution Acts, to frame a suitable clause to cover
them in this Bill and it is considered that
they are more suitably dealt with in another
measure. Mr. Harris said he had been informed that £C600 of Ministers' emoluments
would be reduced by 10 per cent., and the
balance by 8% per cent. That information
is entirely incorrect. The reduction of 10
per cent. will apply to the whole of Ministers' emoluments. It is not in the least likely
that Ministers would ask private members
to bear a reduction which they themselves
would not hear fully. The reduction in the
emoluments of Ministers will take effect
from the same date as the reduction in hon.
members' allowances. At any rate, the resuit to the Treasury will be the same whether
the reduction is made in this or the other
Bill.
Mr. Harris also stated that the Hill was a
special tax on a special set of people. In
making that statement he overlooked the
fact that the general community is already
taxed to the extent of the burden of the
present depression, and that measures covering other sources of revenue have yet to
be considered by this Chamber.
To Mr. Drew I would reply that the
amounts at stake in this Hill and the Salaries Tax Bill will be very acceptable to the
Treasury, or at least to the present Adininiztration. There would have been justification
for opposition to this Bitt if a greater percentage reduction had been asked for. Because of the lightness of the rate, the sum
total of the reduction should not be looked
upon as paltry. If it is so viewed, why 01)pose the passage of the Bill?
If the estimates are realised, the Bills uinder consideration in both Houses will improve the state of the Treasury by £,195,246.
No one can deny that that amount will be
a lengthy span in bridging the gap between
revenue and expenditure.
There has been no delay in bringing forward this Bill. The Budget was delivered
on the 23rd September, and since then the
drafting officers have been preparing the
various proposals. In the form of money
Bills, those proposals are now in various
stages of consideration in botb Houses, and
my impression of the previously expressed
anxiety of bon. members to meet the sitna-

COUNTRY
THE
MINISTER FOR
WATER SUPPLIES (Hon. C. F. BaxterEast-in reply) [53] In reply to _1r. Cor-
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tion was tbat the Bills, including the traffic
Bill; would be quickly placed on the statutebook. - Mr. Holmes, Mr. Drew, and Mr. Cornell have claimed that the Bill does not go
far enough. In a way I was pleased to hear
them express that opinion. As they have
thus committed themselves, I trust the taxing and other revenue Bills to come will re-

ceive favourable and expeditious consideration.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
In committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Minister
for Country Water Supplies in charge of
the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-tednction of allowances:

Hon. G. W. MILES: I move ank amendmentThat in the lnst line the word "iten") be
struck out, and ''twenty" inserted in lieu.

I was challenged last night to move a greater
reduction.

Accordingly I move a reduction

of 20 per cent. instead of 10 per cent. I
think there is power to do it, because the
reduction does not represent a tax on the

people.
Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I am quite prepared to support the idea of the amendment,
but for various reasons I hesitate to do so.
The Bill is a peculiar Bill, and has reached
us in a certain form. If we malke the
amendment proposed, the measure will have

to go basck to another place and oace more
run the gauntlet there.
The
MISTER FOR

COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: On a point of order.
Is the amendment iii order? I think it is
not.
The CHAIRMAN: I would welcome expressions of opinion

as to whether

amendment is in order.
FOR
The MINISTER
WATER

the

COUNTRY

SUPPLIES: Has this Chamber

power to deal with money questions?
The CHAIRMAN: I will look up the
point.
Hon. J. NICHOLSON: If it were merely
a question of doing what we are prepared
to do for the State in times like these, I
would gladly support a reduction of £200,
bringing us back to the

remuneration

of
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members before the last increase. By far
the better course would he to introduce,
later, a Bill imposing further reductions. We
had better leave this measure as it is.
Hon. A. LOVEEJN: I san not sure that
the amendment is in order. Section 46,
Subsection 2, of the Constitution reads-The Legislative Council may not amend
Loan Eills, or Bills imposing taxation, 'or
Bills appropriating revenue or mnoneys for the
ordinary annual services of the Government.
This Bill is to enable the Treasurer to balance the Budget; that is, to provide moneys
for the ordinary annual services of the Government. It seems to me to come within
the subsection I have quoted. True, we
shall not be imposing any further burden
upon the people by passing the amendment;
but the Bill is one which we may not amend.

