Points for the Commission on Taxation 
The terms of reference are too narrow, for a real study of taxation it would be necessary to ask questions as to what this country needs to collect money for. Obviously there are some services which have to be funded collectively,   for example, policing and defence, and some where it is a matter of looking at the methods of funding which produce the best outcomes. It can be argued, on the basis of comparing results achieved for a society, that funding all education and health services from collective resources produces a better outcome in terms of the overall population, rather than leaving it to individual/family provision totally or only funding people on the basis of their being unable to fund themselves, a system which results in inequality of access and service as between different individuals based on their individual/family resources.  

In Ireland our historical problem is that taxation has always been seen as a burden rather than as an investment and contribution to the collective resources of all. For years governments over depended on PAYE as a method of collecting revenue because of the “captive” population of employees on PAYE hence ease of collection and on Stamp Duty also because of the ease of collection.  Within the wider taxation system the use of reliefs has meant that some people, usually those not on PAYE, could reduce the actual tax they paid in some cases to, for them, insignificant amounts. 
Tax reliefs on items such as mortgage interest, business investment, etc are unnecessary because if people want to buy a house or invest in a business they will do it anyway and tax reliefs do not add to their motivation to make such investments.  As to tax reliefs such as those on trade union memberships and fees for night courses, these are unnecessary because people who want to be members of a trade union or take extra training will chose to do so for what they perceive as the benefit to themselves.  Tax relief on waste management charges is also a waste of revenue because it is in fact bribing people to do what they should be doing anyway. Tax relief on health insurance contributions should go because the only equitable insurance based health service is one based on compulsory insurance type contributions from everyone hypothecated into a fund held on trust to pay for the health care of all.  Pensions likewise should be funded by compulsory contributions based on income with no bribe in the form of tax reliefs. If the types of reliefs mentioned above were abolished Revenue’s administrative costs would be reduced and the psychological benefit of not having to effectively “bribe” people to do what they had already intended to do, such as buy a house or be a member of a trade union,  would be significant.
In the case of tax on individuals the threshold before an individual becomes liable for tax should be raised to above average yearly earnings and entering into the tax net should be seen as a mark of achievement or honour like getting a qualification or promotion.  A single rate of tax should then apply to all income over that threshold with separate hypothecated contributions based on income being paid by all, including those below the raised income tax entry level, to pay for the education and separately for the health care of all.  These funds would be held on trust to meet the cost of health care for every individual and the education costs of all.  All would contribute to these funds, all would potentially draw from them but every effort would have to be made to reduce demand for health care by having policies in housing, environment, recreation, education, transport etc, which would lead to the prevention of all preventable illnesses.  Likewise more secure funding of education, from the resources of its own hypothecated contributions, would free up the energy currently expended by so many teachers and members of boards of management on fund raising, leaving them more time to devote to actual educational and management activities.  Better funding for preschool,  primary and secondary education would give better outcomes and people coming out of the educational system would be better prepared to learn on the job and in part-time and distance education so making better use of collective resources as compared to having greater numbers of students in full time third level education while achieving the result of raising the education level of the population as a whole which should be at NQAI Level 6/7  or above for everyone  in the population,.  A population with that level of qualification would be likely to be healthier so saving on potential health costs. 
In Ireland the benefits of what can be provided from the collective resources of all have never been stressed.  The “burden” of taxation is mentioned but never the benefits that can accrue to a society and to individuals and families through resources collected from all and spent for the benefit of all.  Few people in Ireland seem to have a sense of possession of the assets they own collectively for example the National Gallery, the Phoenix Park, Farmleigh, Glenveagh National Park etc.  so by  not having a sense of collective possession of the desirable assets, too few people seem to feel insulted by the poor state of so many of their other collectively owned assets such as prefab school buildings, run down health centres,  crowded hospital A& E Departments, children not getting necessary therapies etc. Our attitude to collecting resources from all of the population to be used for the benefit of all of the population has to change.  If the benefits accruing from being able to collect money from all of the population proportionately to their income and the ability to spend it effectively and prudently for the benefit of all   
were accepted by all of the population, the costs incurred in ensuring tax compliance would be greatly reduced hopefully eventually to nil because the benefits arising from the payment of tax would be so obvious to people that tax avoidance would be less likely to be an issue. Rather than using the word “tax” when resources are to be collected from an individual, the contributions to be paid should be seen more positively as “contribution to  collective funds to be used for the good of all”..  

On property tax we have a property tax in the form of Stamp Duty which has been over relied upon because of its ease of collection, a property transaction equalling the collection of this tax.   This tax, being on property transactions is too subject to the ups and downs of the property market to ensure consistency and also goes into the Exchequer.  Local property taxes have disadvantages but their advantages and disadvantages have to be seriously 
considered both as methods of financing local services and for their role in 

putting a break on house price inflation.  The fact that people buying a house would know that they would be making an ongoing contribution to the provison of local services would mean that people would not be prepared to pay an exorbitant price for a dwelling so influencing the cost of housing as people would have to take into account the ongoing cost of living in such a dwelling. 
Our major problem in Ireland is not our rates of tax or even our ability to collect tax or enforce tax compliance but our attitude to tax as a burden to be avoided rather than an investment in the collective good of all to be paid for by all. Contributing to the collective good of all has to be promoted positively rather than just concentrating on tax enforcement. 
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