We can request amendments.
Han. G. W. MILES: How can the bon.
member, regard the amendment in such a
lightl The clause will save the Government another £4,000 per annum. Mr. Drew
has pointed out that this is a parliamentary
amount. We can assist the Treasurer by
extending the contemplated saving by making it £8,000, instead of £4,000.
Hon. E. H. Gray: You are twisting Mr.
Drew's argunent!
Hon. G. W. MILES: I am not He said
it was a paltry amount. Surely we would
be in order in increasing the saviing proposed.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: I would like to
see a .33 1L/3rd per cent. reduction so as

to restore the salaries to £C400 per annum.
When the State was prosperous, members
of Parliament, without rhyme or reason,
so far as I can see, voted themselves another £200. If we were to reduce salaries
to £400 again, we could increase them to

£E60 when the State is again prosperous.
We can read between the lines There was
some difficulty in securing the passage
of the Bill in the Legislative Assentbly, and opportunity bad to be taken to secure a general muster of Government members in order to pass it. If 'we send
the Bill back with a requested amendment,
the measure may disappear; and that may
suit a number of peope. It would be
wiser to accept what we can get from meinhers of Parliament at present and then later
on, if it is found that the saving is not sufficient, I should think the Government would
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introdue additional legislation to secure a
Clause 4--Operation of Act:
further reduction in Parliamentary salaries.
Hon. G1. W. MILES:- I hope the ComThe CHAIRMAN: The point has been mnittee will delete per4 of the clause. When
raised as to whether the amendment is in we passied the legislation to increase our
order. Subsection 2 of Section 46 of the salaries, nio such clause was embodied in
Constitution Act Amendment Act has no the measure, The clause provides for the
bearing on the position inasmuch as an, Bill to have effect as from the 1st October,
amendment has been made to a Land Tax
1930, and also that it shall continue in operand Income Tax Bill in this Chamber in ation until fi' .30th September next and
the form of a requested reduction of the no longer. I object to the latter portion
land tax from 2d.. to 1d. The amendment
of the clause and it should he deleted. I
must take the form of a request to the move an amendmientLegislative Assembly. Subsection 3 of the
That all the words after ''October, 19430,''
sedtion says-be struck ont,
The Legislative Council may not aniend any
Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I hope 'Mr. Miles
Bill so as to incerease any proposed charge or
burden on the people.
will not press the amendmnent for the reasons
The Bill discloses a rather extraordinary
already advanced by 'Mr. Holmes. If we
feature. It imposes a special tax on mem- send the Bill back with such an amendment,
bers of Parliament and Mr. Miles has moved we may lose the mneasure altogether. It
to increase the tax from 10 per cent. to 20 would not be worth it. It is good policy to
get what we can and then later on, unless
per cent. Are members of Parliament "the
circumstances should change, we may have
people"?
an opportunity of getting back to the £40
Ron. G. W. Miles: No.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: They are the repre- a year basis. To jeopardise the passage of
the Bill by such an amendment, would be
sentatives of the people.
The CHAIRMKAIN: Members of Parlia- most unwise.
Hon. J. J. HOLMES : I also sugg--,est to
ment are some of the people. The effect
Mr.
Miles that the amendment he withof the amendment will not be to increase
any charge or burden on the people. The drawn.
Hon. E. H. Gray: You are getting the
object is to reduce a charge or burden on
wind up a bit.
the general taxpayers, who pay members
Hon. G. W. Miles: You cannot trust them.
of Parliament. I. nule that the amendment
Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The Bill will have
is in order.
to come before us 12 months hence, and if I
Hon. A. LOVEKIN: With all due respect, it is not a question of imposing a can visualise the position correctly, members
of Parliament will hare to take less then.
aharge on the people. Subsection 2 proI am prepared to let the Bill pass as it
vides that the Council may not amend cerstands with the firm conviction -that in 12
tain Bil, including those that appropriate
months' time we will he asked to agree to a
money for the ordinary annual services of
further reduction.
the Government.
Amendment put and ne-gatived.
The CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. member
read Subsection 4?
Clause put and passed.
Hon. A. LOVEKIN: That provides for
Title-agreed to
the Council returning a Bill with requested
Bill reported without amendment and the
amendment&.
report
adopted.
And that is what
The CHAIRMAN:
would happen if the amendment moved by
Mr. Miles were agreed to.
BILL-LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Hon. A. LOVEIN': I beg your parSecond Reading.
don, Mr. Chairman. I misunderstood the
Dehate resumed from the previous day.
position.
HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [6.56):
Amendment put and negatived.
1 wish to say a few words regarding the Bill
Clause pub and passed.
because there are a few figures that should
Clause 3--agreed to.
be referred to.
I consider it 'will
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scarcely be adequate to meet the necessity for straightening the finances during the
coming year. Any suggestion made to reduce taxation should, I think, be very carefully considered. The whole of our revenue
will he affected and any suggestion to reduce
taxation will necessarily affect the position.
There is not the slightest doubt there will be
a serious shortage in land tax and income
tax collections this year.
Hon. A. Lovekin: In income tax collections, particularly.
Hon. H. SED;DON:
There is not the
slightest doubt that incomes have been seriously reduced. First of all, there has been
a reduction because of lower prices, and then
there is also the reduction caused through
hrokeii time and unemployment. The position regarding income taxation must 'be
taken into consideration in conjunction with
the statutory deductions. It is quite possible Ihat many more incomes than heretofore
will be brought below the taxable margin.
The reduction allowed for in the Estimates
under the headings of income tax and dividend duties, amounts to £150,000, which represents about 20 per cent. of the amount
received
last
year.
Hon.
members
will agree with me when I say that
the Budget has been framed optimistically seeing that a reduction of 20
per cent. only in regard to the two items
I have mentioned, is all that is provided for.
As has been pointed out already, if incomes
tfall generally, and there is no alteration in
the Land and Income Tax Assessment Act,
the statutory deductions will still stand, and
in that event the Budget items I have referred to will be much over-estimated.
I
cannot support Mr. Stewart in his request
for a reduction in the land tax. There is not
the slightest doubt that the farmers have experienced bad times, and obviously the hon.
member is actuated hr a desire to relieve
their disabilities. Alter all, we have to recogqise that every section is having a bad
time, and therefore to ask that one section
should be relieved of taxation, when we
.have to contemplate increased taxation on
every section of the community, can only
be characterised as an anomaly. Already,
under the Traffic Act, we have given considerable relief to the farmer. A Bill we
will shortly have to discuss makes arrangements for the farmer to be relieved from
undue pressure which is likely to be put
upon him to meet his obligations. The ovr-
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erment would be quite justified in eliminating the 33-1/3 reduction contained in the
Bill. That could easily be wiped out at the
present time, and such a step would be
fully justified. It would be of considerable
benetit to the community if arrangements
could be effected for collections of the tax
to be made monthly, instead of annually.
I think most business men, when they receive their income tax assessments, find
that the paym eat of the amount in one
sum usually affects considerably their
operations for the time being. If the payment of the tax were spread over the year
it would be all to the good and would save
a great deal of the disorganisation experienced in the early part of the year, when
we receive the assessments.
Hon. G. W. Miles: How do you propose to do it'! Would you make the sum
payable in monthly instalments, or -would
you have the taxpayer put in his returns
monthly?
Hon. H, SEDDON:
It could be done
easily enough.
And if the assessment
were payable in 12 monthly instalments,
the revenue would thereby be distributed
over the whole of the year, and it would
be beneficial to everybody. Perhaps the
system of annual assessments and payments is quite all right for those who receive their income annually, as the farmer
does, but for the general run of the people
montiy payments would he far easier.
Then there is the question of the spread of
taxation, which I cannot hut regard as
being wise- We might well extend the in'cidence of taxation to cover every person
earning wages, for all should be called
upon to contribute something towards the
cost of maintaining the State. This would
induce a sense of responsibility which is
painfully absent at the present time. There
is in the minds of a considerable section
of the community the idea that because
they do not have to pay income tax they
are escaping taxation.
'Frequently wildl
ideas are put forward involving the State
in heavy expenditure, and they are only too
frequently accepted because the idea in
the minds of many people is that they are
escaping the consequences since the charge
will come on the other fellow. The Government would have been wise had they increased the spread of the Land Tax and
Incomie Tax Bill and introduced amendments to the Land and Income Tax Assess-
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ment Bill; because, so far as we can see
froma the figures, receipts from the items
included in the Hill will be materially reduced during the present year.

HON. A. LOVEKIN (Metropolitan)
[6.5]:- I have risen only because of the
suggestion made by Mr. Seddon that to entlect this tax monthly would be a great convenience to taxpayers. I am quite sure it
would be very costly, for some taxpayers
have to pay only 13s. 6id. a year. Obviously, to collect that amount in twelve in-

stalments. would involve a lot of costly work
in the department. But I think it is time
'we got back to the Land and Income
Tax Assessment Act as it stands, and allowed this tax to be paid in twr. halftyearly
moieties. Indeed, that is the law now' The
concluding clause in this Bill, Clair.e 6, suspends Section 55 of the Land ani Income
Tax Assessment Act. Of course it is; -not
in accordance with the Constiitition to have
a taxing measure such as this repealing
a section in another Act.
The Constitution provides that in a taxing Bill there
shall he the tax and nothing hut the tax.
When the proper time arrives, I will draw
the attention of the Committee to Clause 6
in the Bill, that' amending Section 55 of
the Assessment Act, and ask is not that
clause ultra virca?! ff we were toi reject that
clause we would -tet hack to the half-yearly
payments, which in difficult times such as
the present would be only fair. The point
is not new to me'- I have been aware of
it all along, buc f hpave not taken msuch
notice of it becanse in my view it w: there
for what it was worth. Anybody not choosing to pay his income taxKation in one sum
is at liberty to pay it in two moieties; and
if the department were to proceed against
him, the department probably would find
itself in the position of having to pay the
cost of the proceedings. At such a time
as this it would be only a fair thing to
the community if we were to make it clear
that the tax is payable in two moieties. If
Clause 6 in the Bill is negatived, the tax
will be payable in two moieties, as indeed
legally it is now. In Committee I will take
the point that Clause 6 is ultra vres.

the suggestions made by Mx. Seddon are

worthy of the closest and best consideration
of the Government.
I agree with what
Mr. Seddon said about the suggestions made
yesterday by Mir. Stewart. No doubt Mr.
Stewart's proposals could be adopted with
advantage in a place like New Zealand, but
it would be very difficult to carry them into
full effect in the present state of development in Western Australia. Probably in
future years those ideas will be carried out
in their entirety. Whilst dealing with the
valuation of land, I would remind members
that under one of the Land and Income

Tax Assessment Acts there is a provision
that values shall be fixed for five years.

I should like to know from the Minister
whe~ther he does not think that some amendnment should be provided with regard to this
fixity of valuations for five years. It 'works
hardshiip, not only on the Government, but
also on the individual taxpayer. Indeed,. I
believe it has operated in a harmful way on
many. Let us assume that values were fixe4
last year or the year before. For five years
those are to be the fixed values, irrespective
of the fact that the land may have considerably depreciated in actual value. On
the other hand, in other periods land values
might well rise. I agree that we should
have a separate valuation department, as
obtains in the other States, not necessarily
a branch of the Taxation Department. This
proposed department would work beneficially for the community, and could deal with
values in a more thorough way than is pos'sible at present.
Hon. A. Lovek'in: Are not our valuations
fixed jointly with those of the Federal department?
lMon. J. NICHOLSON: It may he a
joint scheme, but it would be better if we
had an independent valuation department
in this State, so that the values could have
the test of a scientific determination, instead of the present system. It would be
of benefit in many ways.
Hlon. A. Lovekin: That is 'what they say
they have now.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: The State values for
five years, whereas the Commonwealth can

value at any time.
HON. J. NICH1OLSON (Metropolitan)
[6.7] : I will support the Bill. 'Many of

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The Federal Goverment can come in and value on one

basis, whilst the State, unfortunately, has
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fixed that value for five years either in
favour of the taxpayer or against him, according to the occasion when the valuatiou
was made. I have made these observations
because I hope the Minister will talk oveii
the matter with his colleagues. Meanwhile

I will support the Bill. .
On motion by Hon. G. W. Miles, dehatd
adjourned.
House adjourned at 6.12 p.m.

Thursday, 30th October, 1930.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30

p.m., and read prayers.
LEAVE oF A.BSENCE
On motion by Mr. Wells, leav4, of ab-

sence for two months grarnteIl to Mr. Tees-

dale (IRoebourne)
health.

on the ground of ill-

BILL,--COLIE RECREATION AND
PARK LANDS RESERVE.
Introduced by the Minister for Lands
and read a first time.

MOTION-COST
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or LIVING.

To Inquire by Select Committee.

MR& ILLINGTON (Mt. Hawthorn)
[4.36): 1 movThat a select commoittee be appointed to

inquire Into the cost of the necessaries of life,
particularly in regard to the disparity in the
price received by producers for primary products and the price charged to consumers
This motion has a two-fold object, one that
an inquiry be held into the unnecessarily
high prices charged for the necessaries of
life mainly owing to the high cost of distribution, and the other the unjustifiable
burden that is placed upon industry.
I
propose to deal with the question from those
two standpoints. Thr has been a general
demand in recent months that the cost of
production should be reduced. Side by side
with that there has been a demand that
wages should be reduced. Some people go
so far as to suggest that the Arbitration
Court should go into reess and that the
awards of the court should be scrapped.
The position is so desperate that all sorts
of remedies have been suggested.
Therefore I contend we are justified in turning
the searchlight upon every section of expenditure involved not only in the production
hut in the distribution of the necessaries
of life. It is imperative for us to face the
problems confronting us. They persist, and
any attempt to get by them or over them
must fail.
People engaged in industry,
when they begin to suffer, demanJ some
sacrifice by other sections of the community. it seem to mae that one section is
attempting to blame and to pass the responsibility on to others. That is not to
be wondered at, because People in trouble
naturally look for a way out and, if they are
bearing an undue burden, they naturally dlesire that other people shall be called 'upon
to share the load. At present a vast number of people are unemployed, and throughout all industry there is a rationing of
work-, which means that industry generally
has been shrinking. If we could only get
tip-to-date statistics, T am afraid they would
reveal a very serious diminution in the nunher of people employed in our primary and
secondary industries.
Therefore anything
that has a bearing upon the present ponition of industry is of interest, and anything
that might relieve the burden is worthy of
The deinvestigation and consideration.
mand for our products is declining on r
count of the decreased spending capacity

